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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a generalization of the pointwise Holder
spaces. We give alternative definitions of these spaces, look at their rela-
tionship with the wavelets and introduce a notion of generalized Holder
exponent.

1 Introduction

In [I8] [I7], the properties of generalized uniform Hoélder spaces have been in-
vestigated. The idea underlying the definition is to replace the exponent a of
the usual spaces A*(R?) (see e.g. [16]) with a sequence o satisfying some condi-
tions. The so-obtained spaces A?(R?) generalize the spaces A%(R?); the spaces

A°(R?) are actually the spaces Béé%o (R%), but they present specific properties
(induced by L°°-norms) when compared to the more general spaces B;/ 7 (RY)

)

studied in [3] @, [T, 10 19, 22] for example. Indeed it is shown in [I8] [I7] that

most of the usual properties holding for the spaces A“(R?) can be transposed
to the spaces A%(RY).

Here, we introduce the pointwise version of these spaces: the spaces A% (z),
with 29 € R% Let us recall that a function f € L2 (R?) belongs to the usual

pointwise Holder space A%(zp) (a > 0) if and only if there exist C,J > 0 and a
polynomial P of degree at most « such that

S |f(zo + h) = P(h)| < C277%. (1)
h|<2-d
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As in [I8] [I7], the idea is again to replace the sequence (277%); appearing in
this inequality with a positive sequence (o;); such that oj+1/0; and 0;/0,41
are bounded (for any j); the number M stands for the maximal degree of the
polynomial (this degree can not be induced by a sequence o). By doing so, one
tries to get a better characterization of the regularity of the studied function f;
a usual choice is to replace 277 with j277¢ (see e.g. [14,[13,4]). Generalizations
of the pointwise Holder spaces have already been proposed (see e.g. [4]), but, to
our knowledge, the definition we give here is the most general version and leads
to the sharpest results.

This work is organized as follows. We first give the definitions leading to gen-
eralized pointwise Hélder spaces A% (z) and prove that, under some general
conditions, the polynomials appearing in the definition are independent from
the scale, as it is the case with the usual Holder spaces. Next we give some
alternative definitions of the spaces A% (z), mimicking the different possible
definitions of A%(zp). One of the nicest properties of the Holder spaces is their
relationship with the wavelet theory given in [I3]; we show here that this result
still holds in the general case. Finally, we give some conditions under which
one gets embedded generalized pointwise Holder spaces and define a generalized
Holder exponent.

Throughout this paper, B denotes the open unit ball centered at the origin;
moreover we set B; = 277B. The floor function is denoted [-] and P[] des-
ignates the set of polynomials of degree at most []. We use the letter C' for
generic positive constant whose value may be different at each occurrence.

2 Pointwise generalized Holder spaces

To present the generalized pointwise Holder spaces, we first need to recall some
notions concerning the admissible sequences. After having introduced the def-
initions, we point out a major difference between the usual spaces and the
generalized ones: the polynomial arising in the definition depends on the scale.
It is then natural to look under which condition this constraint can be dropped.

2.1 Definition

The generalization of the Holder spaces we propose here is based on the notion
of admissible sequence [22].

Definition 1. A sequence o = (0;) en of real positive numbers is called ad-
missible if and only if there exists a positive constant C' such that

C™loj < ojp1 < Coy,
for any j € N.

If o is such a sequence, we set

. Oj+k = Oj+k
O, = inf 2= and ©; = sup L=
keN op keN Ok



and define the lower and upper Boyd indices as follows,

s(o) = lim % and 3(o) =lim M
J J J J

Since (log ©;)jen is a subadditive sequence, such limits always exist [I1]. In
this paper, ¢ will always stand for an admissible sequence and M for a natural
number, possibly zero.

Starting from the definitions of the pointwise Holder spaces A%(xg) (with
a > 0) and the generalized uniform Hélder spaces A°(R?) introduced in [18],
we are naturally led to the following definition.

Definition 2. Let zp € R% a continuous function f € L (R?) belongs to
A°M (z4) if there exist C,.J > 0 such that

i f _P oo . < y
paBhu If = PllLec(zo+B,) < Cojy,

for any j > J.
We trivially have the following alternative definition for A% (zg).

Definition 3. A function f € L (R?) belongs to A% (z0) if and only if there
exist C,J > 0 such that, for any j > J, there exists a polynomial P; € P[M]
for which
sup |f(xzo + h) — Pj(zo + h)| < Co;. (2)
heB;
Sometimes, we will also need to impose a slightly stronger condition than
continuity to a function.

Definition 4. A function f is uniformly Hélder if and only if there exists
e > 0 such that f € A°(R%) (here a function belonging to A°(R%) is necessarily
continuous).

2.2 Independence of the polynomial from the scale

It is important to remark that the polynomial occurring in inequality (2] is a
function of the scale j. However, for the classical Holder spaces, such polynomial
is independent of j. Here, we look under which conditions the independence still
holds in the generalized case, i.e. under which conditions P; = P € P[M] for
any j > J.

We will need the following Markov inequality (see e.g. [§]): Let p € (0, o0,
k€ {1,...,d} and S C R? be a bounded convex set with non-empty interior;
one has

IDrPllLr(sy < Cn?||PlLocs),

for any P € P[n — 1], where C' is a function of S (but is independent of P and
n). If 2o € R, we thus have

Cn?
| Dk Pl Lo (zotrB) < - Pl Lo (wo+rB)s (3)



for any r > 0 and any P € P[n—1], where C is a constant (and does not depend
on P, norr).

Lemma 1. If f € A%M(xg) with M < s(o~1), the sequence of polynomials
(Pj); occurring in (3) satisfies

| DP Py — DPPj|| oo (24 By < C27P1a;,

for any multi-index B such that || < M and k> j > J.
In particular, (DP Pj(x)); is a Cauchy sequence for any multi-index B such
that |8] < M.

Proof. Using the Markov inequality, we get

|IDPP; — DP Py || oo (oo Bys) C21%3|P; — Pii1 || Lo (wo 4 Bysn)

< Cc2P(|p; - FllLo (@o+Bj41)
+f = Pj+1llzoc@otBy41))

< C2%(g; +0j41)

< OQWUUJ.

for any S such that |3] < M. Therefore, if k satisfies k > j > J, one gets

k—1
ID?(P; = Po)llpe@osmy) < D IDP(P = Pry1)ll oo wotBr)
l=j
k—1
< Z IDP(P, = Pra) |l oo (w04 Busa)
l=j
k—1
< Cz2lﬂ‘l01
I=j
< C’2|5Uaj,
which is the desired result. O

Lemma 2. If f € AM(z¢) with M < s(c~') and (P;); is a sequence of
polynomials satisfying inequality (@), for any multi-index 8 such that |B| < M,
the limait

fs(x0) = lim DPPj(x) (4)

J—0

is independent of the chosen sequence (Pj);.

Proof. If (Q);); is another sequence of polynomials satisfying inequality (2]), one
gets

IDPQj(x0) — fs(xo)| < |DPQj(x0) — DPPj(xo)| + | DP Py(xo) — fa(wo)l-



Since one has, using the Markov inequality,

ID?(P; — Q)= (wo+;) < C2PU|P; — Qjll Lo (worB))

< C2P(|p; - flle(o+B;)
+f = QjllL(zo+B;))
C2¥lig; -0,

IN

as j — 0o, one can conclude. O

For such functions, we can introduce the notion of Peano derivative; this
definition is similar to the ones given in [7] [].

Definition 5. Under the hypothesis of lemma [I], the 3-th Peano derivative of
f at o is fﬁ(Io) = hmJ DBPJ(I())

We can now obtain the result concerning the independence of the polynomi-
als.

Theorem 3. If M < s(o™ 1), then f € A>M(xy) if and only if there exist C > 0
and a unique polynomial P € P[M] such that

If = PllL(zo+B;) < Coj, (5)
for 7 sufficiently large.
Proof. Let (P;); be a sequence of polynomials for which inequality (2]) is satisfied

and set 3
JJ — X
- 3 et
|BI<M

One has

| P — PjHL”(ﬂCO"t‘B;‘)

B
= > (fﬂ(fUO)—DBPj(UCO))( |ﬂ|;) Lo (z0+B;)

|BI<M

IN

> 1fs(we) — DPPy(ao)[277171.

|B|<M
Since lemma, [I] implies
|f3(wo) = D Py(wo)| < €27Vl
for j sufficiently large, we have
|1 = Pjll > (@o+8;) < Coj.
This inequality can be used to obtain

If = Plleec@orn) < If = PillLe@orn,) + 1P — PllLe(zo+B))
OO’j,

IN



which shows the existence of P.
If two polynomials P, Q € P[M] satisfy inequality (&),

”P - QHLOO(IOJFB;[) < ”P - f||L°°(ﬂC0+Bj) + Hf - QHLOO(CEOJFB]‘) < CUj’
but if P £ O, |
P = Qll L (xo+B;) = Cc27IM

for j sufficiently large, so that 27, does not tend to zero. O

The polynomial P in inequality (B) is the Taylor expansion of f, where the
derivative is replaced by the Peano derivative.

Let a € (0,00); the sequence ¢ = (277%),cN is an admissible sequence

with s(0) = 3(0) = —a, s(67!) = 5(c™!) = a and A%(zy) = AT (zg) =
ECa) (zg). The definition given by () is very often slightly changed (we
will use such a modified version in the sequel). It is easy to check that both
definitions lead to the same spaces.
Remark 1. Tt is easy to check that the polynomial satisfying equation () is
unique if and only if « ¢ N. If « € N, one rather imposes P € P[a— 1] in order
to obtain the uniqueness of the polynomial, so that A%(z) = A%< =1 (z),
with o; = 277,

The following proposition rigorously expresses the idea that the space A% (z¢)

associated to a sequence (0;); that decreases faster than 277 is included in
the usual Holder space AM (zg).

Corollary 4. If s(c™1) > M, one has A%M (x5) C AM (z).
Proof. Let f € A®M(zg), P be defined as in theorem [ i.e.

z—x0)P
Pla) = 3 fatan)
1Bl<M '
and let us set 5
r—x
A= 3 fplao)
|B1<M~1 '
One gets
If = Qlle=@o+n)) < [If = Plloc@o+s;) + 1P = QllL=(o+B,)
< Coj+C279M < 027iM
since 2/Mg; tends to zero. (|

3 Alternative definitions of generalized Holder
spaces
Since the uniform spaces A’(R%) can be defined via finite differences or con-

volutions, one can wonder if such characterizations also hold for the pointwise
version of these spaces.



3.1 Characterization in terms of finite differences

As usual, A} f will stand for the finite difference of order n: given a function f
defined on R? and z,h € R?,

Anf(x) = flz+h) = f(z) and AR*'f(z) = ARALf (@),
for any n € N. We also set
BM(20,j) = {x: [x,2 + (M +1)h] C zo + B;}

In order to obtain a more general result, we drop the continuity condition of
definition 2] in this section.

Proposition 5. Let f € L% (R%); one has f € A>M(x0) if and only if there
exist C,J > 0 such that

sup ||A£4+1f||Loo(By(mo,j)) < Coy, (6)
hGB]‘ )

forany 5 > J.

Proof. The theorem of Whitney (see e.g. [2]) directly implies that if f satisfies
inequality (@), then f € A% (z4): One has

inf — Pl V< AMFLE e
pal If = Plloe(eo+B,) < ::gj AL Fll oo (BM (20,5))

Let us now suppose that f € A%M(zg) and let © € BM (z0,j), P € P[M].
One has

1AL o Bt wony = AR T = Pl (B (20,5
(M + DM +2)[|f = Pz (z0+B;)-

A

Now, since there exists a polynomial P; € P[M] such that

If = Pjll Lo (zo+ ;) < Coy,
for j sufficiently large, one gets

M+1
sup [|A Flpoe(BM (@0.57) < C0js
hGB]‘ .

for j sufficiently large. O

3.2 Characterization in terms of convolutions

Let us denote the space of the infinitely differentiable functions with compact
support included in E by C°(FE). In this section, p will denote a radial function
of C2°(B) such that p(z) € [0,1] for any € R? and ||p||; = 1. Moreover, one
sets p; = 2774p(./27), for any j € N.

In [I8], the following result has been obtained:



Lemma 6. Let N € No; if f € L} (R?) satisfies

sup || f * pr — f||L°°(m0+Bj) < Coj,
k>j

for 5 > J, then, for any multi-index 8 such that |3] < N, one has
IDP(f *pj — f * pj—1)| 2o (worB,) < C2N0;,
for 3> J.
Using the same ideas as in [I8], one gets the desired characterization.

Theorem 7. If f € A%M(xy), then there exists a function ® € C°(R?) such
that

sup |[f — f * PillLoc (wot-B;) < Coj, (7)
k>j

for j sufficiently large.

Conversely, if o — 0, [ is uniformly Holder and if f satisfies inequality (7)
for a function ® € C°(RY), then f € AZM(xzg) for any M € Ny such that
M+1>35(c7h).

Proof. As in [18] (see also [16]), let us set

m/2—1 m) 1 T
U(z) = Z:O (—1)Jj!(m — )2 — mp(Zj — m)7

where m is large enough (larger than M + 1) and ® = ¥/ [ Wdz. Using the
same arguments as in [I8], one gets

frtuls) = f(0) = C [ AL fle

which leads to inequality ().
Let us show the converse. Let a € (0,1) such that f € A%(R%) and set, as
n [1§],
fi=fx®1 and fj=[fx(; — D),

for j > 1. Since f is uniformly Holder, f is uniformly equal to ) j>1.f5 on R4

and
AMHLp Z AMHLp
j=>1
uniformly on R, for any h € R%. For j € N, let ng € Ng, h € R% and j, € Ny
be such that M +1 < 2™, |p| < 270Fm0) apd 2~ Gothe < o; <2792 One has

7j—1

IAY T flliooworny) < IAY Y fill oo (zotBy) + Z IAY T fill oo (2ot B;)
k=1 k=j

+ Z IAR* fill Lo (@otB,)
k>jo+1



where the second term in the majoration only appears if j < jg.
Using lemma [6 and the fact that M + 1 > 5(c~!), the mean value theorem
allows to write

Jj—1 Jj—1
DAY fllesc@orny < Y CIRMT sup D fill Lo (ot B, )
k=1 ke—1 |Bl=M+1
j—1
< ¢~ I(M+1) Z2k(M+l)ak < Co;.
k=1
Moreover,
Jo
YA filloworny = AR % gy = f 5 ®5m1) (o8,
k=3
< COf* @5y — [+ Q1o (@otB,_1)
< Clf*2jo — fllze(zo+B;-1)
HIf = f*Pj-1llLeo(@orB;_1))
< ¢~ o + CUj_l < CUj.
Finally,
> 1A il morny < C Y elleme
k>jo+1 k>jo+1
< C Z 271{20{
k>jo+1
S 27j0a S OO’j.

One then has,

sup |‘A}Il/[+1f|‘L°°(Io+Bj+no) < sup HA}Il/IJrlf”Loo(ﬂCoJrBj)
€Bjing h€Bjtng

< Coj <C0jin,,

as wanted. O

4 Generalized pointwise Holder spaces and wavelets

The usual Holder spaces can “nearly” be characterized in terms of wavelet [13]:
for the sufficiency of the condition, the function has to be uniformly Hélder and
a logarithmic correction appears. We show here that such a result still holds in
the generalized case.



4.1 Definitions

Let us briefly recall some definitions and notations (for more precisions, see
e.g. [0} 211 20]). Under some general assumptions, there exist a function ¢ and
2¢ — 1 functions (w(i))lgi<2d, called wavelets, such that

{o(-—k): ke Z4U{pD (2. —k):1<i<2dkeZljec Ny}

form an orthogonal basis of L?(R%). Any function f € L?(R?) can be decom-
posed as follows,

=" Crola —k +ZZ S O — k),

keZd 7=0 keZd 1<i<2d

where
=29 | fla)p 2z — k) da,
Rd

and

Cr = f(x)p(xz — k) da.
Rd

Let us remark that we do not choose the L?(R?) normalization for the wavelets,
but rather a L°° normalization, which is better fitted to the study of the
Holderian regularity. Hereafter, the wavelets are always supposed to belong to
C™(R?%) with n > M, and the functions (D*@)sj<, (D)) 5<, are assumed
to have fast decay.

A dyadic cube of scale j is a cube of the form

- ki k1 +1 kd kqg+1
Tl T )T e Ty )
where k = (k1,...,kq) € Z%. From now on, wavelets and wavelet coefficients

will be indexed with dyadic cubes A. Since i takes 2¢ — 1 values, we can assume
that it takes values in {0,1}¢ — (0,...,0); we will use the following notations:

(] )\:)\(Z,],k)_2j+2j+1+ O,ﬁ 5

o Yy =0\ = (20 k).

The pointwise Holderian regularity of a function is closely related to the decay
rate of its wavelet leaders.

Definition 6. The wavelet leaders are defined by

dx = sup |en|.
NCA

10



Two dyadic cubes A and X are adjacent if they are at the same scale and if
dist(\, \') = 0. We denote by 3\ the set of 3¢ dyadic cubes adjacent to A and
by A;(zo) the dyadic cube of side of length 277 containing x¢; then

dj(xg) = sup di.
)\C3)\j (:Eo)

4.2 Result

From now on, we will suppose that the wavelets are compactly supported; such
wavelets are constructed in [5] and jp will stand for a natural number such that
the support of 1 is included in 270 B, for any i € {1,...,2¢ — 1}.

Theorem 8. If f € A>M(z), there exist C > 0 and J € Ng such that
dj (,To) < CO’j, (8)

for any 7 > J.

Conversely, let f be an uniformly Holder function; if inequality (8) is satis-
fied for an admissible sequence o that tends to zero, then f € A™M(xq), where
T is the admissible sequence defined by T; = o0j|logy ;| and M € Ny is any
number satisfying M +1 >3(c™1).

Proof. If f € A®M (1), let ko € Ny be such that 270+ 444 < 2%, For j > ko+1
and A = A(¢, 7', k") C 3\;(x0), one has

sl = |24 / F(@)x(2) dal
T / (F(2) = Pyt (1)) 2 () dt
= RV, (W) @)t ol

27 Ji'—Jo

< 2@‘/ 1£(2) = Piyo ()] [ (2)] da
z0+Bj—kg

< C2djl0’j—ko/|¢A($)|d$§00j7

which is the desired result.
Now, let us suppose that inequality (§) is satisfied for a function f € A®(R4).
Let us set

for=) Crd(-—k) and f; = ZC,\MM
k

for j € Ny. In [I7], it has been shown that these functions have the same
regularity as the wavelets and that f is uniformly equal to > j>—1fj- Let us

define
Py(x)= " I|_53|C'0 Z DF f;(o)

|8|<M Jj=-1

11



and let us choose ng € N such that R > 277 and k/27 € x + RB (v € RY)
implies
k 1

2 g

1
+ 10, ﬁ)d Cz+2"RB.

Let us also choose mgq € N such that any ball z + B; (z € RY, j € Np) is

included in a dyadic cube of length 2™¢=7. If J’ is such that o; < 1 for any
j > J’, we finally choose J such that J > {J', jo + ng + mq + 1}. One has

1 = PillLe(zo+B)

J _ .\
< Y@ - % %Dﬂfxwwumﬁm

J=-1 |Bl<M

+ Z I £illZo o+ B.)

j>J+1

Let us look at the first term of the majoration. Let j < J; using the Taylor
expansion, one gets

_ B
1@ - 3 %Dﬂfxanmow
|B|<M ’

< 27 sup Dl wo ) -
|Bl=M+1

If 8 satisfies |8] = M + 1, we have, for any = € xo + By,

IDPfi(@)] < Y 2V ey[|DPy(a)]

i,k
oY 20D ().

i k2-iecx+Bj_j,

Each coefficient ¢y in the last sum is such that A C z + B;_;,—n,. Therefore, if
J = Jjo+mna+mqg+1,
lexl < Cojtjotnatmati-

Otherwise, since f is uniformly Holder, |cy| < C < Co;. Therefore,
1D fill oo (wo s,y < C2ZMH Do

which implies

_ B
1) = 3 2 58 p o) o)

]
|Bl<M 1B
J .
< (2 /(M Z 2J(M+1)aj < Coy.
j=—1

12



For the second term in the majoration, let us define J; € N as the number
such that 271 < g < 2-¢(/1=1) and decompose the sum as follows:

J1
Z Hfj||L°°(zo+BJ) = Z ||fjHL°°(ﬂC0+BJ) + Z Hfj||L°°(zo+BJ)
J>T+1 J>Ti41 j=J+1

‘We have

> llfillz@orn) Yo Mfilliemn <C Y 27

j>Ji+1 j>Ji+1 j>Ji+1
< 027 < Coy.

IN

Now, for j € {J+1,...,J1} and = € xg + By, one has
@) <> lexta ()]
t k27i€x+Bj—j,
If 7 > J 4+ jo + ng, the wavelet coefficients ¢y in the last sum are such that
ACx+ Bj*jo*nd Cxog+ By

and therefore
leal < Cog_pmy—1 < Coy.

In the other case,
ACzx+ Bj*jo*nd C xg + Bj,jofndfl

and thus
|C)\| S CUj—jo—nd—md—l S CO’j S CO’J.

These inequalities lead to

J1

D il @or By < CTioy < Cllogy(as)|o.
j=J+1

Putting all these inequalities together, one gets

|f = PillLe ot B,y < Clloga(og)los,
as desired. O

The converse part of the previous theorem requires a uniform regularity
condition. As shown in [I2], a stronger condition than continuity is necessary
in the usual case (see also [15], where similar results are obtained (in the usual
case) with a Besov regularity assumption). Similarly, the logarithmic correction
is best possible in the usual case [12].

13



5 A generalized definition of the Holder expo-
nent

The usual Holder spaces are embedded: a < B implies AP(zg) € A%(xg). A
notion of regularity for a function f € L2 (R) at x can thus be given by the
so-called Holder exponent,

hy(xo) =sup{a >0:f € A%xo)}.
To do so in the generalized case, one needs some conditions under which A% (x4) C
AT M ().
5.1 Preliminary results

We first need some technical easy results. From now on, if f € A%M(z),
(P;); will stand for the sequence of polynomials of P[M] corresponding to the

definition. We will write )
Pj(x) = Z a; P
|B|<M

Q= Y s’

18] <M—1

and

Lemma 9. Let f € A%M(z0); one has

j—1
sup Jal”| < (3" (2M6)F +1) (9)
|B|=M k=1
and
sup [l < C(0;077 ) (2M0,)F +1). (10)
|B|=M k=1

Proof. Using the Markov inequality (B]), we get

1D (P = Pj1)ll Lo (2ot By4)

< CYM||Py = Pyl L (2o+B,40)
C2M(IP; = fllroo(wosBy) + If = Pisall Lo (wotBysn))
CQjMUj,

IAIA

14



for any S such that |3] < M and j sufficiently large. Therefore, we have

IDP(P1 = Pj)l| L (z0+ B,)
j—1
< Z | DP(Py — Pr1) |l 20+ B;)
k=1
Jj—1
Z ||D'8(Pk - Pk+1)||L°°(mo+Bk+1)
k=1

IN

j—1

j—1
C> 2"Ma, <0 (2M6y)F,
k=1 k=1

IN

for any j.
Now, let § be a multi-index such that |3| = M; inequality (@) follows from

IDP(Py — Pl o (wot B,y = C(lal? | —1ai™)),

while inequality (I0) can be obtained in the same way, using

j—1 j—1
ID?(Py = P)|| 1 (so+m,) < C Y 2o < Coyj©77 > (2M0,)F,
k=1 k=1
valid for any j. O

Corollary 10. Let f € A°M(xg); we have the following inequalities:

(] Zf 2M@1 < 1’ -
If = Qsllz(@osB,) < Cloj +2774),

(] Zf 2M@1 > 1’ ‘
I f = QjllLe(zorB;) < Cloj + 9)),

o if 2MO, =1,
1f = QjllL=(zorB,) < Cloj+277Mj).
Corollary 11. Let f € A%M(zg); we have the following inequalities:
o if2MO, <1,
If = Qjll (o By) < Cloj(2Y0;)77 +279M),

o if2MO, > 1, ‘
If = QillL=(wo+n,) < Cloj+277M),

i lf 2M@1 = 17

If = @ill= (o) < oy +279M).

15



5.2 Definitions

Before introducing a definition of generalized Holder exponent, we must first
consider embedded spaces of type A”M(x). Once the definitions given, we
provide sufficient conditions for generalized Holder spaces to be embedded.

Definition 7. If for any o > 0, ¢(® is an admissible sequence, the application
o) ia>0m 0@
is called a family of admissible sequences.

Definition 8. Let 29 € R%; a family ¢() of admissible sequences is decreasing
for zo if o < B implies A7*:[e] (x) C Ae? 18] (o).

Definition 9. Let 6() be a decreasing family of admissible sequences for z; if
f € L2 (RY), the Holder exponent of f at xg for the family o) is given by

-0 o o
h (o) =sup{a >0: f e A7 [ (z)}.

The following proposition is a simple corollary of the results obtained in
the previous section; it helps to check if a family of admissible sequences is
decreasing. If () is a family of admissible sequences, we set

(a) (a)
[ —(« [
@;O‘) = kmlf\}](——’_;g and @5» ) up —1F
€ aka

=s .
keN a,(f‘)
Proposition 12. Let o) be a family of admissible sequences and xo € R?; o)

1s decreasing for xq if it satisfies the two following conditions:

1. fm<a<p<m+1, withm € Ny, there exist C,J > 0 such that

o < o',

forany 3> J,
2. for any m € N, at least one of the two following conditions is satisfied:

(a) there exists g > 0 such that, for any e € (0,¢¢), there exist C,J >0
for which Uj(-m) < Co§m75) and
o if1<2m8", @) < ol
o if1>270", 27im < 0ol
o if1=278\", jo-im < 0ol
forany j > J,
(b) there exists g > 0 such that, for any ¢ € (0,&q), there exist C,J >0
for which 279™ < C’a](m_a) and
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o fL<2m0{™, '™ < Colm ),
¢ 15 200l o (el < ol
for any 5 > J.

This result is similar to the one obtained in [I8] (under the hypothesis of

proposition [[2] one gets a decreasing family of admissible sequences for the
uniform case), but the proof given for these generalized uniform Holder spaces
cannot be adapted for the pointwise case.

References

[1]

2]

3]

[9]

[10]

[11]

Alexandre Almeida. Wavelet bases in generalized Besov spaces. J. Math.
Anal. Appl., 304(1):198-211, 2005.

Yu A. Brudnyi. A multidimensional analog of a theorem of Whitney. Math.
USSR Sb., 11(2):157-170, 1970.

Anténio M. Caetano and Susana D. Moura. Local growth envelopes of
spaces of generalized smoothness: the critical case. Math. Inequal. Appl.,
7(4):573-606, 2004.

Marianne Clausel. Quelques notions d’irrégularité uniforme et ponctuelle :
le point de vue ondelettes. PhD thesis, University of Paris XII, 2008.

Ingrid Daubechies. Orthonormal bases of compactly supported wavelets.
Communications on pure and applied mathematics, 41(7):909-996, 1988.

Ingrid Daubechies. Ten Lectures on Wavelets. STAM, 1992.

Ronald A. DeVore and Robert C. Sharpley. Mazimal functions measuring
smoothness. Number 293. Mem. Am. Math. Soc., 1984.

Zhou Ditzian. Multivariate Bernstein and Markov inequalities. Journal of
approximation theory, 70(3):273-283, 1992.

Walter Farkas. Function spaces of generalised smoothness and pseudo-
differential operators associated to a continuous negative definite function.
Habilitation Thesis, 2002.

Walter Farkas and Hans-Gerd Leopold. Characterisations of function spaces
of generalised smoothness. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl., IV. Ser., 185(1):1-62,
2006.

Michael Fekete. On the distribution of roots of algebraic equations with
integral coefficients. (Uber die Verteilung der Wurzeln bei gewissen alge-
braischen Gleichungen mit ganzzahligen Koeffizienten.). Math. Zeitschr.,
17:228-249, 1923.

17



[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[20]

21]

22]

Stéphane Jaffard. Pointwise smoothness, two-microlocalization and wavelet
coefficients. Publicacions Matematiques, 35(1):155-168, 1991.

Stéphane Jaffard. Wavelet techniques in multifractal analysis, fractal ge-
ometry and applications. Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathematics,
72:91-151, 2004.

Stéphane Jaffard and Yves Meyer. Wavelet methods for pointwise regular-
ity and local oscillations of functions. Mem. Am. Math. Soc., 587:110 p.,
1996.

Stéphane Jaffard and Yves Meyer. On the pointwise regularity of functions
in critical besov spaces. Journal of Functional Analysis, 175(2):415-434,
2000.

Steven G. Krantz. Lipschitz spaces, smoothness of functions, and approxi-
mation theory. Ezposition. Math., 1(3):193-260, 1983.

Damien Kreit and Samuel Nicolay. Characterizations of the elements of
generalized Holder spaces by means of their representation. submitted.

Damien Kreit and Samuel Nicolay. Some characterizations of generalized
Holder spaces. Math. Nachr., 285(17-18):2157-2172, 2012.

Thomas Kiihn, Hans-Gerd Leopold, Winfried Sickel, and Leszek
Skrzypczak. Entropy numbers of embeddings of weighted Besov spaces II.
Proceedings of the Edinburgh Mathematical Society (Series 2), 49(02):331—
359, 2006.

Stéphane Mallat. A Wavelet Tour of Signal Processing. San Diego : Aca-
demic Press, 1999.

Yves Meyer. Ondelettes et opérateurs: Ondelettes, volume 1. Hermann,
1990.

Susana D. Moura. On some characterizations of Besov spaces of generalized
smoothness. Math. Nachr., 280(9-10):1190-1199, 2007.

18



	1 Introduction
	2 Pointwise generalized Hölder spaces
	2.1 Definition
	2.2 Independence of the polynomial from the scale

	3 Alternative definitions of generalized Hölder spaces
	3.1 Characterization in terms of finite differences
	3.2 Characterization in terms of convolutions

	4 Generalized pointwise Hölder spaces and wavelets
	4.1 Definitions
	4.2 Result

	5 A generalized definition of the Hölder exponent
	5.1 Preliminary results
	5.2 Definitions


