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Abstract. We will prove that under certain conditions on the parameters the opera-
tors TF f = max(f,0) and T'f = | f| are bounded mappings on the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey
and Besov-Morrey spaces. Moreover we will show that some of the conditions we men-
tioned before are also necessary. Furthermore we prove that for p < u in many cases the
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces do not have the Fubini property.

1 Introduction and main results

Nowadays the Besov spaces B;?q(Rd) and the Triebel-Lizorkin spaces Flf’q(Rd) are well-
established tools to describe the regularity of functions and distributions. These function
spaces have been investigated in detail in the famous books of Triebel, see [33], [34] and [37].
In the recent years a growing number of authors worked with a generalization of Besov and
Triebel-Lizorkin spaces where the L, (Rd)—quasinorm was replaced by a Morrey-quasinorm.
So the Besov-Morrey spaces Nip’q(Rd) and the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces 557p7q(Rd)
attracted some attention. Besov-Morrey spaces have been introduced by Kozono and
Yamazaki in 1994, see [16], whereas the spaces Sj’pyq(Rd) appeared the first time in a
paper written by Tang and Xu in 2005, see [3I]. Later, with a different notation, the
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces also showed up in [40] and in [41] as well as in [43]. In this

paper we will study the mapping properties of the truncation operator T given by
(T f)(z) = max(f(2),0),  x€R,

in which f is a real-valued function from a Besov-Morrey space or a Triebel-Lizorkin-
Morrey space. The operator 7' is one member of a bigger class of operators that is
called composition operators, see chapter 5.3 in [26]. Those operators play an important
role in the theory of nonlinear partial differential equations, see for example chapter 8 in
[T0]. Throughout this paper we will answer several questions concerning the operator 7.
Let N5, .(R?) be the real part of N (R?) and E , (R?) be the real part of &£ , ,(RY).

u’p7q u’p7q u7p7q
We write Afb’nq(Rd) when we mean either Ni,nq(Rd) or Ei?nq(Rd). Then we want to
know under which conditions on the parameters s, p, u, ¢ and d we have T*(Aip,q (R%))

A% g (RY). This is the so-called acting property. Moreover we will investigate under which



conditions on the parameters the operator T : Ai7p7q(Rd) — Azﬁpﬂ(Rd) is bounded on

A% g (RY). T+ is strongly connected with the operator T given by

(Tf)(@)=If(x)l, «eR™

The operators T and T have many properties in common. Therefore in this paper we
also will study the behaviour of T'. For the original Besov spaces as well as for the original
Triebel-Lizorkin spaces results concerning truncation operators are already known. Let
B; ,(R?) be the real part of Bs  (R?) and Fj ,(R?) be the real part of F (R?). Then the

following result is known since many years.

Theorem 1. Let A € {B,F}. Let 1 <p<oo,1 <g<o0and0<s<1+1/p. For
A =T in the case p =1 we assume s # 1. Then there is a constant C > 0 independent of
feAs (RY) such that

IT* f1A5 4R < ClIF145 (R

holds for all f € A;’q(Rd). Moreover in the formulation of theorem one can replace the
operator T+ by T.

This result can be found in [36], see theorem 25.8 in chapter 25. For earlier contribu-
tions we refer to chapter 5.4.1. in [26] as well as to [3], [5] and [23]. Now let us look at the
case p < u. Then in this paper we will prove the following result for the Besov-Morrey
spaces.

Theorem 2. Let 1 <p<u<oo, 1 <g<ooands>0. We assume

%—%>1—$ in the case 1§S<min(1+%,1+g)andd>1;
q # o0 in the case s:min(l—i—%,l—l—%) and d > 1.
Then TT acts on N, , ,(R?) and there is a constant C' > 0 independent of f € N, (R%)
such that we have
IT* FING g RN < CULFING o (R (1)
if and only if
1 d
s<min<1+7,1+—>. 2)
P u

Moreover in the formulation of theorem one can replace the operator T+ by T.

It turns out that the critical border s = 1 4+ 1/p we know for the spaces IB%;q(Rd)
is replaced by s = min(1 4 1/p,1 + d/u) in the case of the spaces N§ , (R?). There is
the surprising new phenomenon that for p < u the critical border also depends on the
dimension d. For p = u this is not the case. Here we always have min(1+1/p,1+d/u) =
1+ 1/p. So we recover the original result. Moreover for d = 1 because of p < u we obtain
min(141/p,1+1/u) = 1+ 1/u. Hence the condition concerning the parameter s becomes
much more easy in this case. The additional condition 1/p —1/u > 1 — 1/d we need in
the case d > 1 seems to be of technical nature. Maybe it can be left away using another
method for the proof. Now let us look at the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces. There is

the following result.



Theorem 3. Let 1 <p<u<oo, 1 <g<ooands>0. We assume

1 1

p;él,q;éoocmd%—a>1—g in the case s=1;
%—%>1—$ in the case 1<s<min(1+%,1+%)andd>1;
%Sd in the case s:min(1+%,1+%).

Then T acts on thpyq(Rd) and there is a constant C' > 0 independent of f € E57p7q(Rd)
such that we have

IT* f1€s 5. g RO < CUIES g (R (3)

1p7q( ’p?q(

if and only if
1 d
s<min(1+7,1+—>.
P U
Moreover in the formulation of thearem@ one can replace the operator T+ by T.

The special case p > 1, s = 1 and ¢ = 2 in theorem [3| refers to the so-called Sobolev-
Morrey spaces, see proposition [7] below. It turns out that also in the case of the Triebel-
Lizorkin-Morrey spaces the critical border s = 1+ 1/p we know for the spaces F5 (R?) is
replaced by s = min(1+1/p,1+d/u) for p < u. When you want to prove theorem [3| there
is a big difference between the cases p = v and p < u. So for d > 1 in most of the cases
the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces do not have the so-called Fubini property for p # wu,
see lemma [T0l

This paper is organized in the following way. In section [I]that you read at the moment
the main results are formulated. In section [2| the spaces Ni’nq(Rd) and ]Ei’pﬂ(Rd) are
defined. Moreover some important properties of them are collected here. In section
we will prove the main results. So in subsection [3.1] we will deal with the simple case
0 < s < 1. In subsection [3.2] we deal with the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces and look
at the case s > 1 and d = 1. Here our main tool will be a Hardy-type inequality. In
subsection [3.3| we will prove the results for s > 1 and d > 1. For that purpose we will
apply the so-called Morrey characterization for the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces. In
subsection [3.4] we will investigate the boundedness properties of the operator T in the
context of Besov-Morrey spaces. In subsection we prove that some of the conditions
concerning the parameter s that appear in the main results are also necessary. At the end
of this paper in section [4] we will discuss some further properties of the operator T+ like
continuity or Lipschitz continuity. But at first we will fix some notation.

Notation

As usual N denotes the natural numbers, Ny the natural numbers including 0, Z the
integers and R the real numbers. R¢ denotes the d-dimensional Euclidean space. We put

B(z,t) :={y e R?: |z —y| <t}, zeRY, t>0.

Let S(R?) be the collection of all Schwartz functions on R% endowed with the usual topol-
ogy and denote by &'(R?) its topological dual, namely the space of all bounded linear
functionals on S(RY) endowed with the weak *-topology. With S(RY) we denote the set of
all real-valued Schwartz functions. The symbol F refers to the Fourier transform, F~! to
its inverse transform, both defined on S'(RY). By C5°(R?) we mean the set of all infinitely



often differentiable real-valued functions on R? with compact support. For 1 < p < oo
with L,(RY) we denote the Lebesgue spaces and LfDOC(Rd) are the local Lebesgue spaces.
By L,(R%) and Léoc(Rd) we mean the real parts of L,(R?) and LfDOC(Rd). For two quasi-
Banach spaces X and Y we write X — Y if X C Y and the natural embedding of X into
Y is continuous. The symbols C,C4, ¢, c; ... denote positive constants that depend only
on the fixed parameters d, s, u, p,q and probably on auxiliary functions. When we write
A ~ B we mean that there exist two constants C7,Cy > 0 such that A < C1B < CyA.

2 Definition and basic properties of Besov-Morrey spaces
and Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces

The Besov-Morrey spaces and also the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces are function spaces
that are built upon Morrey spaces. Because of this at first we want to recall the definition
of the Morrey spaces.

Definition 1. Let 1 < p < u < co. Then the real Morrey space Mg(Rd) is defined to be
the set of all real-valued functions f € ]Léoc(Rd) such that

1
IAMEED] = swp (B[ Ifpds)” <o
y€ER r>0 B(y,r)

The Morrey spaces are Banach spaces. They have many connections to the Lebesgue
spaces. So for p € [1,00) we have Mp(R?) = LL,(R?). Moreover for 1 < ps < p; < u < 00
we have

Ly(R%) = MY (R?) — MY (R?) < MY (R?). (4)
In what follows we will need a so-called smooth dyadic decomposition of the unity. Let
©o € C°(R?) be a non-negative function such that ¢o(x) = 1 if |2| < 1 and pg(z) = 0
if 2| > 3/2. For k € N we define pr(z) = ¢o(27%x) — ¢o(27%*1x). Then because
of Y5 gpk(z) = 1 for all z € R? and suppyy C {z € R? : 2k < |z| < 3.2¢°1)
with £ € N we call the system (pg)ken, a smooth dyadic decomposition of the unity on
RY. Because of the Paley-Wiener-Schwarz theorem F~![pp Ff] with k € Ny is a smooth
function for all f € S’(R?). Now we are able to define the Besov-Morrey spaces and the
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces.

Definition 2. Let 1 <p <u < 00,1 <¢q <00 and s > 0. Let (pr)ken, be a smooth
dyadic decomposition of the unity.

(i) The real Besov-Morrey space Ni%q(Rd) is defined to be the set of all real-valued
functions f € LY¢(RY) NS (R?) such that

1

AN B = (30 29 F o F AIMED]7) < .
k=0

In the case ¢ = oo the usual modifications are made.

(ii) The real Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey space Ej,pg(]Rd) is defined to be the set of all real-

valued functions f € L°¢(R%) N S'(RY) such that

o0

120 @] = [[(S 29 e pl)
k=0

MyRY|| < oo.



In the case g = oo the usual modifications are made.

Remark 1. In the literature often the Besov-Morrey spaces and the Triebel-Lizorkin-
Morrey spaces are defined in a more general way, see for example [31] or section 1.3.3 in
[44)]. So usually for the parameters we allow s € R, 0 <p <u < oo and 0 < g < co. More-
over instead of f € LY¢(RY) NS’ (RY) in the original definition we have f € S'(R?). These
original Besov-Morrey spaces J\/’1f7p7q(Rd) and Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces 557p7q(Rd)
contain complex-valued functions and sometimes also singular distributions. In this paper
we will investigate the properties of the operator (T f)(x) = max(f(x),0). TT neither
makes sense for complex-valued functions nor for singular distributions. Therefore we
work with the real function spaces Ni’%q(Rd) and EZM(Rd). The restrictions s > 0 and
p > 1 make sure that our function spaces do not contain singular distributions, see theorem
3.8 in [11] and theorem 3.4 in [12].

In what follows sometimes we write Ai,p’q(Rd). Then we mean either Nip,q(]Rd) or
EfL,p7q(Rd). By Afhp,q(Rd) we mean either ./\/'qf’pg(Rd) or Sj7p7q(Rd). Of course we always

have Aj, (RY) Aq‘i,p’q(]Rd). Because of this many results that are known for the usual
Besov-Morrey and Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces have obvious counterparts for the spaces
Nipﬂ(IR{d) and Ei,pg(Rd). Hereinafter we want to collect some basic properties of the
Besov-Morrey spaces and the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces. Most of them will be used

later.

Lemma 1. Let 1 <p<u<oo, 1 <g<ooands>0. Then we know the following.

(i) The spaces A, (RY) are independent of the chosen smooth dyadic decomposition of

the unity in the sense of equivalent norms.

(i) The spaces Ai7p7q(Rd) are Banach spaces.

(iii) Tt holds S(RY) < A3 (RY) < S'(RY).

u?p7q

(iv) We have N§ , [(RY) =B (RY) and E , (R?) =F5 (RY).
Proof. (i) was proved in [31], see theorem 2.8. The proof of (ii) is standard, see corollary
2.6. in [I6] and lemma 2.1 in [44]. (iii) can be found in [2§], see theorem 3.2. and with
slightly different formulation in [44], see proposition 2.3. (iv) is obvious. [ |

In many cases the Besov-Morrey spaces and the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces are
embedded into the Morrey spaces. For us the following result will be important, see
theorem 3.2 in [12].

Lemma 2. Let 1 < p<u<oo,s>0andl <q < oo. Then there is the embedding

Ef%q(Rd) S M;;(Rd).

s

u7p7q(Rd) have the so-called Fatou property, see lemma 3.5 in [2§].

The spaces A

Lemma 3. Let 1 < p <u<oo,1<q<o00ands > 0. Suppose that (fr)ken, is a
bounded sequence in Ai7p7q(]Rd). The limit f = limy_,oo fi exists in S'(RY). Then we have
feAs (RY and

u7p7q

1F1A7 5.g RO < C sup || fil A3, o (RY)]]-

u,p,q keN u,p,q
0



Let j € {1,2,...,d} and m € N. Then with 0;-”]" we denote the derivative of order m
in direction e; of a distribution f € S'(RY). Using this we can state the next result.

Lemma 4. Let 1 <p<u<oo,1 <qg< o0, s>0andm e N. Then there are constants
C1,Cy > 0 independent of f € AST™(R?) such that

u7p7q

d
CLISATE R < 1AL g R+ D 1105 F1AL g R < Coll FIATE R

w,p,q u,pq u,p,q u,pq

j=1
Proof. This result can be found in [28], see corollary 3.4. One may also consult theorem
2.15 in [31]. [

S
u,p,q

hand there is the following pointwise multiplier theorem. Let C(R?) be the space of all
real-valued bounded uniformly continuous functions on R%. For m € N we put

For the spaces A% (R?) there exist some useful multiplier theorems. So on the one

C"RY) = {f:D°f € C(R) V |of <m} and [fIC™R))|= Y [D*f|Loo(R?).

laf<m

Lemma 5. Let 1 < p<u<oo, 1< qg<o0ands > 0. Let m € N be sufficiently

large. Then there exists a positive constant C(m) such that for all g € C™(R?) and for all
fehs, (R we have

u7p7q

1 - gl A3 p g RO < C(m) | g|C™ R fIAG o R

u7p7q u?p?q

Proof. This result can be found in [13], see theorem 2.6. More details can be found in
[27]. A related result can be found in [44], see theorem 6.1. [

On the other hand there is the following Fourier multiplier theorem.

Lemma 6. Let s >0, 1 <p<u<ooandl <qg<oo. Ifm e N is sufficiently large, then
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all g € C*(R%) and f € Aft7p7q(Rd) we have

|7 g F £ AL R < C sup sup (1+ [212) % [D7g()] || £145,,, (R
[v|<m z€Rd
Proof. To prove this result we follow the proof of theorem 2.3.7. in [33]. Here the
assertion was proved for the special case p = u. Fortunately almost everything that is
done there also can be used for p < u. Instead of formula (2.3.6.20) from [33] we apply
proposition 2.12 from [31]. Then the desired result follows in the same way as is [33]. W

Remark 2. Notice that a result similar to lemma@ also can be found in [31], see propo-
sition 2.14. For the case p > 1 an alternative proof of lemma@ also can be found in [{0],
see formula (3.259) from chapter 3.5.2. and theorem 3.50. One may also consult theorem
4.1 in [42] or theorem 3 in [17].

With the help of real interpolation we can find the following connection between Morrey
spaces, Besov-Morrey spaces and Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces.

Lemma 7. Let 0 <0 <1,51>0,1<p<u<ooandl<q,q <oo. Then we have

u,p,q u,p,q1

N5 o(RY) = (M(RY), E3: (]Rd)>9,q

in the sense of equivalent norms.



Proof. This result was proved in [30], see corollary 2.3. The general background concern-
ing interpolation theory can be found in [32] and [2]. |

In many cases it is possible to describe the Besov-Morrey spaces and the Triebel-
Lizorkin-Morrey spaces in terms of differences. Let f : R — R be a function. Then
for x,h € R? we define the difference of the first order by Al f(z) := f(x + h) — f(z).
Let N € N with N > 1. Then we define the difference of the order N by A f(x) :=
(A}L(AhN “1f))(z). Using this notation we can formulate the following very useful result

for the spaces N§, ,  (R?).

Proposition 1. Let 1 < p < u < o and 1 < g < 0. Let 1 < v < o0 and

s > dmax(0,1/p —1/v). Let 1 < a < oo and N € N with N > s. Then a func-

tion f € ]Lé,"c(Rd) belongs to NS (R?) if and only if f € LL¢(R?) and

u7p7q
@ q : adt :
om@) -+ ([t (ad sl mpes|'F) " < oo
0 B(0,t) t
AN g (B =

with modifications if ¢ = oo and/or v = oo. The norms ||f|Nj’p7q(Rd)|| and
||f|./\/;f7p7q(Rd)||(“’“) are equivalent for f € Lé"c(]Rd).
Proof. This result was proved in [14], see theorem 3. |

For the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces there is the following characterisation in terms
of differences.

Proposition 2. Let 1 <p<u<oo,1<qg<o0,1<v<00, NeNandl <a < oo.
Let dmax(0,1/p—1/v,1/q—1/v) < s < N. Then a function f € ]Lirolicn(p " (R9) belongs to

s dy ; ; loc(Tod ; ; ; _ —
Ef ,.o(RY) if and only if f € L;y(R) and (modifications if ¢ = oo and/or v = o)

1

ST (A Gy Y a2

s d v,a) .__
||f|gu,p,q(R )H( ) T

M;(Rd)H < 0.

The norms ||f|557p7q(Rd)H and ||f|557p7q(Rd)H(”’a) are equivalent for f € ]Liﬁicn(p 9 (R9).

Proof. This result was proved in [15], see theorem 7. |

3 On the boundedness of the operators 7T+ and T

Now for real-valued f we are ready to turn our attention to the operators 7+ and T given
by
(T f)(z) = max(f(2),0)  and  (Tf)(z)=|f(z)| (5)

in the context of Besov-Morrey and Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces. Both operators are
representatives of composition operators Ty : f + g o f. Theory concerning composition
operators or even more general Nemytzkij operators can be found in chapter 5 in [20]
and in [I]. One may also consult [4], [6], [7] and [8]. In the theory of nonlinear partial
differential equations the operator T often is called a truncation operator. It turns out



that the operators 7% and T have many properties in common. The reason for this is
that 2max(f(z),0) = f(x) + |f(z)| for real-valued functions f. Because of this formula

we learn that whenever T is bounded on Aip’q(Rd) also T is bounded on AfL%q(Rd).

Moreover it is not difficult to see that when we know whether the operator T' is bounded

on a space AfL’p,q(Rd) or not we also know whether we have T(Ai’m(Rd)) C AfL’p,q(Rd)
or T(Ainq(Rd)) 7 Aip’q(Rd). So in what follows it will be enough to investigate the

boundedness properties of T'. Results concerning the boundedness of the mapping f — |f|
in the setting of the original Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces can be found in [5] as well
as in [23], in chapter 5.4.1 in [26] and in chapter 25 in [36]. Early results for Sobolev spaces
can be found in [I§].

3.1 The boundedness of the operator 7T in the case 0 < s < 1

For a start we will look at the case 0 < s < 1. Here it is very easy to prove that the
operator T is bounded.

Proposition 3. Let 1 <p<u<oo,1<qg<o0and0<s<1. Then there is a constant

C > 0 independent of f € Aj , (R?) such that

IT£1A5 g RDN < ClIFIAL (R

u7p7q u?p’q

holds for all f € A3 (R?).

u?p’q
Proof. Step 1. At first we will deal with the case A = £. Because of 0 < s < 1 and

p,q > 1 we can use proposition 2] with v = 1, a = oo and N = 1. So we have to work with

T T A e R TE DS

d
ME(R )H
Now because of the triangle inequality we have

[ALLFI@)] = 11f(z + ) = [f@)| < f(z +h) = f2)] = [ALf(2)]-

When we use proposition [2] again the proof for the case A = &£ is complete.
Step 2. In the case A = N the proof can be done in the same way. Here instead of
proposition [2| we have to use proposition [l We omit the details. |

3.2 On the boundedness of the operator 7" in the case s > 1 and d =1

In this section we will study the properties of the mapping T': f — |f| for functions from
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces in the case s > 1 and dimension d = 1. To this end the
following Hardy-type inequality will be an important tool. For z € R% and a set A C R¢
we will write dist (z, A) = infyca |2 — y|. By A° we mean R\ A.

Lemma 8. Let 1 <p< oo, 1 <g<ooand0< s<1/p. Let d=1. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

Ju@pdsi ey <e [([Tr([L 1w - s =) ')

z—rhel

r
q

dzx

holds for all intervals I and all f € S(R) satisfying [; f(x)dz = 0 if I is bounded.



Proof. This result can be found in [5], see lemma 1. One may also consult [3] or chapter
3.11in [20]. A detailed proof can be found in [26], see lemma 1 in chapter 5.4.1. |

It is also possible to prove a version of the Hardy-type inequality for Morrey spaces.

Lemma 9. Let 1 <p<u<oo, 1 <qg<o0and0< s < 1/u. Letd=1. Then there
exists a constant C > 0 such that

1_1

1
sup ]a—b|u_P(/m( ) | f(x)|Pdist (:L“,Ic)_SPd:L">p
a,

a,beR
1 1 o0 adr
< — blu —5q — — _
< C sp o043 /m,b)( /0 v / o F@) = fe = rh)lan)" D)

a<b
P
q
a<b z—rhel

dx) z

holds for all intervals I and all f € S(R) satisfying [, f(x)dx = 0 if I is bounded.

Proof. To prove this result we can use the methods that are described in the proof
of lemma 1 from chapter 5.4.1. in [26], see also lemma 1 in [5] and [3]. Only a few
modifications have to be made.

Step 1. At first we look at the case I = (0,00). For x > 0 we put

g(x) = i/o (f(w) - f(y)>dy and  h(z) = g(z) - / g(y)C;y-
For these functions because of f is smooth we observe
J@=r@- (-5 [T+ 1) wd rw) =@+ 1 = )

Since f € S(R) we find lim, o0 f(2) = limy_y00 g(x) = limy_yo0 A(z) = 0 and therefore can
conclude f = h. When we use this identity we obtain

D=

1

sup a =) ([ F )P vdz)
a,bel])R (0,00)N(a,b)
a<

11 N
< sup a0 ( [ jg(a) P2 )
a,beR (0,00)N(a,b)

a<b

11 oo d
+ sup \a—b|11t 117(/ ‘/ g(y)—y‘p:c_‘gpdm> .
a,bel])R (0,00)N(a,d) ' Jz Y
a<

3=

Now at first we look at the second term. We put y = z£ and get

oo dy|P _sp N
/x 9(y) ” ‘ z dw)

sup |a — b|%_% </
a,beR (0,00)N(a,b)

a<b
00 1
<swpla-bfi [T ] lg(a€)a*Pde ) de.
a,beR 1 (0,00)N(a,b)

a<b



We put € = z and obtain

11 d 2
sup |a — b\ / ’ / —y’px*‘s’pdx) ?
a,beR 0,00)N(a,b) Yy
a<b
1
< sup / - +S|§a — £b|7_7 (/ |Q(Z)Z_S|pdz>pd§-
a, bebR (0,00)N(£a,éb)
a<

Next we have to use s < 1/u. Then we find

1 © g 1
sup a4 ([ [ oY e ras)?
a,beR (0,00)N(a,b) ' Jz Yy

a<b
11 1
< sup sup_loa—ptl* (| o)z Pdz) " [ et
a,beR 1<p<oo (0,00)(pa,pb)
a<b
1
11 1
<Ciswp o= ([ jge)pa)”
a,bGR (0,00)O(a,b)
a<b

In what follows we will use the abbreviation

ure) = [ 1)~ fla —ry)ldy.
z—ry>0
Then because of
oa) =2 [" (= f@)+ =) ar. y#0.

we can apply Holder’s inequality to get

1

x)| = 2’/ / )+ flz— ry)) dr dy‘ < C2</02x lu(r, a:)]qafldr)a.

Using this estimate we obtain

1
sup a5 ([ jg(a) P2 Pdr)”
(0,00)N(a,b)

a,beR
a<b
11 2z P 1
< Cs sup |a—blv » (/ (/ lu(r, x)\qxflfsqdr> qd:c) i
a,beR (0,00)N(a,b) 0
a<b
e8] P 1
< Cy sup |a — b|5_5 (/ (/ ]u(r,x)|qr_1_sqdr) qdz) ’
a, be;R (0,00)N(a,b) 0
a<

In the last step we used r < 2z. So step 1 of the proof is complete.
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Step 2. Next we look at the case I = (0,1). At first we observe

1

1
sup [a — bfv " / 7 (@) Pdist (2. (0,1)°)Pde )"
a,bebR (0,1)N(ab)

a<<

11 1
< sup Ja— b5 / @) P rdr)?
(0,1)N(a,b)

a,beR
a<b
1
1_1 -
bswp o=t ([ gpy )
abeR (0,1)N(a,b)
a<

Notice that we have f(1—-) € S(R) and fol f(l—y)dy = fol f(y)dy = 0. So we can proceed
for both terms simultaneously. Thanks to a transformation of the coordinates at the end
of the calculations we will do now we can see that it is enough to deal with

1

1_1 P
sup |a —b|v"» (/ |f($)|p$_8pdx) .
a,beR (0,1)N(a,b)

a<b

Now let n € C3°(R) be a cut-off function with 0 < n(x) < 1 for all  and n(z) = 1 if
0 <z <1/2and suppn C [—%, %] Then we find

11 1
sup [a =85 ([ p@raras)?
a,beR (0,1)N(a,b)

a<b

11 po—sp 1\ P
<swpla=tfi 5 ([ p@n)pers)
abeR (0,3)N(a;b)

a<<

1
+ Oy sup |a—byii(/ \f(x)\%lx)p.
a,beR (L, 0)N(ab)

PR
a<b

Here for the first term because of (0, %) C (0,00) we can use the result from step 1. When

we introduce the abbreviations J; and Jy like it is done below we obtain

11 1
sup [a= 85 ([ p@pa )
a,beR (0,1)N(a,b)

a<b
1

11 » 11
< C sup |a — b|v P(/ \f(x)\pdx>p+C2 sup |a —blv " »
(0,1)N(a,b)

a,beR .
) a<b
(/ ( / ) o / [f(@)n(z) — flz —rh)n(z — rh>ldh)@) idﬂf);
(0,00)N(ab) > Jo PR '
= Cg(Jl + J2)‘

11



If we replace f by fx[o,1] we can split up J3 in the following way:

11 Sl adr\%2 N3
Jo < Cy sup |a— bl ”(/(o,n (/ r Q</_1<h<1 If(z) - f(;c—rh)\dh) - )qdw>p
a(’lbbe N(a,b) 0 0<z—rh<1
s adr %
T i /( / q(/1<h<1 [Fw— rhyn(e — i) ") ® da:)
aabféR N(a 0<a:—7"h<%
11 ! ¢ dr \% N3
+Cy sup Ja—bjv s ( 0:0 ([ X0 @ AL = rh)ldh) 5 ) *do)
a(’llbe N(a,b z—rh>0

= Cy(Jo1 + Jog + Jo3).

Now Jo1 is what we want to have. If we use 0 < s < 1 and that n is smooth like in the
proof of lemma 1 from chapter 5.4.1. in [26] for Ja3 we find

11 »
Ja3 < C5 sup |a — bl :D(/ |f($)|pd:n) .
a,beR (0,1)N(a,b)

a<b

For Jyo with £ — rh = z we obtain

F = aézleI)R o= bﬁ_% </(1,oo)m(a,b) (/:03 T_Sq(/ “ianer X (@ = Th)|dh) Cf“r) dgC);

a<b - %_%<h<7
11 0o 1
< sup |a—b|u_P(/ (/ ro ST ldr p / |f(z |dz:
a,beR (1,00)N(a,b) xf%
a<b
1 1 l
< Cg sup |a—b]up</ a:*(sﬂ)pdx ? / |f(2) ]dz
a,b<€l£R (%,oo)ﬁ(a,b)
a

Now because of 0 < s < 1 and u > 1 we find $_(8+1)X(im)(l‘) € L,(R). With L,(R) —
M (R) we get x_(sﬂ)x(im)(m) € M (R). So Holder’s inequality yields

ms o 1re) <o smla-nt ([ i)

a<b

S

Next we use fol f(z)dz = 0. This leads to

1
sup a0 ([ jppaz)”
a,beR (0,1)N(a,b)

a<b
11 3
= sup |a — b P(/ /f dy‘ dzp
a,beR (0,1)N(a, b)
a<b
1
1 1
< sup |a—b|v P / / |f(2) ]dy) )p
a,beR 0,1)N(a,b)
a<b
1
< (g sup ’a—bup</ / 7877 / |f(2) \dy)dr) dz)p.
abEb]R (0,1)N(a,b)
a<

12



When we use ¢ > 1 and y = z — rh we find

1

1_1 p P
sup [a =85 ([ jppaz)
a,beR (0,1)N(a,b)

a<b
11 P 1
< Cy sup \a—b|up(/ / —s4- 1 / £ (2 |dy) dr) dz)p
a,bel])R (0,1)N(a,b)
a<
1_1 e g B 1
< Cho sup |a — b|= p(/(o,l) (/ r—% 1(/—1<h<1 |f(2) —f(z—rh)\dh) dr)qdz)p.
aélng N(a,b) 0 0<z—rh<1

So this step of the proof is complete.

Step 3. At last we have to deal with any other interval I = (¢,d) with —co < ¢ < d <
oo. But then the desired inequality follows from the model cases I = (0,00) and I = (0, 1)
and an appropriate transformation of the coordinates. So the proof is complete.

Now we are well-prepared to prove the following result for the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey
spaces in the case of dimension d = 1.

Proposition 4. Let 1 <p<u<oo,1 <g<o0and 1l <s<1l+1/u. Letd=1. Then

there is a constant C' > 0 independent of f € ]Eupq(]R) such that we have

ITF1€0 R < CllFIEL R (6)

for all f € Ej  (R).

u,p,q

Proof. To prove this result we follow the ideas from the proof of the theorem in chapter
5.4.1. in [26], see also theorem 1 in [5].

Step 1. At first we prove @ for real-valued f € C§°(R). We use lemmawith m = 1.
Then we find

HAIES pg RN < Coll £] 1€ p g R + Celld*If] €550 (R

In general 9'|f| is a distributional derivative. Since f € C{°(R) we find that |f] is a
Lipschitz continuous function. So the classical derivative exists almost everywhere and
coincides with the distributional one almost everywhere. Hence in our case we can also
understand 0'|f| as a classical derivative. Let us look at || |f] [€5,} (R)||. Because of
1<s<141/u<2wehave ()< s—1<1. So we can apply proposition [3[ and obtain
I €@ < Call flIEL ) < CallfIE,,

Now we want to work with [|0*[f| |5 L (R)||. Because of p > 1 and ¢ > 1 we can apply

proposition [2f with v =1,a = co and N = 1. We get
1011 f] 1€5 5 R

< 059"/ |M;;(R)||+03H(/ (b / AL 1)l dn ) dt)

s(®)|

At first we look at [|0'[f] [ME(R)|. Because of f is real-valued we can define the sets
Qp={zeR: f(z) >0} and

SCy={x e R:3e>0with f(y) <0fory e (r—¢€x)and f(y) >0fory e (x,x+¢€)}
U {x €eR:3e>0with f(y) >0fory € (z —¢,z) and f(y) <0 fory € (z,z+¢€)}.
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Now remember that we have f € C3°(R). Hence the set SC; has Lebesgue measure zero.

Therefore if we work with the Morrey norm we can exclude the set SCy. Because of this
we find

1
11 m
0111 1My (R < Ca sup o~ 3575 0" () P
a,bER ((a,b)ﬂﬂf)\SCf
a<b
1
+ Cy sup |a—b|i_;</ | — Olf(:z)|pd:n)p
a,bel])R ((a, b)ﬁﬂc)\SCf
a<

< G50 fIMR)]-
Now we can use proposition [2] and lemma @ Then we get
18" MG R < Col|D* F1E5 g R < Crll F1E5 . (R]|-
So it remains to deal with

sla= ([ ([T [ istoiin)' ) )

a<b

Here we follow the ideas from the proof of the theorem in chapter 5.4.1. in [26]. At first
for a < b we write (a,b) = ((a,b) N€2s) U ((a,0) NQ}) and for ¢ € R

(~t,t)=((~-t,hn{heR:z+he QU (-t )N{h e R:z+h & Q).

Now we can use a version of the triangle inequality to split up the different cases. Then
two different situations show up. On the one hand it is possible that we have x € Q; and
z+h € Q. So we find |ALO f|(2)| = |0* f(z + h) — 8" f(x)| = |A}O" f(z)|. But then we

have
([T [ 1atotswian) 'S )|
< sl10" F1E5 5B < Coll 1654 ]|

The case x € Q; and x + h & €y leads to the same result. On the other hand we have the
situation € Qy and x + h & Q2y. Here we obtain

AL fI(2)] = 101 f(z + h) + 0" f(2)] < 210" f(x)] +|2,0" f()].

With |A}9! f(x)| we can work like it is described before. So it remains to deal with

as,élepR la - bﬁi% </(a BN (/OOO t(81)qq</ (=t,t) N ‘alf( ’dh> dt) dm>é

a<b ’ {heR : z+h¢gQy}

14



Notice that the case x € Q% and = + h € )y leads to a similar situation. Next we observe

/(tt)m 1dh>qit) d$>;

o0
([ (e[
(a,0)NQ 0 {heR : x+h¢Qf}
2
q

sup |a — b|
a,bEbR
a<
i 1 ol 7 —(s—1)g—q adt >
< sup |a — b|v p( |0" f(z)] ( t ( 1dh) t) dx)
a,beR (a,b)NQ2 dist (2,Q5) —t
a<b
00 P 1
s 1)th>5dx)p

_1
([ e/ ;
(a,b)NQy dist (z,02%)

1
< Cyo sup |a —bj=»

a,beR
a<b
1
< Cy; sup |a_byii(/ 191 f () [P dist (:c,Qjc)’(S’l)pdx)p.
a,begR (a,b)NQ2f
a<

Because of f € C§°(R) we can find disjoint open intervals I; such that Qf = |J
) = fldi) =

(R
|I;] < oo we can write I; = (¢;,d;) with ¢; < d; < ¢iy1 < diy1 and f(¢) =
— f(c;) = 0. Now we get

for |I;| < oo we observe [ 9'f(x)dx = f(d;)
1

L1 1 DI; c\—(s—1)p
sup |a — b|v P( 0" f(z)|Pdist (z,QF) dx)
(a b)ﬂQf

a,beR
1
= sup |a —blv" Z/

a<b
B a,beR
a<b
There are 3 different possible cases. First it is possible that the interval (a, b) only intersects
one single interval I;. Then because of s — 1 < 1/u we can apply lemma |§| and obtain

1

sup |a—b]u p Z/( . 18 f () |Pdist (¢, I£) =~ 1)pda:)

a,beR
a<b
1 1
= sup Ja— b+ 75 / (0" f () Pdist (x, 1)~ Pdz)”
a,beR (a,b)NT1

a<b
1_’1’(/;(/0007" (s-1)g (/ 01 () — alf(x—rh)|dh>qdr) dx)fl“.

< Ci2 sup |a — b|»
a,beR
a<b
Second it is possible that the interval (a, b) intersects two intervals I; and I5. Then we get

1

sup |a—b]u P Z/( o |01 f(2)|Pdist (x,Iic)_(s_l)pdm)

a,beR
a<b

1

\ 1(/ b 10" £ (z) [Pdist (lef)f(sq)pdx)p'

<Cu 3 st
,0)N1;

1
|a1 )|Pdist (z, If)‘(s_l)pda:) v

. a,beR
€{1,2} a<h

Now again we can apply lemma [9] with the same result as before. The third case is that
the interval (a,b) intersects n € N intervals I; with n > 3. But then we have the situation
vy In_1. So we

that (a,b) intersects the intervals I; and I, and completely covers I, I3,
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find

1
sup la — b| p / AL f(x)|Pdist (w, I§)~ 5~ VPdg )
a,beR | Z ‘ | ( ) )
12,“.,[”,1C(a7b)

1
<Cu Y sup fa— b5 /( 0 @i (2. 15) "~ VPda)”
a,b)Ni;

) a,beR
ie{l,n} a<h

1
+ Ci4 sup ]a—b\u , Z/ 0" f (2)[Pdist (z, I£) (5~ 1)pda:>p.
a,beR
Iyn—1C(ab)

Now for the first part again we can use lemma [0} For the second part because of s — 1 <
1/u < 1/p we can apply lemmal8] Using f(cz) = ... = f(dn—1) = 0 we obtain

sup la — b|w p / Ot f (x)[Pdist (z, If (5= Updl‘)
a,beR | Z ’ | ( )
In,...;In—1C(a,b)

<G s |a—b|_</dnl (/Ooo ~(s=1)q (/ ALz — b))’ dr>gdaz);’

Cc2
a<co<dp-1<b

b 9] 1 P 1
< (5 sup |a — b|%7% (/ (/ r(51)q</ 10 f(2) — O f(z — rh)\dh)qdr> qda;) "
a,beR a 0 -1
a<b
So if we use proposition [2] and lemma [4] we find
1
sup |a — b|%7% (/ |0 f () [Pdist (z, Q?)*(S*I)pdaz) ?
a,bel])R (a,b)NQ2f
a<
< Cig sup |a — b|v (/b (/OO ~(s=1)g (/ 0L f(z) — O f(a — rh)|dh) dr)gd:n)’l’
o a,beR a 0

a<b

< Cur|0tfIE: LR < CuslIfIEs o (R

Step 1 of the proof is complete.

Step 2. Now we prove (@) for f € E  (R). Let ¢ € S(R) be a real even function
with o(z) = 1 if || < 1 and p(x) = 0 if x| > 3/2. For j € Ny and = € R we put
0(z) = 0(277z). Moreover we define fj(z) = ¢/ (x)F o Ff](z), see step 1 of the proof
of theorem 25.8 in [36]. Then f; is real and because of the Paley-Wiener-Schwarz theorem
we find f; € C§°(R). So we also have f; € Ej , .(R). We observe

lim f;=f and lim |f;] = |f]
j—00 j—o0

with convergence in §’'(R). So we can apply the Fatou property, see lemma [3| and step 1
of this proof. Then we get

1€ p R < Cy sup 11151 1€ p,g R < Co sup || £51E5 4 (R)]]-

JEN J€No
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Next we use lemma 5] Let m € N be large enough. We find

up 15162, < Cosup (32 D70 Lo ®)) I [ FAIER,o(R)]

Jj€Ng Jj€No |a‘<m

< Cysup | F I FFIE, p o (R

J€No
Now we apply lemma[6] Let N € N be large enough. Then we obtain
m .
sup || F o/ FfIE; ,4(R)|| < Cs sup sup sup(1 +[z[*) 2 D70 (z)| [fIE;,q(R)]
J€No Jj€No |'y|<N zeR

So the whole proof is complete. |

3.3 The boundedness of the operator 7T for s > 1 and d € N

In the case of the original Triebel-Lizorkin spaces }Ff,,q(Rd) the step from d =1tod > 11is
very easy, see chapter 5.4.1. in [26]. The reason for this is that the spaces F;yq(Rd) have
the so-called Fubini property. At the first moment one maybe could hope that also the
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces have the Fubini property. We use the following definition,
see also chapter 2.5.13 in [33].

Definition 3. Let s > 0, 1 <p<u< oo and 1 < q < oo. Let d > 2. Then the space
ES  (R?) has the Fubini property if the norm

u,p,q9
d
112 g ®OIT =3 1 s mson s i, vl g R [MERID|| ()
j=1
is equivalent to || f] upq(]Rd)H.

Unfortunately for p # u there is the following result.
Lemma 10. Let s >0, 1 <p<u< oo, 1 <qg<o0 andd>2. Let in addition

d_lu
L

p=

Then the spaces E;, , q(Rd) do not have the Fubini property.

Proof. To prove this result we investigate the properties of a special test function. Let
f € C°(R41) be a function f: R¥"! — R that depends on 2’ = (22,3, ...,74) and has
a support in [0,1]97!. We assume f[o a1 |f(2")|Pda’ = 1. Now we define the function
g:RY = R by g(a1,2') = f(z’). At first we prove |g| RY)[|”" = oo. From lemma |2

we learn Ej , (R) < M} (R). Let ¢ > 0. Then we find

upq(

I91E5g®DIT = C[lg-, M@ MR
1
ngtu;(/ / lg(x1,2))|Pdz1dx’)”
[Oldfl
1
/ / a')[Pda’ dﬂﬂl) P = Cytu.
0,1]4
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If ¢ tends to infinity we obtain ||g|&2, ,(RY)||¥ = co. Now we prove that under the

given conditions we have g € E? (Rd). Because of pr0p051t10n I it is enough to show

u,p,q

||g\557pq(Rd)H (D) < 00. At first we look at the Morrey norm. Since g is bounded and
smooth we only have to deal with large cubes |0, t]d with t > 1. We observe
d_d , H d_d-1
suptu 2')|Pdx da?l) =supts » < o0.
t>1 [0,1]4-1 t>1

In the last step we used p < d 4=14,. Now we have to deal with the second part of the norm

lg1€5  (RH||ED. To do so we apply the well-known formula

|AY g(x)| < C|pY max  sup  [D7g(y)l. (8)
lvI= N|x y|<N|h|

Because of f € C$°(R4"!) and supp f C [0,1]9"! we find

H(/Oltsq<td/3(ot)|AhN (x )!dh> dt)
< C3H</0 TSENGy G <asvay (2 )dt)

< C4HX{|$’|§d+Nd} (iU)‘MZ(Rd)H-

u,p,q

s(®Y)|

s

In the last step we used N > s. X{j/|<a+Nd} () is a characteristic function that is zero if
|2'| is large. Since |x{|z/|<d+nay(®)| < 1 for all z € R? the supremum of the Morrey norm
is realized by big cubes [~t,#]? with ¢t > d + Nd. Because of this we obtain

1
HX{|x/|§d+Nd}(x)’MZ(Rd)H <Cs5 sup tv / / X{lo'|<d+Na} (%) d’ dw1>p
t>d+Nd [—d—Nd,d+Ndjd-1

< (g sup te pTh < o0,

In the last step again we used p < d d=14,. The proof is complete. |

So it turns out that in most of the cases the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces do not have
the Fubini property. But fortunately in the case of small s for the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey
spaces there exist so-called Morrey characterizations, see chapter 3.6.3 in [40]. To explain
what this is we have to introduce some additional notation concerning Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces on domains. Let Q@ C R? be a bounded domain. As usual D(Q2) = C5°() and
D’(Q) is the dual space of distributions on 2. Then for s >0, 1 <p < oo and 1 < g <o
we define for all f € D'(Q) the norm || f|F; (Q)|| = inf [|g|E; ,(R?)]|, where the infimum
is taken over all g € F;,q(Rd) such that we have f = g on Q in D’(Q2). More explanations
concerning Triebel-Lizorkin spaces on domains can be found in [37], see chapter 1.11. Now
for j € Z and m € Z¢ we put Qjm = 277m +279(0,1)¢. For ¢ > 1 by ¢Q;» we denote a
cube concentric with Q; , that has side-length ¢277. Using this notation we can formulate
the following result.

Proposition 5. Let 1 <p <u < oo and 1 < g < oco. Let 0 < s < min(1/p,d/u). Let

f €S RY). Then f € E;, (RY) if and only if
j(d_d s
1165 5 ®DIME = sup 2G| f|E (2Q5m)] (9)
JEZmEZL
is finite. The norms || fI1€5, (R and || fIE, ,RYMC are equivalent.
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Proof. This result is a combination of theorem 3.64. from [40] with theorem 3.38. from
[40] and corollary 3.3. from [44]. One may also consult theorem 2.29. in [39]. |

Now we are well-prepared to prove the following result concerning the boundedness of
the operator T'.

Proposition 6. Let 1 <p<u<oo,1<g<ooanddeN. Let 1/p—1/u>1—-1/d and
1 d
1<s<min<1+7,1+—).
P U

Then there is a constant C > 0 independent of f € ES = (R?) such that we have

u,p,q

ITFIES RO < CIIfIES 5o R (10)

for all f € Eupq(Rd).

Proof. Step 1. Preparations and Fatou property.

This step is similar to step 2 of the proof from proposition 4. Let f € Eupq(Rd)
and ¥ € C°(RY) be a real function with ¢(z) = 1 for |z| < 1 and (x) = 0 for |z| >
2. For j € N we define f; = F1[(277:)(Ff)]. Then we have f; € Eipq(Rd) and
supp F f; C B(0, 27t1). So because of the Paley-Wiener-Schwarz theorem fjis a C®—

function. Moreover it is not difficult to see that for all a € N¢ we have Df; € Lo (R?)

and D°f; € B, (R 1), We have
lim f; = f and lim [f;| = |f]
j—o0 J—0

with convergence in S'(R?). Let us assume that we know for all functions f;. Then
we can apply the Fatou property, see lemma |3 and find

LA IES p g DI < C ?lelgll il 1€ pgRD < Ca Supllfglf‘fs,p (RN < GsllfIES R

In the last step we used lemma@ Therefore it is enough to prove for analytic functions
J gy, q(Rd) that fulfill supp Ff C B(0,2%) for some R € N. The same trick is used in
step 1 of the proof of theorem 25.8 in [36].

Step 2. Pick out cubes without zeros.

In what follows f € Ej, q(Rd) is an analytic function with supp Ff C B(0,2%) for
some R € N. At first we use lemma[dl Then we find

d
LA 1ES pg RN < Coll LA 1E @RI+ Co Y1107 1F] 1€5 51 R

i=1
For the first term because of 0 < s — 1 < 1 we can apply proposition When we use
lemma [] again we get

1 1€ g RDI < CallfIE: R < CallFIES 5o (R (11)

u,p,q

So in what follows we have to deal with ||9}]f| ]é’smlq(Rd)H with i € {1,2,...,d}. Because

of 0 < s —1 < min(1/p,d/u) we can apply proposition [5l Then we obtain

101 f1 1€ 5 R < Cs ZsupZ SO 1Ey 2Qsm)
JEL,meE
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Now by Qgc(f) we denote the set of all cubes of the form 2Q);,, that have the following
property. There exist y1,y2 € 2Q;m such that we have f(y1) <0 < f(y2). That means f
has a sign change in 2();,. Using this notation we can write

1 s—1 (od J(E—29)) 91 s—1
10 1f] [€apg RN < T sup 2% |IO7 [ f] [Fp " (2Qm) |
Jj€Z,meZ
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)
j(g—i) al s—1 .
+C osup 20 G f] ES, T (2Q5m)]-
JjEZ,meZ?
2Qj,m & Qsc(f)

In each cube that fulfills 2Q;,, ¢ Qsc(f) the function f is either positive everywhere or
negative everywhere. Therefore for 2Q;,, ¢ Qsc(f) it does not matter whether we write
101 1E5 1 (2Qsm) || or |0} fIFs 4 (2Qjm) . Hence a combination of proposition [5 and
lemma [4] yields

id_d _
sup 2TV 1F Q) < Cx sup 26T FIFE L (2Qm)|
JEL,mEZS JEZ,meZS
2Q;j,m & Qsc(f)

< G510} flE (R

u,p,q
< Coll £1€5 p.g R

u,p,q

So hereinafter we only have to deal with cubes that fulfill 2Q,,, € Qgsc(f). That means
we have to investigate the term

(d_d _
sup 25700 F |t (2@ m)l- (12)
JEL,mEZLE
2Qj,m € Qsc(/f)

Step 3. Pick out cubes of middle size.
To continue we split up the term in the following way.

(d_d .
sup PG NON ] 1Fs L 2Qm)

JEL,mMELE
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)
< sup oot sup oot sup
j>R,m€eZ* 0<j<R,mcZ4 jJEZ\N,meZ4
2Qj,m € Qsc(f) 2Qj,m € Qsc(f) 2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

Whereas the first and the last term are like we want we should have a closer look at the
second one. Therefore let k& € N be a natural number with 0 < k < R and let m € Z%. We
investigate

d_d S
PG00 f] 1FS L (2Qkm) -

Therefore we define the set Z(f) = {x € R?: f(x) = 0}. In addition for each I € N we
define numbers R; by R; = R+ 1. Then of course for all [ € N we have R; > R and we
observe lim;_,, ; = oo. Using this numbers for all [ € N we define sets

ZF(f) = {zx € R : dist (z, Z(f)) < (13)

—Ry
- 100d b

Then of course we have 2Qp m = [2Qk,m N ZF(f)] U 2Qkm N ZEF;(f)¢]. Moreover since f
is real valued we can define the sets

FH(f)={z eR?: f(z) > 0} and F~(f)={z eR?: f(z) < 0}. (14)
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Now for all z € ZF;(f)¢ we can observe f(x) # 0. So it is possible to write ZF;(f)¢ =
[ZE ()N FET(HU[ZE(f)*N F~(f)]. Consequently for all [ € N we obtain the disjoint

decomposition

2Qkm = [2Qum N ZE(f)] U [2Qum N [ZF(f) N FH (U [2Qkm NZE(f) N F~(f)]]
= AL uAbu AL

(Notice that it is not really necessary to work with a disjoint decomposition here. Therefore
it is also possible to deal with open sets that are overlapping a bit.) Now let I* € N be a
fixed large natural number that will be specified later. Then we find

107 1F1 155 (2Qum) | < 07 1F1 1Fg (A + 107 L E g (AN + 1011 [Eyg " (A5)II-
Notice that for all z € A} we have f(x) > 0. Therefore since A5 C 2Qj., we can write

107 1f1 [Epg (A = 10 fIEp g (AL < 1107 f1 g (2Qum) |-

On the other hand for x € A} we observe f(x) < 0. So because of Ay C 2Q,,, we find

107 171 | Eyg (AN = 101 f1E5 g (A < 101 F1E; 5 (2Qkm)-

Next because of s — 1 < min(1/p,d/u) we can apply proposition Consequently when
we use lemma@ for all 0 < £ < R we get

k(d_d s—
2" G0 1 |F5 (2Qum)l
d_d s—1/ Al* g_d s—
<2"670) 0] | £ B (AT + 2" =010 £ Byt (2Qum)|
d_d S— * s—
< 2 G0l 1 1By, (A + Call0) F1E0 B

u,p,q

RY)].

d_

d_d o * s
< "G f] 1FS AN + Coll FIE5 .4

Next we observe
lim 2Qpm N ZF(f) = 2Qkm N Z(f)
=00

as sets. We need some knowledge concerning the zero set Z(f) of real analytic functions
f:R? = Rwith f # 0. For this reason we collected everything we need in the appendix at
the end of this paper, see lemma Let 0 = o(p,u,d) > 0 be a small number that will be
specified later. Then from (iv) and (v) in lemmal[l1]in the appendix we learn the following.
For each real analytic f with f # 0 and each cube 2Q);,, we find a maybe very large
I* = I*(f,R,p,u,d) € N such that 27 ~* is much larger than R~ and Ry 20 (k=Rix) < 1
and such that the set 2Q ., N ZFj«(f) can be covered by c(d)Ry2(@~DE==k) cubes of
the form 2Qg,., with appropriate n € 7%, Here ¢(d) only depends on d. We used
limg 00 22°F=%) = (. Notice that under the given assumptions we always can choose
I* = I*(f,R,p,u,d) independent of k and m, see (v) in lemma Moreover we always
can ensure that [* < oo, see (iv) in lemma [11| and its proof. Using such a natural number
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[* and the associated covering we obtain
k(d_d _
26D 0} F] 1Byt (2Qkm N ZF-(F))]
k(d_4d _
<2"GV N0} £] [Fy (2QR,. n)
n

4a
u

< Cng(ﬁi%)Rl* 2(d—1)(Rl* fk)2fRz*(%* )Sup 2R1*(%*%)”8¢1|f| |Fps,;1(2QRl*,n)”

< CyRp 2F PG gy G0 f] FE L 2Q)m) -
j>R,meZ%
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

In the last step we used Rj» = R+1* > R. Now we apply the assumption 1/p—1/u > 1—
1/d. Because of d/p—d/u—d+1 > 0 there exists a o > 0 such that d/p—d/u—d+1—0c > 0.
Then since k¥ < R < Rj» we get

Ry 2R —4=dt) _ b go(k—Rus)g(b—Re) (A-f—dti-o) _ |

Therefore we obtain

d_d _ (d_d _
2o} |Fy Qe NZF- (D) < G sup S]] [Fy (2Q5m))
j>R,m€7Z
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

Notice that the right-hand side is independent of {*. So we do not have to deal with this
parameter in what follows. All in all we find

i(d_d S
sup 260N 1F L, (2Qm) |

JEL,mEZS
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)
< Cy sup o+ Cy sup oo+ Cyl|fIES o (RD)L
j>R,meZ* JEZ\N,meZ4
2Qj,m € Qsc(f) 2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

When we define the set Z(R) = Z\N U {j € N:j > R} that means in what follows we
only have to deal with the term

(d_d o

sup 200N f] [F 2Qm)l- (15)
JEZ(R),meZ?
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

Step 4. Apply the result for the original Triebel-Lizorkin spaces.
Now for all j € Z and all m € Z? there exists a function f;, € F§7q(Rd) with fjm(x) =
f(x) for all x € 2Q);,, such that

1 Fjaml B g RO < 20 fIE (2Qm)]
Because of the definition of the norm || - [F5 .1 (2Q; )|l we can write
10 1f1 | Fpg (2Qzm)l = 107 fiam 1 Eyg (2Qjm) | < 11071 fim| 1Fpg RD].

Next we can use a version of lemma [4] for the original Triebel-Lizorkin spaces. Moreover
because of 1 <p < 00,1 < s <1+1/pand the fact that f;,, € IF;Q(Rd) is real-valued we
can apply the well-known theorem |1} This leads to

10 1£1 1 Fpg 2Qzm)ll < Coll | Fjm| 1Ep gD < Coll fjm| By g R < Csll f1E54(2Qm)I-
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When we use this inequality for we find

j(é—i) 1 s—1 j(é_i) S
sup 20 |07 |f] By (2Q5m)| £ Ca o sup 20w W fIED(2Q)m)]-
JEZ(R),meZ? JEL(R),meL?
2Qj,m € Qsc(f) 2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

Hereafter we have to distinguish between small cubes and large cubes. Therefore we use
the definition of the set Z(R) to write

j(4-4) s
sup 20w fIFD(2Qm) |
JEZ(R),meZ?
2Qj,7n S QSC(f)

j(d—4) s j(2-42) s
< sup 200 W[ fIE (2Q)m) | + sup 200 @[ fIED (2Qjm)|-
j>R,meZ% JEZ\N, mez?
2Qj,m € Qsc(f) 2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

To continue the proof we have to deal with both terms separately.
Step 5. Complete the proof for cubes of large and middle size.
Here we have to deal with

j(2—4) s
sup 200 W[ fIED L (2Q5m) |-
JEZ\N, mez?
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

For that purpose we use formula (3.307) in [40], see also proposition 4.21. in [38] and its
proof. There we learn that for j € Z \ N and m € Z¢ there exists a general constant C;
independent of j and m such that

d
1B (2Qm)ll < Collf1F5 5" 2Qym)ll + CL Y 104 f1E5 g (2Qsm)I- (16)
k=1

Therefore we obtain

j(4-2) s
sup 200w fIFp L (2Q5m) |l
JEZ\N, mez?
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

d

d_d _ d_d _
<01 sup POV QI+ C Y sup 2G0T (2Q5m)].
JEL,meZS k=1 JEZ,mELY

Now because of s — 1 < min(1/p,d/u) we can apply proposition [5[ again. When we use
lemma [4] we find

d
d_d _ _
sup 26T f1ES,2Q1m)l| < Call FIESL R+ C2 Y 0k F1E:, (RY)]
JEZ\N, mez? k=1
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

< GsllfIES p g R

pal
So this step of the proof is complete. Notice that formula also holds for j € N. But
then the constant C; depends on j and tends to infinity if j tends to infinity. Whereas
this is not a problem for small j € N for the case of large j € N we have go another way.
Step 6. The case of small cubes.
Substep 6.1. Construct auzxiliary functions.
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Here we have to investigate the term

d_d
sup 2G| f1ES, (2Q5m) - (17)
j>R,mez?
2Qj,m € Qsc(f)

Let j € NgU{—1} and ¢ > 1. Since is invariant under translation in what follows we
can work with cubes denoted by c@; that have side-length c - 277 and the center at the
origin. Let h € C3°(R?) be a smooth function with h(z) = 1 for all z € 2Qy and h(z) = 0
for all = ¢ 8Qo that fulfills ||h|C%(R?)|| < C; for some constant C; > 0. For j € Ny we
define

hy(2) = h(2x) and 9i(@) = F() - hy(a). (18)

In what follows we will investigate the properties of the functions g;.

(i) For all x € 2Q; we have gj(x) = f(z). Moreover we find supp g; C 8Q);.

(ii) The functions g; are bounded. More precisely we find

19| LooRY)]| < sup. [f(@)] [hj(2)] < Cull fLoo (8Q5)

(iii) The functions g; are smooth. For the first derivatives with |a| = 1 we find

1D Loc (R < sup (ID*7(@)] hs()| + Dy 2)] 1 (2)])

$€8Q]’

< G|l fICH(8Q)| + €12 sup £ (@)].
€8

In view of we can assume 2Q; € Qgsc(f). Therefore there exists a z € 2Q); such
that f(z) = 0. Because of f is smooth for each y € 8Q; by the mean value theorem
we find that there exists a constant Cs that is independent of j and f such that

[f()] < Call FICHBQ))I |y — 2| < Call FICH(8Q;)|12d - 277, (19)
So we can conclude || D%g;|Lo(R)|| < Cs|f|C(8Q;)]|-

(iv) For the second derivatives with |a| = 1 and |3| = 1 when we use 2Q; € Qgsc(f)
again we observe

1D D7 gj| Loo (RY)|
< Cill FIC*(8Q5)|l + Ca2’ | F1CH(3Q5) + Sup. |D*DPhy(x)| |f ()]

< C1llFIC*(8Q5)l + Ca2? | FICH(8Q)) | + C527277|| f1CH(8Q;) |
< G max(|| F|C*(8Qy)II, 27| £1C" (8Q))1]).

In what follows it will turn out that the properties (i) - (iv) of the functions g; are
exactly what we need to continue our proof.

Substep 6.2. Use the smoothness properties of f and g;.

Now we use the functions g; we have constructed before to deal with the term .
We want to apply remark 2.12. from [38]. From there we learn the following. Let
Uy={z cR%: |z, <A} with0 < A< 1. Then for s >0,1 <p<ooand1<q< oo we
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find ||f(/\-)|F]f,q(Rd)H ~ /\S_d/p||f| (Rd)H for f € F, (Rd) with supp f C Uy. This is the
so called local homogeneity property When we use 1t in our case because of supp g; C 8Q;
and the definition of the norm || - [F; (8Q;)[| we get

sd__d d_d
PED|F1EE,2Q)] < 2606, FS L (8Qs)]| < €127 D) g (272 [ FE (Q1)]-

Because of p > 1, ¢ > 1 and s > 0 it is possible to describe the space F}, ,(Q-1) in terms
of differences, see theorem 1.118. in [37]. Then we obtain

lgs (2772 3 (Q-0)]
1
< Callyy (272 Q-l + o ([ o1 [ 1adayc 2 )4

with V2 = V?(z,t) = {h € R?: |n| < t and z + 7h € Q_; for 0 < 7 < 2}. Notice that the
constant Cy is mdependent of j. Now on the one hand thanks to (ii) from our construction
of g; and a transformation of the coordinates we find

L,(Q)|

. d . d_d
2960952792 Ly(Q1)]| < G52 ™02 g5 |Ly(8Q,)| < Ca277 527 f| Lo (8Q))]

Like before, see formula (19)), for all y € 8Q; we observe |f(y)| < C5||f|C*(8Q;)||2d - 277.
Hence we conclude

27670 g;(277F2)|Ly(Q-1) | < CollfIC1 (8Qy) 127742727 = Co|| fIC (8Q)[[2 1),

Now we have to deal with the term that contains differences. When we use the well-
known formula in combination with (iv) from our construction of g; thanks to some
transformations of the coordinates we obtain

1

(o], e e)’
([ e etmian)®) 0|

2—J
</C = sq+2th)
0 t
jd

< Comax(|| FIC38Qy) |, 2| FICH (8Qy)) 252927
= Cromax(27 | £1C3(8Q))|| /1" (3Q)[)) 2771,

2 ( )2 J(*—s)

L,(Q-1)|

< Cymax(||£1C°(8Q,) ] 27]| £10* (8Q,) ) 2/~

p(8Qj)H

Up to know we proved that for all j € N,m € Z% and all cubes 2Qjm € Qsc(f) we have

d_d s s i(s— _d
2G| FIFS (2Q5m) || < Cuymax (27| fIC2 R, [ FICHRY) 276710, (20)

Notice that we have s < 1+ d/u and so s —1 —d/u < 0. So for large j € N that tend to
oo the right hand side tends to zero. In what follows we will make this more precise.
Substep 6.3. Use that Ff has compact support.
Now we have to deal with the terms ||f|C*(R?)|| and ||f|C?(R%)||. Let us start with
the first one. Let |a| < 1 and (pg)ken, be a smooth dyadic decomposition of the unity.

Because of f € Ej, ,, q(Rd) is smooth we find

1D° flLoc (RY) \—Hzf (o F D LB < 3 1 o FD™ P Lo (B
=0 k=0
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Now since supp @i F(D*f) C B(0,251) we can use formula (7) from the proof of corollary
2.3 in [28], see also proposition 3.7 in [28]. Then we obtain

o
d _
1D f| Lo (R < C1 Y 28 |F o F (D F)]| My (RY)].
k=0
Recall that we have supp Ff C B(0,2%) for some R € N. By standard arguments we find
that this property carries over to (D" f). Because of this for o > 0 we also can write

R+1

d_g o s—1—0o — « u
1D Loo (R < C1 Y 2 s D2k a om0 F o4 [ F (D )] | M (RY) |
k=0

< Cy2 Rt D2Ro 3™ ghom 10| £ o F (D )] MR
k=0

< 032R(%fs+1)2R0HDaf‘Ns—l—a(Rd)H

u,p,1

< €y D2R7 Do fleg (R

In the last steps we used the definition of the Besov-Morrey spaces and proposition 3.6
from [28]. Let us put o = 1/R. Then since |a| < 1 with lemma /| we get

d_g s
1D fILoo (R < C527=HD] flE7 , ((RY)]]. (21)

Pq

Next we have to deal with || f|C?(R?%)|. Therefore we have to investigate | D?f|Loo(R?)]|
with |3] = 2. Since f is smooth this can be done in the same way as before. One obtains

1—8 S
ID? f|Loo(RY)|| < Co2RCum+ V2R Flg8 |, (RY)]. (22)

7p7q(

If we combine this with formula and for all j € N,m € Z% and all cubes
2Qjm € Qsc(f) we find

crd _d s o i(s— _d
2G| fIFS (2Q)m)]| < Crmax(277 || fIC2(RD], | fICHRD]) 271

< Cgmax(277+E, 1)2R(%_5+1)2j(8_1_%) f’gqf,p,q(Rd)H'

Now because of s — 1 — d/u < 0 in view of we obtain

2j(%*%) FS 20) .
sup ”f‘ p,q( Q]vm)H
j>R,meZ%
2Q;,m € Qsc(f)
- d - d
<Cy sup  max(279TR 1)2RGmstD9ile 10 e
j>R,meZ4

< Cuoll fIE2

d
PR

R].

D4

So this step and the whole proof are complete. |

Remark 3. In the formulation of proposition [ we can find two different types of con-
ditions. On the one hand we assume s < min(1 + 1/p,1 + d/u). Later we will see that
this condition is necessary, see proposition[9. On the other hand there is the restriction
1/p—1/u > 1 —1/d. It is possible that this condition is of technical nature only and
can be avoided by using another method for the proof. Notice that this assumption can be
left away when we in addition assume supp Ff C B(0,2%) with fited 0 < R < oo in the
formulation of proposition [6
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Under some additional conditions it is possible to prove a version of proposition [6] for
the special case s = 1. Especially for 1 < p < wu < 00, ¢ =2 and s = 1 this is important. In
this case the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces coincide with the so-called Sobolev-Morrey
spaces, see definition 9 and theorem 3.1. in [29]. We can prove the following result.

Proposition 7. Let 1l <p<u<oo,1<g<ooands=1. Let 1/p—1/u >1-1/d.
Then there is a constant C' > 0 independent of f € IE}MP’Q(Rd) such that we have

ITfIE, R (23)

u,p,q9

R < ClIfIE,

'Psq

for all f € EL  (R?).

u,p,q

Proof. This result can be proved in the same way as proposition [6] All arguments that
are used there also hold in the situation of proposition The reason for this is that
our main tool theorem [I| also is valid for s = 1 when we assume 1 < p < co. When
we follow the strategy described in the proof of proposition [f] because of s —1 = 0 we
sometimes have to work with smoothness zero. Let us explain why this is not a problem.
At first we mention that thanks to the Fatou property we can work with smooth C'**°—
functions. Therefore we do not have to deal with singular distributions. Next we should
notice that lemma |4 also holds for smoothness zero, see corollary 3.4 in [28] or theorem
2.15 in [3I]. Our tool proposition [5|is valid for s — 1 = 0 as well, see theorem 3.64 in [40].
Here the restrictions p # 1 and g # oo are required. Finally we mention that because
of &  (R?) — Siﬁq(Rd) < &Y (R?) and proposition [3| instead of formula we can

u7p7q u’p7q
write
1 1ED pg RO < Cull ] Eapg R < Coll FIEL R < Cl fIES g (R
This simple observation completes the proof. |

Remark 4. Notice that proposition[7 does not cover the special case p=1 for s =1. On
the other hand for the original Sobolev spaces with u = p =1, g =2 and s = 1 Marcus
and Mizel proved in [18] that T is a continuous operator, see theorem 1 in [1§].

3.4 The boundedness of the operator 7" and Besov-Morrey spaces

In this section we will study the boundedness properties of the operator 7' in the context
of Besov-Morrey spaces. For that purpose our main tool will be real interpolation. There
is the following result.

Proposition 8. Let 1 <p<u<ooand1l<qg<oo. Assume 1/p—1/u>1—1/d in the
case of d > 1. Let

1 d
0<s<min<1+7,1+—).
P u
Then there is a constant C > 0 independent of f € Nap,q(Rd) such that we have
ITFING g RO < CIFING o RO (24)
for all f € N5 (R%).

u?p’q
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Proof. For the proof we use the corresponding result for the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey
spaces. Moreover we apply a result concerning the real interpolation of Lipschitz contin-
uous operators that goes back to Peetre, see [24]. One may also consult proposition 1 in
chapter 2.5.4 in [26]. Here for us it is convenient to follow the explanations given in step
5 of the proof from theorem 25.8 in [36]. We use the same notation as there. We put
= |f|] and Ay = M”(Rd) and 4 = E}}, L(RY). From lemma [2| we learn that we have
Esl 1 ( (RY) M"(Rd) for 1 <p <u < oo and s > 0. Moreover from the propositions
I,iand@we learn that for 1 < p < u < oo and 0 < s; < min(1+1/p, 1+ d/u) < 2
with s1 # 1 we have [|Tf|&;} | (RY)[| < C||fI€;., 1 (RY)| for all f € E;!, | (RY). Here in the
case of d > 1 the assumption 1/p —1/u > 1 —1/d is needed. Furthermore because of the
triangle inequality we have

1] = lgIME R < [If = gl MpRD

for all f,g € Mg(Rd). Then like it is described in step 5 of the proof from theorem 25.8 in
[36] for all 0 < # < 1 and 1 < ¢ < oo we have
ITfI(M(RY), E;!

u,p,1

(R))oqll < CIFIMGRY), Bty 1 (R))o,q

for all f € (MY(R?),E;}!

wp, 1(R%))g4. Now we apply lemma |7 which tells us that we have

u,p,q u,p,1

NGsl ( ) (Mu(Rd) ESt (Rd))e
7q

with 0 < # <1 and 1 < ¢ < co. Because of 0 < 51 < min(1+ 1/p,1+d/u) and s; # 1 we
have 0 < fs; < min(1+ 1/p,1+ d/u). So the proof is complete. [

Remark 5. For the original Besov spaces there exist several different methods to prove
results like proposition[§ In [5] and in chapter 5.4.1 in [20] a Hardy-type inequality in
combination with real interpolation was applied. In [23] some tools from approzimation
theory for linear splines are used to prove a result for the spaces B;Vq(R). A third method
using atoms can be found in [36], see theorem 25.8.

3.5 The boundedness of Tt and T : Necessary conditions

When you look at the propositions [ [6] and [§ you always will find the condition s <
min(1 4+ 1/p,1 + d/u). In this section we will investigate whether this condition is also
necessary. For that purpose we will deal with some special test functions. Let us start
with the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces.

Proposition 9. Let 1 < p < u < o0 and 1 < q < oo. Let either s > 1+ 1/p or
s > 1+d/u. Then there exists a function f € E RY) such that Tf ¢ E RY) and
THf ¢Es . (R9).

upq( qu(

u,p,q
Proof. Let (z1,%2,...,24) = x € R% Then we define a real-valued function f € C§°(R?)
such that

f(z) ==z for |z|<10d(s+2) and f(x)=0 for |z|>11d(s+2). (25)

Because of lemma |l| we have f € Eupq(]Rd). In what follows we want to prove T'f ¢
Es ». q(]Rd) and TTf ¢ E? q(Rd) simultaneously. For that purpose we write T* when we

mean either T or T+. Because of p > 1 and ¢ > 1 we can apply proposition I 2| with v = 1,

28



a=o00and N € N with s < N < s+ 2. Notice that we always have N > 2. We write
(h1,ha,...,hg) = h € R% Then we find

IT* FIE; (R
0 1
> 01H</0 t—sq(t—d/B(Ot)\AhNT*f(x)\dh)qf)q

11 o g N adt
>0y swp (PET([ ([ Te(et [ AN s an) ")
P dyadic cube P % h‘h‘gt t

xr1
PC[O,I]d 1<—x1

My ()|

P
q

dac);

Let = € [0,1]%. Then we have |f(z)| = 1 and max(f(z),0) = z;. Moreover let 3/2 1 <
t < 2zy and |h| <t with by < —z1. Then for I € {1,2,..., N} we observe |f(z + lh)| =
—x1 — lh; and max(f(z + lh),0) = 0. Recall that for N > 2 there are the elementary
formulas

i(—l)l (7) =0 and i(_l)l <J;f>l _0

=0 =0

Hence for the operators T and T'" in the case N > 2 we get
AFIfl(@)] =221 and  |JARTTf(2)] = 1.

So we have almost the same outcome for 7" and 7. Therefore for both cases we can
proceed in the same way now. For 3/2 z; < ¢t < 2x; we have = > Cga:l_d. Moreover
there exists a constant C,; that depends on d such that f| 1dh > C’dxcf. So we

h|<t, hi<—x1
obtain

71181 2 0 s P [ ( [ ) )
u,p,q = V4 P b 1 s

P dyadic cube
d 2
PcClo,1]

1
1_1 _ ?
>Cs; sup |P|v P(/xﬁ” Spd:z)p.
P dyadic cube P
Pclo,1]4

In what follows we are only interested in dyadic cubes that look like 277[0, 1) with j € No.
Then we can apply Fubini’s theorem and get

* s d
1T f1€3 5, R

(L1 277 279 277
> Cg sup 277 G (/ o Pdry / / ldzs - - ~da:d>
j€Np 0 0 0

. . 2 1
= Cp sup 9 Al —5)g=ild-1)y (/ m’f_Sdel) .
j€Np 0

S =

If we are in the case s > 1+ 1/p the integral is infinite and the proof is complete. So in
what follows we assume s < 1+ 1/p but s > 1+ d/u. Then we find
(RY)|| > C7 sup 9 =39 i) g=i(=sty) _ C7 sup 9-i(G=stD),

J€No J€No

17" f1E2

P,q

But because of d/u—s+1 < 0 we obtain | T* f|€2  (R?)|| = co. The proof is complete. B

7p7q(
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Now we turn our attention to the Besov-Morrey spaces. Here also for the critical
border s = min(1 + 1/p,1 + d/u) we obtain an almost complete result.

Proposition 10. Let 1 < p < u < o and 1 < ¢ < co. Moreover we are in one of the
following situations.

(i) We have s > min(1 + ;1), 1+ 4,
(ii) We have s = min(1 + %,1 + %) and q # 0.
(iii) We have d =1 with s =1+ L and ¢ = cc.

Then there exists a function f € N3 (R?) such that Tf ¢ N5 (R and TTf ¢

d u7p?q u7p7q
N’ls‘t7zj7(1(]R ).

Proof. Step 1. At first we look at the cases s > 1+ d/u and s = 1 + d/u with ¢ # oo.
Here we work with the same function f € Cgo(Rd) as in the proof of proposition EI, see
formula . We proceed like there and apply proposition [If with v = 1, a = oo and
N > 2. Then we find Tf ¢ Nj , (R?) and T f ¢ N5 , (R%). Notice that for g # oo we
also obtain a result for s = 1 + d/u. The reason for this is that in the norm that can be
found in proposition [1| the integral concerning ¢ is outside of the Morrey norm.

Step 2. Now we look at the case s > 1+ 1/p. We work with the same function f €

Cgo(Rd) as in the proof of proposition @ Then because of lemmawe have f € N3 (R%).

u7p7q
Let € > 0 such that s > s —e > 1+ 1/p. We have Nj |, (R?) — Nj—¢ (R%) — E5 ¢ (R).
Now we can apply proposition |§| and its proof. So we obtain T'f & Efl;?fp(Rd) and TTf &

E;Zf’p(]Rd). Consequently we get T'f & Ni,nq(Rd) and Tt f & thpyq(]Rd).

Step 3. Next we have to deal with s = 14+1/p and 0 < g < co. Again we work with the
function f € C§°(R%) from the proof of proposition@ see formula (2F)). Of course we have
F € NublP(RY). In what follows we will prove Tf ¢ NibYP(RY) and T+ f ¢ NibYP(RY)
simultaneously. For that purpose we write T* when we mean either 7' or T". We use
propositionwith a=o00,v=1and N > 1+41/p. For the supremum in the Morrey norm
we choose the smallest ball B* with [0,1]¢ ¢ B*. We write 2/ = (29,23, ...,24) € R¥L
Then we find

e VA (A e DI )
02(/000 qu_dq(/[o,l]d (/Bm,t) |AhNT*f(x)\dh)pd$)ng)§
t
02(/01 tﬁqdq(/j /[o,l}d‘l </h|h<|<tt |A5T*f(x)|dh)pdw' dm)Zit)‘lz.
1=773

Now for ¢t € [0,1] and z € [0, 4] x [0,1]%"! we have |f(z)| = 21 and max(f(z),0) = z1.
Moreover for |h| < ¢ with h; < —t/2 and l € {1,2,..., N} we have |f(z+1h)| = —x1 — 1
and max(f(z 4 (h),0) = 0. Because of this like in the proof of proposition [J] for N > 2 we
find

Y

Y]

AR IfI(2)] =221 and  |AFTT f(2)] = 1.
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So we have almost the same outcome for 7" and 7. Therefore for both cases we can
proceed in the same way now. We obtain

* —38 dt
T fIN,pq(Rd)||>03 / a- dq / /[Ol]d1 /h|<t 1dh "/ d:c) —)

C’4(/0 tsq(/o2 z /[0,1}(11 1dx’ alxl);%)a
> 05(/1 t_sq+q+g_1dt>; = oo.
0

In the last step we used s = 14+ 1/p and 0 < ¢ < oco. Hence this step of the proof is
complete.

Step 4. Now we look at the case d = 1 with s = 1+1/u and ¢ = co. We will work with
a function that can be found in lemma 2 in chapter 5.4.1 in [20], see also the proposition in
[B]. Let ¢ € S(R) be a real-valued and odd function with supp F C [—1,1] and ¢(z) =

for —1 <z < 1. We define
= Z 277 (2 ). (26)
Jj=0

From lemma 2 in chapter 5.4.1 in [26] we learn that we have g € IB%IH/ “(R). Now because

of IB%IILE,/ “(R) = N}ﬁlég (R) — N}LE{Q (R), see formula (4)), we also find g € N;;lg (R). In
what follows we will prove that we have T'g & Nf;lég (R) and Ttg ¢ N}ﬁ;léé‘ (R) simulta-
neously. For that purpose as before we write 7% when we mean either T or T+. We use
proposition [l with @ = co and v = oo. This is possible because of 1/p <1 < 1+ 1/u.
Because of 1+ 1/u < 2 we can put N = 2. Then we find

v

141 11
IT*g|Nup e (R)]| > C1 sup ¢~ 7w
0<t<o0o

sup [ART* g()| | ME(R) |

|h|<t

=

1 1 b
>0 s 1 s a2 ([ 1A% T gl ps)
0<t<oo a<b a
al<t,[b]<t

From the proof of lemma 2 in chapter 5.4.1 in [26] we know that we have g(0) = 0 and
lg(x)| = |g(—x)|. Because of g is odd we find

A? [gl(x) =2lg(x)]  and A2, Ttg(z) = |g(z)].

So we have almost the same outcome for T and 7. Then in both cases we obtain

141 11 11y (P 5
7 GWer e ®)] = Co sup % sup o= b5 ([ lgta)ps)
a

0<t<oo a<b
la|<t,|b|<t
1
>Cy sup t 17 /|g \pdx p
0<t<oo

> C3 sup t2/ ‘ E 27jg0(2jx)‘dx.
0o 4
Jj=0

o<1
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In the last step we used the Holder inequality Now for 0 < ¢t < 1 let L(t) € Ny be the

biggest natural number such that L(t) < ln(( )) Then for j € Ny with 7 < L(¢) and x < ¢

we have 2/ < 1. Now because of the definition of the function ¢ we obtain

T t L(t) 1 S (o
IT*gINup5e(R)| = Cs5 sup w4 Y 27p(2)|d
0<t<1 £
JfL(t)
> Cy4 sup t_2< ——Kt 2 J)
>
J=L(t)

In the last step we used that ¢ € S(R) is bounded by a constant K < co. Now we calculate
Z?‘;L(t) 277 < 052~ < Cgt. Hence we get

1 2 1 1
||T*g|/\/i;féo(R)H > Cy sup t2 (L(t)— — KtQ) > Cglim (7 In (7) - K) = 0.
0<t<1 2 t10 \2 t

So the proof is complete. |

Proof of theorem [2| and theorem [3} To prove the main theorems [2] and [3] we just
have to combine the propositions [3] [6] [7], [} [0] and

4 Further properties and outstanding issues

In this paper we investigated the boundedness and the acting property of the operators T+
and 7" in the context of the spaces Aj , (R 4). Both things are at least partly understood
now. But one may also ask whether the operators 77 and T are continuous or even
Lipschitz continuous on Aj  (R?). In general for s > 0 Lipschitz continuity can not be
expected. For the special case p = u we refer to [36], see theorem 25.14. Most likely
it is possible to use the ideas from there also for p < u. On the other hand to prove a
satisfactory result concerning continuity seems to be a difficult problem. In the following
list we will collect some open problems concerning the operators T+ and T.

(i) The first question concerns the mapping properties of the operator T'" in the context
of the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces on the critical border s = 14d/u with u > dp,

see theorem |3l Do we have T*(Eljg,dq/u(Rd)) Elfgdq/u(Rd)

(ii) The next query is related to the mapping properties of 7" in the case d > 1 and
1 <s<min(l+1/p,1+d/u). Is it possible to omit the assumption 1/p — 1/u >
1 —1/d you can find in the main results theorem [2{ and theorem |3| 7

(iii) The spaces Ny, ,, q(Rd) and Ej q(Rd) are also well-defined for 0 < p < u < oo and
0 < ¢ < co. One may discuss the mapping properties of T and T in this more
general setting. Some results concerning the special case p = u can be found in

theorem 25.8 in [36].

(iv) The next issue concerns the continuity of T+ and 7. Under which conditions on the
parameters s, p, u,q and d the operator T : AS q(Rd) — Aipq(Rd) is continuous?
Notice that for the special case p = v and 0 < s < 1 some positive results are already

known, see [18], [22] and theorem 3 in chapter 5.5.2 in [26].
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5 Appendix: The zero set of real analytic functions

In what follows we will collect some facts concerning the zero set of a real analytic function.
They are used in the proof of proposition [6]

Lemma 11. Let f : R — R be an analytic function. Then we know the following.

(i) Let f #0. Then the set Z(f) = {x € R%: f(x) = 0} is the union of countably many
compact sets K; with \g_1(K;) < oo for all j € N. Here with A\j—1 we denote the
(d — 1)—dimensional Lebesgue measure. Moreover the Hausdorff dimension of Z(f)
does not exceed d — 1.

(ii) Let d = 1. Let (zp)neny C R be a sequence with limy,_,~ x,, = x that fulfills x,, # x
and f(zyn) =0 for alln € N. Then we obtain f = 0.

(111) Let f # 0. Suppose that f(0',z4) has a zero of multiplicity m € N at xq = 0. Then
there exist open intervals Iy, Is, ..., I; C R centered at 0 such that f(x',-) has for
each ' € R¥ with o/ € I} x I X ... x I;_1 not more than m zeros in I; counted
according to their multiplicities. Moreover the multiplicity m is always finite (after
a suitable rotation of f maybe).

(iv) Let REN, v € Z% and k € N with 0 < k < R. Let Q. be a dyadic cube and f # 0.
Then there ezist
e a natural number n(f, k,v) € N that depends on f, k,v,
e a constant c(d) that only depends on d,
e a number r € N with r much larger than R and 2% much larger than c(d)n(f, k,v)
such that the set Z(f) N 2Qk, can be covered by c(d) n(f,k,v) 2d=D0=F)
d—dimensional cubes with side-length 27".

(v) Assume we are in the same situation as described in (). Then the number
n(f,k,v) =n(f) € N can be chosen independent of k and v.

Proof. Proof of (i) - (ii). Fact (i) can be deduced from theorem 14.4.9. in [25]. For
the result concerning the Hausdorff dimension we also refer to [21I]. A definition of the
Hausdorff dimension can be found in definition 14.4.1. in [25], and also in [9] and [19].
Fact (ii) is a classical result from complex analysis. Fact (iii) can be derived from lemma
14.1.2.(i) in [25]. The result concerning the multiplicity also can be found in the proof of
claim 2 in [21].

Proof of (iv). To prove (iv) let us start with the case d = 1. From (i) and (ii) we
learn that Z(f) N 2Q,, consists of a finite number ng(f, k,v) € N of isolated points in R.
Therefore for each large r € N the set Z(f) N2Qy,, can be covered by no(f,k,v) intervals
with side-length 277.

Now we look at the case d > 1. Let 21 € Z(f)N2Qy,, such that the multiplicity m; € N
of the zero is as big as possible. From fact (iii) we know m; < oo (maybe after a rotation
of f). If there exist two or more zeros with the same maximal multiplicity we choose that
one that allows us to find the biggest cube )1 appropriate to the description given now.
From (iii) we learn that there exist open intervals Iy, Io, ..., Iy C R with |I;| = 27" for
all 4 and for some r; > k such that z; is in the center of Q1 = I1 X Iy X ... x I; and
such that f(z',-) has for each 2/ € R4™! with 2/ € I} x Iy x ... x I;_; = Q) not more
than m; zeros in I; counted according to their multiplicities. In view of (i) that means
the set Z(f) N Q1 consists of not more than m; manifolds of dimension d — 1 that meet at
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z; and maybe also somewhere else. Choose the cube Q; C R? as large as possible. That
means for each € > 0 there exists a set Z1 C (1 + €)@} with A\g_1(Z1,) > 0 such that
in Zy ¢ x (1 + €)I the function f(z’,-) has more than m; zeros for some 2’ € Z; .. We
find that the set (Z(f) N2Q.) N Q1 can be covered by not more than c(d)my 24—t =)
cubes of dimension d with side-length 27! for some ¢; € N with ¢; much larger than r;
such that ¢(d)m; is much smaller than 21771, To see this we can argue as follows.

At first assume z; has multiplicity one. Then from the Implicit Function Theorem
it follows that the set Z(f) N Q1 is the graph of a C*°— function of d — 1 variables, see
also remark 14.1.4. in [25]. Therefore the set Z(f) N Q1 can be interpreted as a smooth
manifold of dimension d — 1, see for example chapter 16.1 in [35]. Consequently we also
find that Z(f) N Q1 is a so-called (d — 1)— set, see definition 3.1 in [35] and remark 16.3
in [35]. Hence Z(f) N Q1 has Minkowski dimension (box counting dimension) of d — 1,
see remark 3.5 in [35]. For details concerning the Minkowski dimension we refer to [19],
pages 76-81, and to [9]. From the definition of the Minkowski dimension it follows that
Z(f) N Q1 can be covered by ¢(d)2(¢~D1=1) cubes of side-length 2% when ¢, is large
enough. For multiplicity m; > 1 we have to decompose the set Z(f) N @1 in not more
than m; smooth manifolds that we cover separately. See also theorem 14.1.3. in [25].

Now take z2 € Z(f) N2Qk, such that zo € @1 and with multiplicity ms € N as big as
possible. Of course we have mo < mj. We proceed exactly as before and obtain a cube
()2 and numbers mg, 72, t2 as well as a covering of (Z(f) N 2Qk) N Q2. We choose the
cube Q2 C RY as large as possible (in the sense described before) but in such a way that
(QiNZ(f)) N Q2 = 0. This process will be continued till the whole set Z(f) N 2Qy,, is
covered. If there are two or more zeros with the same multiplicity m; we always continue
with that one that allows us to find the biggest cube Q;. At the end we obtain a sequence of
cubes {Q;}; and sequences {m;};,{r:}i, {ti}i. Below in picture Fig. 1 we tried to illustrate
one step of the algorithm we just described for d = 2. Notice that the iteration ends after
a finite number of w € N of steps.

To see this we can argue as follows. Assume w = co. Then since 2Q);, , is bounded we
find a subsequence {Q;, }; of cubes such that lim;_, |Q;,| = 0. Because of the definition
of the algorithm and the fact that Z(f) consists of countably many compact sets, see (i),
that implies the following. There exist two sequences of sets {A;}; and {B;}; with

o A= (Z(f)NQy) and By = (Z(f) N (2Q;, \ Qy,)) for all | € N;

e \s_1(A;)) >0and B; # 0 for all | € N;

o for each A there is a generating zero z; with multiplicity m;,;

e we know oo > my; > ... >my > my > ... foralll €N;

e the set A; U By is not connected for all large I due to the definition of the algorithm;

e lim;_, . dist (Al7 Bl) =0.

But in the limiting case | — oo the last 3 points and (iii) generate a contradiction. An
increase of multiplicity in a late step of the algorithm (forced by the last point and (iii))
is forbidden and an infinite multiplicity does not exist. So our assumption must be wrong
and we find w < co. We tried to illustrate this argument in picture Fig. 2 below for d = 2.

Now we have to unify the size of the very small cubes we use for the covering. There-
fore because of maxj<i<,m; = my we put n(f,k,v) = mqw. Moreover we choose
t* > maxj<j<qy t; such that 2"~k is much bigger than c(d)miw . So due to minj<j<y r; > k
we can cover the set Z(f) N 2Qy., with c¢(d)miw2 @D =) cubes with side-length 27"

Proof of (v). To see this at first recall that we have 0 < k < R. Because of this it is
enough to work with £ = 1 in the proof of (iv) to identify a possible number n(f, k,v). To
prove the independence from v € Z¢ we choose v* € Z? such that n(f,v*) is maximal. We
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already explained n(f,v*) < co. But of course the number n(f,v*) works for each v € Z9.

So n(f,v) = n(f) only depends on f.

Qil
Z(f)
Q- 1\
Qis \\\
Acknowledgements

|
Fig. 1. One step of the al-
gorithm. In this picture we try

to illustrate a typical situation for
d = 2. The notation is the same
as in the proof of (iv). Z(f) is the
zero set of a real analytic function.
z1 is a zero of maximal multiplic-
ity that allows to find a cube (1
that is as large as possible apposite
to the algorithm. The small cubes
with side-length 27 deliver a cov-
ering for Z(f) N Q1.

Fig. 2. The reason for w < oco.
In this picture we try to illustrate
why the algorithm must break af-
ter a finite number of steps in the
case d = 2. Assume the number of
steps is w = oo. That means the
algorithm produces a subsequence
of cubes {Q;, }; that become smaller
In the limiting case
this implies the existence of (d—1)—
dimensional manifolds A C Z(f)
and B. C Z(f) that are not con-
nected but have a distance of 0.
That either contradicts (iii) or re-
sults in f = 0.
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