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Abstract: In this paper we are concerned with Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &; , .(€2)
of positive smoothness s defined on (special or bounded) Lipschitz domains  C R? as
well as on R%. For those spaces we prove new equivalent characterizations in terms of local
oscillations which hold as long as some standard conditions on the parameters are fulfilled.
As a byproduct, we also obtain novel characterizations of &; , (€2) using differences of
higher order. Special cases include standard Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F; () and hence

classical L,-Sobolev spaces Hp(£2).
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1 Introduction and Main Results

Nowadays Triebel-Lizorkin spaces sz,q(]Rd) are well-established tools to describe the regu-
larity of functions and distributions beyond the classical scale of L,-Sobolev spaces H, (R9)
which are included as special cases ¢ = 2. They have been introduced around 1970 by
Lizorkin [20, 21] and Triebel [31]. Later these function spaces have been investigated in
detail in the books of Triebel [32, 34, 35] which contain numerous other historical refer-
ences. In recent years a growing number of authors works with further generalisations of
the Triebel-Lizorkin scale defined upon Morrey spaces instead of Lebesgue spaces L. So,
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces €j7p7q(Rd) with0<p<u<oo 0<qg<oo,s€Rand
Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces Fyg (R%) with 0 < p < 00, 0 < ¢ < o0, s € R, 0 < 7 < o0
attracted a lot of attention. The spaces €j7p7q(Rd) have been introduced by Tang and Xu
in 2005, see [30], while F,7 (R?) showed up for the first time in 2008 in some papers of
Yang and Yuan [38, 39]. Later on, using a different notation, the latter also appeared

in [36]. Although the spaces 557p7q(Rd) and Fy (R?) are defined quite differently, they
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have a lot of properties in common. Moreover, under certain conditions on the parameters
they even coincide [41].

When it comes to applications in the theory of quasi-linear partial differential equations
(PDEs), locally weighted L, averages of derivatives (such as norms in Morrey spaces)
became a standard tool from the early beginning [23], see also [4] and the references therein.
In this context it seems advantageous to deal with Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &; ,, ,(€2)
defined on domains Q C R¢ with preferably mild restrictions on the regularity of their
boundary. Thereby, in what follows (mostly) we will concentrate on special or bounded
Lipschitz domains €. It is one main goal of this paper to prove equivalent intrinsic
characterizations of the spaces &; , ,(€2) in terms of oscillations oscf)\f of- Here for a function
f € L1°°(Q) with 0 < v < o0 its local v-oscillation of order N € Ny is given by

1
v

OSCUN’Qf(x,t) ;= inf (t_d/ If(y) — P(y)|” dy) , e N,t>0,
PEPy B(a,t)n

whereby Py denotes the set of polynomials with degree at most N and for v = oo the
usual modifications have to be made. If Q = R?, we simply write osc) f := OSCZJ)\’TRd f-
We investigate under which conditions on the parameters s, u, p, q, v, N, and d func-
tions f €&,
to describe Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces in terms of the decay of bestapproximation

(©) can be described by using oscf)\fg f only. Such characterizations allow

errors w.r.t. polynomials illustrating their strong relation to approximation theory which
is well-known for classical Sobolev and Besov spaces; cf., e.g., [3] or [33]. In the long run,
this can be used to derive sharp assertions on the regularity of PDE solutions as it was
done, e.g., in [1] for the original Triebel-Lizorkin spaces Fj ,(£2). Moreover, oscillation
characterizations pave the way for local error estimators needed in the construction of
powerful adaptive hp-finite element methods on Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &, , ,(€2).
Here we refer to [2] for the case of classical Sobolev spaces.

For Triebel-Lizorkin spaces I (€2), whereat 2 C R? is either R? or a bounded (C'>-)
domain, characterizations in terms of oscillations have a long history. Let us refer to Dor-
ronsoro [6], Seeger [26], Shvartsman [27], and Triebel [33] at least. Much more references
(also concerning Besov spaces) can be found in [34, Section 1.7.3]. One such result reads
as follows.

Theorem 1 (Triebel [34, Theorems 3.5.1 and 5.2.1]). For d € N let Q C R? be either R?
or a bounded C*®-domain. Let 0 < p < 00,0 < qg<o00,1<v<00, NeN, andseR
with

Then f € Liaxip,v}(2) belongs to FJ () if and only if

1
q

I 1B @ = e+ | ([ [ osed 0"

Lp(Q)H < 00,

H(lvN

with the usual modification if ¢ = co. Moreover, H . ‘ F;, .

provides an equivalent
quasi-norm.



When we turn to the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &5 (€2) some first equivalent

(
u,p,q
descriptions in terms of local oscillations are known for the special case Q@ = R?; see,

g., [41, Sections 4.4.3 and 4.5.3]. Some of those characterizations will be recalled in
Subsection 3.2 below. Our first main result of this paper extends these assertions. It
(Q), at

provides new equivalent quasi-norms in terms of oscillations for the spaces & ,

which Q is either R? or a (special or bounded) Lipschitz domain.
Theorem 2 (Oscillation Characterizations). Let 0 < p < u < o0, 0 < ¢,T,v < o0,
d,N € N, and 0 < R < 0. Moreover, assume that s € R satisfies
1 1 1 11 1
dmaX{O,——l,——l,———,———}<s<N. (1)
p q vgqg v
Then the following statements hold:
(i) &

u,p,q

(R%) is the collection of all f € L'° (R9) for which

max{1,p,v}

</oT 177 oscr! ‘1f<-,t>]q%>;

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). Furthermore, the assertion remains valid when
+ ; u
[y 17O @0) | M | i reptacea b 7] MR

(ii) In addition assume that v > 1 and let Q be either a special or a bounded Lipschitz
domain in RY. Then & (Q) is the collection of all f € L (Q) for which

u,p,q max{p,v}

([t metat s L)’

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). If additionally p > 1, this statement remains true
L : u
when H(fB(~,R)ﬁQ |f()]” dy)? Q)H is replaced by || f| ME(Q)|.

In both cases, the usual modifications have to be made if ¢ = oo and/or v = co.

B(RY)

H Ok dy) ' ‘M;(R%

p(2)

H </B(~,R)rm £ Oly)i ‘MZ(Q

When we concentrate on the case = R% Theorem 2 can be seen as a continuation of
[41, Chapter 4.4.3] and [19, Section 8.2], to cover a larger range of the parameters and to
supply a clearly arranged quasi-norm. If, in contrast, €2 is a special or bounded Lipschitz
domain, the special case p = u particularly provides new characterizations for the original
Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F;; (€2) (and hence for ordinary Sobolev spaces). Let us stress that
for Lipschitz domains and p # u, to the best of our knowledge, there are no counterparts
of Theorem 2 in the literature up to now.

Studying the restrictions on s given in (1) yields that the Morrey parameter u is not
showing up at all. A similar observation already has been made in [17] when proving
characterizations of & , q(Rd) in terms of higher order differences AN f; see (5) below
for a precise definition. In that paper also further investigations concerning the neces-
sity of those conditions in the context of differences can be found. However, it is known
since decades that local oscillations and differences are closely related to each other. In-
deed, higher order differences have been an important tool for some of our proofs as well.



Therefore, as a byproduct, we also obtain new characterizations in terms of higher order

differences for Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &, .. The corresponding result reads as

follows.

Theorem 3 (Difference Characterizations). Let 0 < p < u < o0, 0 < ¢,T,v < o0,
d,N € N, and 0 < R < 0co. Moreover, assume that s € R satisfies

1 1 1 11 1
dmax{O,——l,——l,———,———}<3<N. (2)
p q q v
Then the following assertions hold true:

(i) If additionally T > 1, then &;

u,p,q

(R9) is the set of all f € LI (R9) for which

max{1,p,v}

f ()" dy % My (RY)
([, )|

T 1
(/ rsq(t—d/ AN PO dh) dt>q ‘M;(Rd)
0 B(0,t)
is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). Furthermore, the assertion remains valid when
1 .
H(fB(-,R) [f)I° dy) p(Rd)H is replaced by || f | My(R)]|.

(ii) In addition, assume that v > 1 and let Q be a special Lipschitz domain in R?. Then
&3 (Q) is the collection of all f € L'° (Q) for which

u,p,q max{p,v}

(o

(/OT G /VNw) AT dh>z$>; ‘M;(Q)

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). If additionally p > 1, this statement remains true
1 .
when H(IB(-,R)OQ |f(y)]” dy)“ Q)H 1s replaced by Hf‘M;;,‘(Q)H

_l’_

+

(iii) Additionally, assume that Q is a bounded convex Lipschitz domain in R? and let
p,q > 1 as well as v = oo such that (2) reduces to

11
dmax{—,—} < s < N.
pq

Then &2, ,(Q) is the collection of all f € LI%¢(Q) for which

u,p,q
T q dt %
t~ sq A -
([ e (eamiarson)'s)

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). Moreover, the assertion remains valid when

| ess-sup |f(y)| |[ME(Q)]| is replaced by || f | Mu(2)]].
yeB(-,R)NQ

i)

p(2)

ess-sup If(y)l‘ M)
yeB(-,R)NQ



Therein we set VN (z,t) := {h € RY| |h| <t and x4+ th € Q for all0 < £ < N} fort > 0.
In all cases, the usual modifications have to be made if ¢ = oo and/or v = co.

Similar results for the special case Q = R can already be found in the literature;
see, e.g., [17] and the references listed in Subsection 3.1. Note that the conditions on
the smoothness parameter s in (2) of Theorem 3 are exactly the same as in (1) from
Theorem 2. For a discussion concerning necessity of those conditions we refer to [17], see
also [15, 18].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the definition of Morrey and
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces defined on both R? and domains. Moreover, here we collect
some useful properties of those spaces. Subsection 2.3 contains the definition of our new
quasi-(semi)norms which are frequently used later on. The Sections 3 and 4 are devoted

to the intrinsic characterizations of £ on R? and Lipschitz domains Q, respectively, in

u,p,
terms of local oscillations and higher olryctier differences. Here we prove parts (i) and (ii) of
our main Theorems 2 and 3. In this context we also recall some results concerning this
topic that are already known. Finally, in Section 5 we derive the equivalent descriptions
via higher order differences of the spaces & , ,(€2) defined on bounded convex Lipschitz
domains 2 which are stated in Theorem 3(iii) above. However, first of all we shall fix some

notation.

Notation: As usual, N denotes the natural numbers, Ny := N U {0}, Z describes the
integers and R the real numbers. Further, R? with d € N denotes the d-dimensional
Euclidean space and we put

B($,t)::{y€Rd‘|x—y|<t}, reRY t>0.

All functions are assumed to be complex-valued, i.e. we consider functions f: R? — C.
We let S(R?) be the collection of all Schwartz functions on R? endowed with the usual
topology and by S’(R?) we denote its topological dual, the space of all bounded linear
functionals on S(R?) equipped with the weak-* topology. The symbol F refers to the
Fourier transform and F~! to its inverse, both defined on &'(R?%). For domains (open
connected sets) Q € R% and 0 < v < oo, by L°°(Q) we mean the set of locally v-integrable
(or locally essentially bounded) functions on 2. Furthermore, D(2) = C§°(£2) denotes the
set of infinitely often differentiable functions with compact support on €2. Its topological
dual, D’(Q), is the space of distributions on 2. Almost all function spaces considered in this
paper are subspaces of regular distributions from S’(R?) or D’(Q), interpreted as spaces of
equivalence classes with respect to almost everywhere equality. Given two quasi-Banach
spaces X and Y, the norm of a linear operator T': X — Y is denoted by ||T'|L(X,Y)].
Moreover, we write X < Y if the natural embedding of X into Y is continuous. For
0 <p<ooand0<qg< oo we shall use the well-established quantities

1 1 1
op ::dmaX{O,]—g—l} and Opq ::dmax{o,g—l,g—l}.

The symbols C,C1,c¢,cq, ... denote positive constants depending only on the fixed para-
meters d, s, u, p, ¢, v, N, and probably on auxiliary functions. Unless otherwise stated
their values may vary from line to line. With A < B we mean A < CB for a constant
C > 0 independent of A and B. The notation A ~ B stands for A < B and B < A.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey Spaces: Definitions and Basic Properties

Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Sj7p7q(Rd) are spaces of distributions built upon Morrey

spaces M;(Rd). Therefore, at first we recall the definition of the latter.

Definition 1 (Morrey space Mg(Rd)). For 0 < p <wu < oo the Morrey space M;(Rd) is
the collection of all functions f € L}D"C(Rd) such that

|| Mp@n| = sup (Bl (/B (yﬂ\f(w)!%x) <oo.

yER,r>0

The Morrey spaces Mg(Rd) are known to be quasi-Banach spaces and Banach spaces
if p > 1. They have many connections to ordinary Lebesgue spaces Lp(Rd). Indeed, for
0 < po<p1 <u< oo we have

L, (RY) = MYRY) — MY (RY) — M (RY).

Moreover, in 2005 Tang and Xu proved the following (vector-valued) boundedness of the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M in Morrey spaces.

Lemma 1 ([30, Lemma 2.5]). Let 1 < g < oo and1 < p <u < oo. Then for all sequences
{fi}¥52o of LYP¢(RY)-functions there holds (with the usual modifications in the case ¢ = 00)

q q

STUMEOIT ] [ Mp®HN S DS IHOI | | Ma®?)
j=0 j=0

In order to define &5 (R?) we need a so-called smooth dyadic decomposition of unity.

u?p?q
Let ¢p € C5°(R?) be a non-negative function such that ¢g(z) = 1 if |#| < 1 and pg(z) =0

if |z| > 3. For k € N we define

or(z) = 4,00(2_kaj) — cp0(2_k+1a:), r € R%
Then
o0
> pl@) =1,  zeR
k=0
and

supp ¢ C {:E e R? ‘ okl < x| < 2]‘”’1}, ke N,

which justifies the name smooth dyadic decomposition of unity for the system (g )ren,-
Moreover, using the Paley-Wiener-Schwartz theorem [32, Theorem 2 in Section 1.2.1], we
find that for all f € S'(R%) the distributions F~'[p Ff] € S'(R?), k € Ny, are actually
smooth functions on R?. This allows for the following definition of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey
spaces.



Definition 2 (Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey space 5j,p7q(Rd)). Let0 < p<u<oo,0<q< oo,

and s € R. Further, let (¢r)ken, be a smooth dyadic decomposition of unity. Then the

Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey space €j7p7q(Rd) collects all f € S'(RY) for which

Hf 55,p’q(Rd)H = H (i oksq ‘}—_l[wk}—ﬂ(')‘q) M;(Rd) < 0o,
k=0

If ¢ = oo, the usual modifications are made.

Let us collect some well-known basic properties of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces.
Most of them will be used in proofs later on.

Lemma 2. Let 0 < p<u <00, 0< g<oo and s € R. Then the following holds.

(1) €j7p7q(Rd) is independent of the chosen smooth dyadic decomposition of unity in the
sense of equivalent quasi-norms.

(ii) The spaces 5§7p7q(Rd) are quasi-Banach spaces. For p,q > 1 they are Banach spaces.

(iii) With 7 := min{1,p, q} we have

T

s d
, frg€ &y, (RY).

|7+ 9] €20 ® £ pa(®)

<l

Eipa®)] +

(iv) S(RY) = &3

u7p7q

(V) & pq(RY) = Fy,(RY).

(RY) — S'(RY).

(vi) If p > 1, then 5871772(1&6[) = Mg(Rd).

Proof. Assertion (i) was proved in [30, Theorem 2.8]. The proofs of (ii) and (iii) are
standard; we refer to [41, Lemma 2.1]. Also (iv) with a slightly different formulation is
proven in [41, Proposition 2.3]. Finally, Assertion (v) is obvious and (vi) has been shown
in [22, Proposition 4.1]. [

As usual, Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces on domains  C R are defined by restriction.

For this purpose, given some g € §'(R?%) > 5§7p7q(Rd) we let the distribution g|o € D'(Q)

be defined by gla(p) := g(¢) for all ¢ € D(Q) (C D(RY) C S(RY)).

Definition 3 (Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey space &, , ,(2)). For 0 <p <u < oo, 0 < ¢ < oo,
s € R, and domains Q C R with d € N let

Enpa(l) = {f e D'(Q) ‘ f=gla for some g€ €Z7p7q(Rd)}

be endowed with the quasi-norm

1£1€2a@)]] = int {||o

Espa®)||| £ =gl for some g€ &5, @D},



Later on, we will especially be concerned with €j7p7q(Q) on Lipschitz domains Q ¢ R
In the last years these spaces attracted some attention in the literature. A Rychkov
universal extension operator has been constructed in [43], see also [9]. Littlewood-Paley
type characterizations for those spaces have been obtained recently in [40]. First results
on (complex) interpolation can be found in [43], see also [42], and continuous embeddings
have been studied in [9, 13].

For the definition of Lipschitz domains we follow Stein [29, VI.3.2].
Definition 4 (Lipschitz domain). Let d € N\ {1}.

(i) A special Lipschitz domain is an open set Q) C R? lying above the graph of a Lipschitz
function w: R = R, namely,

Q= {(2',24) € RV 25 > w(2')}.

(ii) A bounded Lipschitz domain is a bounded domain Q C R? whose boundary 99 can
be covered by a finite number of open balls By, such that for each k after a suitable
rotation 02N By, is a part of the graph of a Lipschitz function.

(iii) By a Lipschitz domain, we mean either a special or a bounded Lipschitz domain.

Remark 1. For notational simplicity we shall use the convention that a (bounded) Lip-
schitz domain in R is just a (bounded) interval.

In the spirit of Definition 3 we could also define Morrey spaces on domains. Never-
theless, we prefer the following direct approach. Therein, M (Q2) denotes the set of all
measurable complex-valued functions on Q C R

Definition 5 (Morrey space My (€)). For d € N let Q C RY be a domain. Then for
0 <p <u < oo the Morrey space My () is given by

M) == {f e M(Q)| ||f [ Mp(Q)]| < o0}
endowed with the (quasi-)norm

1_1

1
g = s D[ ora)
yeQ,r>0 QNB(y,r)

Remark 2. Clearly, M;(Q) C L}DOC(Q). Furthermore, in Definition 5 we could use cubes
instead of balls and/or replace v > 0 by 27 with j € Z to obtain equivalent quasi-norms.
Moreover, let us stress that for Q = R¢ this definition is equivalent to Definition 1 above.
However, a trivial extension of f € L},OC(Q) is not granted to be in L;,OC(Rd). To avoid these
difficulties we used M (S2) in Definition 5. Finally note that the weight does not change
for balls close to O in order to avoid restrictions on Q (such as the so-called measure
density condition).



2.2 Further Technical Properties
Let us collect some additional useful properties of the Morrey spaces we just defined.
Lemma 3. Let 0 < p < u < oo and let Q,91,Q9 C R? be domains.

(i) The (restriction of the) trivial extension E: M () — M(R?), given by

flz), ze€Q,

EBfle):= {0, r € R\ Q,

provides a linear and continuous extension My(§2) — Mg(Rd).

(ii) There holds M2(Q) = {f € M(Q)|3F € MYR?): Flo = f a.c. in Q}, where

£ M) ~ e ?%2 Q |7 | Mpwe|. 3)

(iii) For all G € Loo(RY) there exists cg > 0 such that
|Gla - FIMpQ)| < ce ||f M@, feMHQ).

(iv) Ewvery affine-linear diffeomorphism ®: R? — R? (i.e. ®(x) = Ax+b with |[det A| #0)
yields an isomorphism Te: f + fo® of My(®(Q)) onto M (Q2).

(v) Let S C R? be such that SNQ = SNQy. Then for all F € M(R?) with supp F C S

we have
[Flay | My Q)| ~ [|Floy | My ()] -

(vi) If 0 < p < oo, then f € My(Q) if and only if | f|" € MZ//Z(Q) In this case

o

I ez = 17

ThRxEIe

(vii) For F' € Mg(Rd), 0 <v<p, and R >0 we have

(/ ()] da:) MuEY|| < [ 7| A e

B(vR)

Proof. Step 1. At first we prove (i). W.Lo.g. assume Q # R? and let f € M3 (82). Then

we clearly have Ef € M(R?) and (Ef)|q = f (pointwise a.e.) in Q. We show
EPEHERT B VIPEHOT

To this end, we adapt the idea of [12, Theorem 2.3] and let y € R? as well as
r > 0. If dist(y,Q) > r, then B(y,r) N Q = ( and hence the definition of E yields



fB(y’r) |Ef(z)|P dox = fQﬂB(yw) |f(z)|P de = 0. If otherwise dist(y,) < r, there exists
y' € Q such that B(y,r) C B(y',2r) and thus

1

d(+-1) P d(i-1) P

D[ e a) s e ( F@)P dr)
B(y,r) QNB(y',2r)

Therefore,

B =

|er| My = sup (/ IEf(x)l”d<E>
B(y,r)

y€ER r>0

11 P "
S sup [B(y, )7 (/ |f (@) dl’) S M) < o
y'eQ,r>0 QNB(y',r)
This shows (i) as well as “C” in (ii) and “2” in (3).
Step 2. In order to complete the proof of (ii) now let f € M(Q) and F € M%(R?)
with F|q = f a.e. in Q. Then we observe

Al

yeQ,r>0

brlgols o 450 ([ e )
QNB(y,r)

1_1

1
< sup 'y </ |F()[” dx>p - HF‘MZ(RCJ)H =0
B(y,r)

y€ER r>0

which shows f € M;(€2), i.e. “2” in (ii). Since F' was arbitrary, we further have “<”
in (3) and hence (ii).

Step 3. Since (iii) directly follows from Definition 5, we move on and show (iv). For
[ e My(2(Q) € M(®(2)) we have fo® € M(2). Moreover, for y € Q and 7 > 0 a
transformation of measure shows

1
f(@@)|P do = ——— f(2)|P dz,
/mB(y,r)| (@@) |det A <1><mB(y,r>>| =

where ®(QN B(y,r)) C ®(Q)N®(B(y,r)) C () N B(P(y), ||Allyr) since

2= @(y)| = [®(z) — 2(y)| = [A(z — )| < [[Ally [z — vl

for all z = ®(z) € ®(B(y,r)), where ||A||, # 0 denotes the spectral norm of the matrix A.
Thus

1_1 »
[fod|MUQ) < sup G (/ f(2)P dz)
y€Q,r>0 S(QNB(2(y),||Allr)

< sup  RUGTY) (/ !f(z)!”d2> = || f | ME(@()|
®(Q)NB(z,R)

z€P(Q),R>0

which also shows f o ® € M(€).

10



Step 4. To show (v) it suffices to prove a one-sided estimate as the other one follows
by exchanging the roles of €1 and Q9. Using (i), the support properties of F' imply

P
|Flo, | ME()]| S sup 2 (/ |F(x)|pdx>
SNQ1NB(y,r)

y€Qa,r>0

< s 8D ([ pE@P d:c)%

yER4 >0
= | B(Fla) [ Ma®D)|
S [[Flen [ME(@1)]]-

This completes the proof of (v).
Step 5. Since (vi) directly follows from Definition 5, it remains to show (vii). We

have

— )Y da ’ umdy || — L v ’ u(mod
L= (/B(_’R) F(a)] d) M(RY) </B(O,R) (- — )| dh) M(RY)

Then, since v < p, Minkowski’s integral inequality yields

o\
d(i-1) . !
L= sup G / / Fz—h)" dh)| da
y€R4,7>0 B(y,r) \Y/B(O,R)
; 1
d l_l) g ’
< sup rfew / / |F(z—h)|P dz| dh
y€ER4 >0 B(0,R) B(y,r)
such that
_ 1w 1
p
L< / sup G / |F(z —h)|P dz dh
B(0,R) |yeR%,r>0 B(y,r)
i 1
_ (/ (F(- — ) \M;(MH” dh)
B(0,R)
and hence the translation invariance of Mg(Rd) completes the proof. |

Later also the following observation will be important.

Lemma 4. For d € N let Q@ C R? be a domain or R? itself. Further let 0 < p < u < 00,
0<wv<ooand0<r<R<oco. Then for f € L (Q) we have

max{lvpvv}
( / Fal dy)
B(-,R)NQ

with constants independent of f.

v

me@)|~ [ e ) | M)
B(-,r)NQ

e [=
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Proof. Due to the monotonicity of the integral in r it suffices to prove “<”. In addition,
Lemma 3(vi) shows that if v < oo, we can restrict ourselves to v = 1. (If v = oo, then
one has to replace every integral by an essential supremum in the subsequent proof.)
Further note that there exist displacement vectors wy, € Z¢, k € N, such that for some
K =K(r,R,d) € N,

K
B(z,R) C UB(m—i—%wk,g), z € RY.

k=1
Therefore, Lemma 3(ii) yields
[ il m@)| ~ e [ 1B dy|mp) (4)
B(-,R)NQ “R)
K
<> |Bf(y)] dy| ME®R)|
k=1 B(-+§wk,5)

Now, given z € R% and k € N, we have

XQ/ |Ef(y)| dy
B(z+ 5wy, 5)

D I O ) N L

ec{—1,0,1}¢

since the left-hand side is strictly positive only if z € © and at least for one e* € {—1,0,1}¢
also x + r/2[wy, + e*] € Q (as supp Ef C Q). For this e* we have
r r r
B(o+5ung) € Bla+ gloc+lr)
T+ 5w 5 ) C x+2[wk+e]r

Hence,

[ iy
B(-,R)NQ

K
SIX X vat)xa(-+jlera) [ sy FEF 0 A

k=1ee{-1,0,1}4

M;(©)

K

S xo - + 5w+ ] Ef(y)] dy| MERY)
kZ:lee{—zl,:OJ}d ( 2 * ) /B(~+g[wk+e],r) P

~ . Ef d Mu Rd ,
o) [ 1B dy| My

where for the last step we used the translation-invariance of Mg(Rd). Rewriting the last
expression similiar to (4) completes the proof. [

We complement some of the assertions of Lemma 3 by corresponding results for Triebel-
Lizorkin-Morrey spaces. For S C R? and & > 0 we let S. := {z € R?| dist(z,5) < ¢}
denote its e-neighbourhood.

12



Lemma 5. Let 0 < p<u < o0, 0<q<oo, s€R, and let Q,Q1,Q2 CR? be domains.

(i) For all G € D(R?) there exists cg > 0 such that
1Gla - f|€pa@| < ca [|£]€0p (D] fe&ipqad):

(ii) Bvery affine-linear diffeomorphism ®: R — R yields an isomorphism Tp: f s fod
of &5 po(2(Q)) onto &, ,(Q).

(iii) Let S C R? be such that S:NQy = S:NQy . Then for all F € S'(R?) with supp F C S
HF‘Ql ‘5 u,p,q Ql)” ~ HF’% ‘gi,p,q(QQ)H‘

(iv) If s > op, then & , () — Mp(Q).

Proof. Step 1. At first we prove (i). Again, w.l.o.g., we may assume 2 # R?. For given

[ €&, ,4(8Q) we choose an extension F' € & (RY) with

u,p,q

qu

|#le:

®)| <211] 2,001

Then (GF)la(p) = (GF)(Ep) = F(GEp) = [(Glap) = (Glaf)(¢) for all ¢ € D(Q), ie.,
(GF)|q = Glaf in D'(Q). Therefore, with constants independent of f,

)

qu qu

HG’Q f‘ wpa HG F\E

] <o

(RY)|| <26 [1£] €20

where we used [25, Theorem 1.5], see also [41, Theorem 6.1], for the second estimate.
Step 2. We show (ii). Using [25, Theorem 1.7] or [41, Theorem 6.7] we find that

Te: F + F o ® is an isomorphism on &; , q(Rd). Hence, F' € &, q(Rd) is equivalent to
G:=Fodlcg&s

o pq(R 4). Further, for f € En p.qg(®(Q)) as well as F € €5pq(Rd) we have

op-1 od~1
(o)) = £ (Zorgr) o Flale) = [0 ey o) = Claco) (S )

for all ¢ € D(Q2) such that fo ® = Flq in D'(Q) is equivalent to f = Glg(q) in D'(2(2)).
Therefore, [25, Theorem 1.7] implies
Hf q)‘gsqu )H - inf ‘

Fegs , ,(RY)
fo®=F|q in D'(Q)
- inf HGoq> s (RY Hg & (@)
Gegﬁyp,q(Rd) pq ) Hf‘ ,p,q( ( ))H

f=Gla () in D'((R)) <lle| s ®D)|

ipa®)|

Step 8. In order to prove (iii), let o € D(R?) be such that ¢ = 1 on S with
suppo C S.. Then for all F € §'(RY) with supp F C S, we have F = ¢ F in S'(R%). Now

assume Flo, € £ () and let G € £ (R?) with Flg, = G|q, in D'(Q) be arbitrarily

u,p,q u,p,q
fixed. Then (i) shows that G := oG € EapaR 4. If Ej: D(Q;) — S(RY), 7 = 1,2, denote

the trivial extensions, then for all ¢ € D(Q) we have [0(E1¢)]|a, € D(Q2),
Glo([0(E19)lle.) = G(Ealo(Erp)lla,) = G(oE19) = (0G)(Eip) = Glay (¢)

13



and similarly Flo,([o(E1¢)]|q,) = (6 F)(E1p) = F(E1¢) = Fla, (). So we conclude that
Flo, = Glg, in D'(©) and hence using (i) with Q := R? we find

S
G gu7p7q

»Dyq

()] < Hé

)] = o

Eipa®Y| < co

(®Y)|.

Since we have G € &, (R?) with Flg, = Glq, in D'(;) was arbitrary, this shows
HF‘Q1 ‘gi,p,q(Ql)H S HF’Q2 ‘gi,p,q

Step 4. It remains to prove (iv). For this purpose, we first discuss 2 = R? and

(Q2)]| and the proof of (iii) is complete.

distinguish two cases. For p > 1 the assumption s > o, implies s > 0 and hence

€ paRY) = €02 (RY) = Mp(RY),
due to Lemma 2(vi). Here we also could refer to [11, Theorem 3.2].

If otherwise p < 1, at first we recall that Si,p’q(Rd) — 857;0700(1&6[). Since s > oy
implies s > 0, - p/u the latter space is contained in L°“(R%) and hence in L}DOC(Rd), see
[10, Theorem 3.3]. Thus, [17, Theorem 1.2] implies Si,p,oo(Rd) — Mg(Rd). Notice that
also here we can refer to [11, Theorem 3.2].

Now let Q C R?. Then Lemma 3(ii) and the previous findings yield

£ pa®) | =11 |€55.4(®)

) s il [P
M@l s it | :

Flo=F in D'(%)

where we used that, due to [10, Theorem 3.3], €j7p7q(Rd) C LP¢(R?) such that F|q is regular

and its a.e. pointwise equality with f is equivalent to equality in the sense of D'(2). W

2.3 Quasi-norms of Interest

In this paper, we aim at measuring smoothness of functions in terms of quasi-norms based
on higher order differences and local oscillations.

Let d € N. Given a function f: R — C its first order difference of step length h € R¢
is given by the mapping = — Al f(z) := f(z+h)— f(x) on R%. Moreover, for N € N\ {1}
we let

ANf@) = (Ah (A7) @), wer” (5)
Then it is easily seen that for every N € N and h € R? there holds
al N
AV I@) = 0N () s wn), aert 0
k=0 &

In addition, for N € N let Py_1 denote the set of all d-variate polynomials with total
degree strictly less than N and let Q C R? be a domain or R itself. Then for 0 < v < oo
the local oscillation with radius ¢ > 0 of f € LI°¢(Q) in 2 € Q is given by

1
it () - PO W) it v<o,
oscf)VS;l (x,t) = PEPN-1 B(z,t)nQ

’ inf  ess-sup |f(y) — Py if v=o0.
PEPNflyeB(:c,t)ﬂQ’ () — P(y)]

14



N-1
v,R4
Now we are well-prepared to introduce the quasi-(semi-)norms which will turn out to

If © = R? we simply write oscY =1 f := osc

characterize Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &; , .(©2). They generalize respective quanti-

ties for Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F (£2) in a natural way; cf. [34, Section 5.2].

Definition 6 (New quasi-(semi-)norms on &, ). For d € N let Q C RY be a domain

or RY itself. Then for N € N, 0 < p<u < o0, 0< ¢,T,v <00, 0< R < 00, and

fe Llﬁgx{lpv}(Q) we let
1
v dt E u
Floacs = H £ ose)lg! <,t>]"7> M5 ()

(if @ = R?, we simply write |f|OZCU ) |f|gc’v[§&]!)), as well as
Hf‘é’i’p’q(ﬁ ‘f)fch - Hf‘MU H + |f|OZCUQN )
1

171€0@IE™ = ([ sl dy)” | s+ 115
B(-,R)NQ

Likewise, using VN (z,t) := {h € RY| |h| <t and x 4+ th € Q for 0 < £ < N}, we let

v T q d
s ([ e st sy Y s
(|f|(AT’v’N) = |f|(§£;lN)) and define Hf‘é’j H ToN) s well as Hf‘&s H (R,T.0,N)

correspondingly. In any case, for ¢ = oo and/or v = 00, the usual modiﬁcatzons are made.

3 Characterizations of &;  (R?)

In this section we prove new characterizations of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &; ,, ,(R d)

on R? in terms of higher order differences and local oscillations.

3.1 Differences on R*

Note that for the spaces & , .

already exist. Indeed, the following result is a simple consequence of [17, Theorem 4.2].

(RY) defined on R characterizations in terms of differences

Theorem 4. Let d, N e N, 0<p<u<oo,0<q,v<00,0<R<o0, and s € R with
dmaX{O,l—l,l—l,l—l,l—l}<s<N.
p q
Then for all 1 <T < o0
(T,v,N)
EupaR 9 = {feLmax{lpv} “ ,pq(Rd)H <oo} (7)

‘ (Rd)H(RTvN)<OO}

s T,,N) s R,T,v,N
@D and ||| €5, RO are

= {f € L1} (RY)

u,p,q

and the quasi-norms H ‘ & pgl

mutually equivalent on Lmax{1 ot (]Rd)
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Note that, in particular, Theorem 4 yields part (i) of our main Theorem 3.

Proof. Step 1. In [17, Theorem 4.2] it has been shown that a function f € ngfn{p q}(Rd)
(RY) if and only if f € L*(RY) and ||f]€5,,(RY)] T

belongs to &2 is finite

u,p,q

with || -‘53 (R4 H(TU being equivalent to || -‘Sjmg(]Rd)H on Li(r)l'i:n{p q}(Rd). Since
L};‘;X{l oo} (R? ) L};’ucn{p 0 (RY) it thus suffices to prove (7).
Step 2. We show (7). To this end, note that f € Llﬁgx{lpv}(Rd) implies that f

belongs to L1°¢ (RY) N LY°(RY). Hence, if ||f 15 04 (R4 H(TUN

min{p,q}
yields f € &5, ,(R%) which proves “2” in (7).
For the converse direction, we let f € upq(Rd). If p < 1, then our assumptions
imply that s > ¢, > 0,2 which in turn yields f € L¢(RY), see [10, Theorem 3.3].

Therefore, we have f € Ll(r)licn{p q}(Rd) such that Step 1 implies f € L°°(R?) and that

| f] &5, q(RY H(TU ) is finite. Since max{1,p,v} = max{1,v} if p < 1, we have shown “C”
in (7) for this case. If otherwise p > 1, then Lemma 5(iv) implies

< o0, then Step 1

&5 pa®Y) = MER?) € Ly“(RY) € L%, 3 (R
such that we can apply Step 1 to conclude f € LI°¢(R9Y) and Hf‘ 5 ol (R H(Tv N o

As max{1,p,v} = max{p,v} for p > 1, the proof of “C” in (7) is complete.
Step 8. In order to complete the proof, we argue similarly based on a modified version
1
of [17, Theorem 4.2] with H(IB(‘ R) |f(y)|” dy)® M;(Rd)H in place of || f | M%(R?)|| which

in turn requires a corresponding modification of [17, Proposition 4.1]. However, as this

can be done easily we omit the details. |

Remark 3. In the literature there exist several modified versions of [17, Theorem 4.2] and
hence of Theorem 4. Here we want to refer to [41, Section 4.3.1] and [28, Section 3.9.2] at
least. A characterization for Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces in terms of differences using
more restrictive conditions on the parameters also can be found in [7, Theorem 4.1].

Results such as Theorem 4 sometimes are called v-mean characterizations of higher
order differences. In the special case v = 1 we obtain so-called ball mean characterizations.
Moreover the choice v = ¢ can be used to prove Stein-Strichartz characterizations. Much
more details concerning this topic can be found in [17] and [16]. There also a discussion
concerning the necessity of the conditions on the parameters in Theorem 4 can be found.

3.2 Oscillations on R?

Here our main goal is to describe Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &, q(]Rd) in terms of
local oscillations. In the literature there already exist some first characterizations of this
type, e.g., based on the theory developed by Hedberg and Netrusov [14]. Similarly, we

obtain the following result.

Theorem 5. Letd, N e N, s e R, 0<p<u<oo, and 0 < q,v < 0o such that

dmax{O1—1,1—1,1—3,1—1}<3<N.
v



Then

) ol
2 ,pq( ) f € Lmax{lpv} u,p,q(R ) osc oo
where
(%) v
s RY|T = / )" dy)®
|7 |€20a®) H ([, ")

q

P g / —-P Ud | mewe
; bt i W)~ PW) ) )

(with the usual modifications if ¢ = oo and/or v = 00) provides an equivalent quasi-norm.

Proof. Note that we only need to show that a function f € L°¢ (R%) belongs to

min{p,q}
&8 qRY) if and only if f € LI“(RY) and ||f |5, ,(RY) HOSC < oo with ||-|&5, (RY) HOSC
being equivalent to H ‘ .l (R4 H on Ll?lfn{pg}(Rd)’ Then we can argue exactly as in

Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 4 above to deduce the claim.

In order to see the equivalence, we can use the theory developed in [14, Section 1.1-1.3].
It is not difficult to see that Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &; ,, q(Rd) fit into the setting
described in [14]. A detailed proof for that can be found in [17, Proposition 3.8]. A similar
observation was made also in [41, Section 4.5.1]. Now the above equivalence is a simple
consequence of [14, Theorem 1.1.14(iii)]. We refer to the proof of [17, Proposition 3.9] for
some more details. Note that a similar result can also be found in [41, Corollary 4.14]. W

oo (RY) H(&) obtained in Theorem 5
OSsC
such that it gets a more convenient shape, i.e. in terms of the oscillation-based quanti-

Let us reformulate the equivalent quasi-norm H ‘

ties introduced in Definition 6. In particular, the following yields part (i) of our main
Theorem 2.

Theorem 6. Let d N e N, s c R, 0<p<u<oo,0<q,T,v <00, and) <R <
such that

1 1 1 11 1
dmaX{O,——l,——l,———,———}<8<N.
p q q v

p v
Then
s oc (To0,N)
Ey u,p, q( ) = {f € Llnax{l,p,v}(Rd) Hf u,p,q(Rd) osc < OO}

E { fere (R ®| Y < oo}

- max{1,p,v} u,p,q osc
and the quasi-norms ||| € o( €@, and || €55 ®OIET ar
mutually equivalent on Lrggx{l ot (]Rd)

Proof. Throughout this proof w.l.o.g. we may assume that ¢, v < co. In addition, due to
Lemma 4 it is sufficient to consider R = 1.
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Step 1.  We first show the assertion for H ‘Ssmq
of Theorem 5, it suffices to prove that

H(lcTU N) To this end, in view

(1,Tv,N) ()

osc

(RY)

u7p7q

I/

717‘1( )

) f S Lmax{l D, U}(Rd) (8)

osc

Substep 1a. We start by proving (8) in the special case 0 < T' < 1. For this purpose,
we note that for every z € R?

</OT[t ey (,1)])" %§<Z/ t~*osc) 1 f(z,1)]? (it) ,

where oscY 71 f(z,t) < osc Tl f(2,277) for 27771 <t < 27, see, e.g. [41, p.124] or [37,
p.10]. Moreover, we observe

2—J 2-J
/ =841 qt = [ 1 t—sq} - i[(g—(ﬂl))—sq —(277)7%4) = 274 2 -1 ~ 9054
2-7-1 —sq t=0-i-1  5q 54

Therefore,

(/OT [t‘s osch_lf(a:,t)]q%>;

< <[OSCN Lf(x, 1)) —1—22]5‘1 oscN L f(x,279))¢ >q

7j=1

]

= [( /Bw‘ >%+Z2“S* *dnt /B oy FO) = PO dyﬂ ,

where we used P = 0 to bound osc)Y ! f(x, 1). In addition, for every z € RY,

(f. 1wr dy)%
< [( /B L " ay)’ + Z T /B ) SO PO dy) ﬂ |

Together this proves “<” in (8).

Q=

In order to show the converse estimate, again let z € R? and choose J € N with
2=/ < T. Then, on the one hand, we observe

j(s+4)q _
ZZJ + qulglgil </B(x72j) |f(y) )

<

q

Z il a( /B oy O dy)"*

a
v

( /B )

e ha

AN

18



On the other hand, we find

g

2j(8+%)q inf / — P d v
> panf ( e 1)~ PW) )

j=J+1

= 2% Z 2(j_1)sq[oscij,\[_1f(x,2_j)]q

j—J+1
—i+1
-y / ¢4 dt Josel) 1 f(, 2701
j=J+1
oo 2—(—1)
S [ s
j=J+1 27
T
dt
</ [t_soscf)v_lf(x,t)]qT.
0

Consequently, a combination of both estimates yields
q 00 q 1
vay) 4 S oy / _ P d }
(], wor ) St ([, V- rwl )
1 T
v dt
< v v - N 1
S </B(:c,1) 17 ()] dy) + (/0 [t f(z, 1) t) ,

So we get “>” in (8) such that the proof of (8) for 7' < 1 is complete.

Substep 1b.  Due to the monotonicity of H . ‘ Epa H (LToN) 3 it remains to

0osc
show

(l,oo,vN (1,1,0,N)
R?) . felLks RY,  (9)

wra(®)

u?piq(

osc OoSsCc

in order to complete Step 1. For z € R? we note that similar to Step 1
[e'¢) dt > 2 dt
[ o ] =Y [ o e
1 t j=1 27—1 t
o
30 2 fosel (o, 2]
j=1

Further note that independent of  there exist appropriate displacement vectors wy, € Z,
k € N, such that with K; := (277! 4 1)¢ ~ 2/¢ there holds

K;
B(z,2)) c | Bz +w, 1),  jEN.
k=1

Hence, choosing P = 0, we have

e =

1
v K;
sciv_lf(x,2’)§<2‘” [ lrwr dy) <> FW)I” dy
B(z,27) =1 B(z+wg,1)
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When we set p := min{p, ¢, v}, using p/q <1 and p/v < 1 we find

(f o s’ )" < (i[ZQ‘jS”‘” Lo O dy]g>

Q=
Q=

<=

Kj 22
v

Then we observe

o, L N dty !
5 ([ e osed ) ) mpce
0
RS _ dt
+ (/ [t7% oscY 1 f (-, 1)] 1= . ) “(RY)
1
SIS + M,
where
o Kj AN
M = (ZZTW‘”@‘[ / F)[" dy ) MERY
j=1k=1 B(- +wg,1) J
o Kj 3 m
S [ ] |
j=1k=1 B(-+wg,1)
o Kj u N m
< (ZZ?‘W‘”‘S ([ wra) | mie ) ,
j=1k=1 B(-+wy,1) Z

see Lemma 3(vi) and note that p/u > 1 implies that MZ;Z (RY) is a Banach space. As it

is shift invariant, we have that

"

([, oo o)

v

M (R @) dy) (RY

TIvEI2
TIvEI2

‘ M

- H B(-.1)

I

@) dy)“ ‘M;(M

- H B(-.1)

1
<Z 2" jSN—J'dZ‘) y

and hence

1

(f o W)’

Finally, we note that due to K; ~ 2Jd

M < M (RY)

oo K 00

222 Jsp—jd’ NZQJd jsu—jd _ ZQ—ju(s—d[ﬁ—%})

Jj=1k=1 j=1
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converges since we assumed that

1 1 1 11 1
d[———]:dmaX{O,———,———}<s.
poow p vgqg v

Together this shows |f|(=vN) < |f|O£CUN +M S| FlE5, R H(l’cl’v ) and hence (9).

osc

So Step 1 of the proof is complete.
Step 2. We use the findings from the previous step to show that also

(T,v,N) oc
‘ s Rd H ~ Hf upq(Rd) osc ’ fe Llnax{l,p,v}(Rd)‘
Substep 2a (lower bound). Step 1 ensures that
1,T,v,N) 0,
|| na®D) ~ || E2pa®D| T 2 111G

Moreover, we can apply Theorem 4 which uses differences of higher order to see that

Rd)H(TUN

d
,qu HN

> e

J’q(

Substep 2b (upper bound). To complete the proof, we distinguish two cases. If p < v,
we have

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1

dmaX{O,——l,——l,———}§dmax{0,——1,——1, ______ }
p q q P p q p

In other words, we can apply Step 1 (with v := p) to obtain

ety [ A7)

2pa®)|| S

u?piq( osc

g or e

Then Hoélder’s inequality yields oscév “Lf(,t) < oscV7LHf(-,t) on R? such that the prop-
erties of Morrey spaces allow to upper bound the second summand (up to constants)
by | f| OZSFCU ‘M) n order to estimate the first summand, we use Lemma 3(vii) to see that

Loy

If otherwise v < p, Step 1 yields

where according to Lemma 3(vii) there holds

MyRY)||+ 1716

osc

»(RY)

< e

ESIES + 1A,

u,p,q( osc

([, wr ) ‘M“ RY)

" )’ ‘M;(Rd) < || mpee)|.

H B

Hence, the proof is complete. |
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4 Characterizations of &’

ipa($)
In this section, we shall prove the main results of this paper, the intrinsic characterizations
of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &; , (2) on Lipschitz domains stated in Theorem 2(ii)
and Theorem 3(ii), respectively.

Let us start by proving the lower bounds. From Theorems 4 and 6 the following

statement (valid for general domains) can be derived easily.

Proposition 1 (Lower bounds on domains). For d € N let Q@ C R? be any domain.
Further, let 0 < p<u<oo,0<q,T,v<00,0<R<00, NeN, and s € R be such that

1 1 1 11 1
dmaX{O——1,——1,———,———}<3<N.
v

Then for f € &, , () there holds f € Lloc (Q) as well as

max{1l,p,v}

1
v

1@l 2 ([, 1w @) | M+l | M) +

and

1
v

1712501 2 ||( /B o FOT dy)" | M@ + (£ ME@) + 11155

with implied constants independent of f.

Proof. It suffices to prove the claim for 7" > 1. To this end, let f € &£
Definition 3 there exists F € &2

i p.q(§2). Then by

(RY) such that F|g = f on Q in D'(Q) and

u,pq
118200 @1 2 5 [F|€2p0®])
Using Theorem 6 we can conclude that this extension satisfies F' € Ln‘igx{lpv}( 4) and
1F €5, oY ~ [[F| &, ®Y|ETN . Therefore, Flo € LI\ () equals f
pointwise a.e. in €2 and
s (R,T\,v,N)
Hf‘& . D] Py ,pq(Rd) osc
1
= (700’ 500
dty g
(/ [t-SoscmFm-,tﬂ%)q\Mz<m<d>
0
v ” (T,v,N)
2N/ ) ay)* | me@)| + [Plol O
R,T,v,N)
- Hf‘ . H(()sc
1
([ 1t )" M|+ 1Y
B(-,R)NQ
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whereby we have used Lemma 3(ii). In a similar fashion we obtain the lower bound

1£1€200 @1 2 1|20 @™ 2 Hf\M“ ||

osc

Moreover, Theorem 4 shows that H f ‘ o, q H = HF ‘ &g Rd)H is lower bounded by

1
sup r = [/ / e t_ / ‘ANF | ] dt) d:z:]
y€ER >0 (y,r) B(0,t)
1
» 1
> m-v[/ ([Feefee [ st a2 e
yeQ,r>0 B(y,r)NQ 0 VN (z,t)

T,,N)
[FIG ) ~

)

where we used Definition 5. Hence, the proof is complete. |

4.1 Differences on Special Lipschitz Domains

Let us now turn to the corresponding upper estimates. For that purpose, we shall start
with differences on special Lipschitz domains. The resulting characterization is not only
of interest on its own sake. It will also provide a technical tool which is used to derive the
assertions concerning oscillations later on. The main ingredients of the proof will be the
so-called distinguished kernels constructed by Triebel in [34].

Together with Proposition 1 above, the subsequent result especially proves part (ii) of
our Theorem 3 above.

Proposition 2. For d € N let Q C R be a special Lipschitz domain. Let 0 < p < u < 00,
0<q¢gT<o0,1<v<00,0<R<o0, NeN, and s > 0. ThenforfEL};’ng{p’v}(Q)
there holds

(Tyw,N)

I 1€0pa (DI = + 1™

( /B( RO ) dy) % ‘ M, (&)

If additionally p > 1, then also Hf‘ B )H < Hf‘M“ H + ]f](TvN In both cases,

the implied constants are independent of f.

Proof. Step 1. In this first step we shall use intrinsic Littlewood-Paley type charac-

terizations for the spaces &, ,

Littlewood-Paley family associated to a special Lipschitz domain 2. We follow [40]. A

(©). For that purpose, let us recall the definition of a

sequence ¢ = (¢;)72, C S (RY) of Schwartz functions is called a Littlewood-Paley family
associated with Q if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) For all multi-indices o € N¢, we have

/ x% ¢1(z)dx = 0.
Rd

(ii) For j > 1, we have ¢; = 20~ 1d ¢ (27-1.),
(iii) There holds

> ;=9
=0

with convergence in &'(R%), whereby § denotes the Dirac delta distribution.
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(iv) For all j € Ny, we have
supp (¢;) C {x = (2, 2q) € Rd‘:nd < — H|Vw| ‘ LOO(Rd_l)H . ‘:1:"} = —K.

Notice that —K can be interpreted as reflected narrow vertically directed cone, see
also [24, Section 2| and [43, Section 4].

So let ¢ = ()52, C S(R%) be a Littlewood-Paley family associated with the special
Lipschitz domain ©Q € R?. Further let 0 < p < u < 00, 0 < ¢ < 00, and s € R. Then there
exists a constant C7 > 0 independent of f € §’(Q) such that

o0

1f]€0pa < C (Z?”\(@*f)(-)\qf M), (10)

J=0

where as usual * denotes the convolution. This is one part of the Littlewood-Paley char-
acterization from [40, Theorem 1] which generalizes a corresponding result for the original
Triebel-Lizorkin spaces [24, Theorem 3.2].

Step 2. To continue the proof, we choose a particular Littlewood-Paley family. For
that purpose, we follow the ideas of Triebel; see Step 3 in the proof of [35, Theorem 1.118].
That is, we work with the distinguished kernels from [34, Section 3.3.2] and estimate them
from above as described in [35, Formula (1.392)]. In principle, this estimate is exactly
what we want to use. However, in [35] the details of the proof are not given. Therefore, in
what follows we briefly recall the main ideas of this approach. Let N € N. Let ¢ € C3°(R)
and ¢ € C§°(R) be such that

/R pwydr=1  wd o)~ go(3) =)

The existence of such functions was proven in [34, Section 3.3.1/Lemma]. Now we define
a function ® € C$°(R?) via

d
O(x) = ng(xj), = (21,...,24) € R%

Jj=1

Moreover, for z € R, we put

o= S 8 e (1) () 2o )

r=1m=1
and let
_ x
k(@) := ko(a) =2~ ko (3) - (11)
as well as
ki(zx) = 2%k(27x),  jeN. (12)

Note that the functions ¢ and 1 can be chosen in such a way that

supp (kj) € B(0,27/N) N —K. (13)

24



This follows from the construction of the involved functions (see above and [34, Sec-
tions 3.3.1 and 3.3.2]) in combination with the narrow vertically directed cone property of
special Lipschitz domains; see also the explanations in [24]. However, to ensure (13) in the
case of a small opening angle of K it becomes necessary to rotate either ® (and hence k;)
or to rotate © (and so K). Both strategies do not require substantial modifications in
comparison with the case that no rotation is necessary. So, if we rotate ® € COOO(Rd), the
resulting function still belongs to C§°(R?). Otherwise a rotation of { can be incorporated
using Lemma 3(iv) and Lemma 5(ii). Therefore, in what follows it is enough to deal with
the case that no rotation is required at all.

Now, for j € Ng and f € Lﬁgx{l’p’v}(ﬁ), we put

£i(@) = (ks * £)(@) = /

B(0,2-iN)N—K

ki(y) f(z—y)dy = / | kj(z —2)f(2) dz.
B(z,27IN)Nz+K

It is well-known that for each = € Q also the shifts  + K are in 2, see [24]. With other

words, f; is well-defined as we only need function values of f from the inside of €2; see also

(the beginning of) [24, Section 2|. In [34, Formula (10) on p.175] it was observed that for

j € N we can write

fe) = 3 [ Dhalcn) AL, f @) (14
la|=N “R
with appropriate ko, € C5°(R?). Notice that in (14) there is an additional “~” since we

used a slightly different definition for f;. Moreover, recall that (kj)]o-‘;o can be interpreted
as a Littlewood-Paley family. This already has been observed in Step 3 of the proof of [35,
Theorem 1.118]. (The moment condition can be derived from [34, Formula (8) on p.174]
in combination with [24, Remark after (1.1)]. The scaling condition directly follows from
our definition (12). The approximation identity can be derived from the definitions of k;
and k; see also [34, Formula (9) on p.174]. Finally, the support condition can be fulfilled
by an appropriate choice of the functions ¢ and 1, see above. Here we also refer to the
explanations concerning [24, Figure 1].)
Summing up all we did up to now in Steps 1 and 2, Formula (10) becomes

1

I 1€zpa@l < | (X2 1n01 ) | M| (15)
j=0
Step 3. Next we show that the functions |f;j| can be estimated from above by

integrals of higher order differences of f. This observation already has been made in [35,
Formula (1.392)]. Nevertheless, we will give some details.

We start with the special case j < .J, where J € N is chosen such that 277/ < T'. Note
that for x € Q Formulas (11) and (12) yield

|k ()| < 297 ko (272)] + 207D ko (277 )| jeN,

such that for j = 0,...,J we obtain |k;(z)| S Z‘Z:O |k‘0(25:17)‘ with a constant depending
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on d and J. Hence, for x € 2,

Y N CC oI

J
</ 2|17 a
B(a,N)NQ %

s () () e o

=0 r=1m=1
N N T y
N <I>< >‘ f(y)| dy
/me;::o;; 2 7rm ) [T

< / ()] dy.
B(xz,N)NQ

Let us now turn to the case j > J for which we can use the alternative representation
of f; given by (14). Recall that also the functions k, are defined in terms of ®, see [34,
Formula (26) in Chapter 3.3.2]. Consequently, they can be chosen in a way such that
suppk, C B(0,1) N —K. For x € Q using k, € C°(R?) the narrow vertically directed
cone property of 2 yields

HOEDYN D% ()| A, )] dy

la|=N B(0,1)N{yeR? | z+£2—7yeQ for 0<U<N}

B(0,1)N{yeR? | z+£2—7yeQ) for 0<U<N}

= 274 / x)| dh,
B(0,2=7)N{heR? | z4+Lhe for 0<U<N}

where we put h := 277y. This also verifies [35, Formula (1.392)].
Step 4. A combination of (15) with the estimates from Steps 3 yields

[ rwla
B(-,N)NQ

)

n ( f: 2jsq<2jd/N( . AN \dh) >; M)},

j=J+1 v

1 1€0paI S M;(©)

where Lemma 4 can be used to replace B(-,N) by B(-, R) and for every x € Q the sum
can be bounded by

J 97sa (9id dh
];_12 / 2 /VNm2J | > a
<3

9—j+1
. @ di
ad / AN f@)| an)" <=
j=J+1 VN (@)

§/0Tt—sq<t—d/w AN f |dh>th
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since 277 < T. Hence, we obtain

1 1€5,. S MU + A5 ™

[ il
B(-R)NQ

which coincides with the desired result if v = 1.
Step 5. If v > 1, we note that for every x € 2 and 0 < t < 1 Holder’s inequality gives

/ F)] dy < ( / F)l dy)
B(z,R)NQ B(z,R)NQ2

v

as well as

v

¢ /VN( ) |AY f(2)| dh < <t—d /VN( \ AN f()| dh)

since |V (z,t)| < te.
If we additionally assume that p > 1, we can modify the previous argument and use
Lemma 3(ii), (vii), and (i) to see that

‘ / @) dy | ME(Q)
B(-,R)NQ

< ME(RY)

L Bl a
s ||Er| M|
S M@l

which completes the proof. |

Later we shall also prove characterizations in terms of higher order differences for
Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces on convex bounded Lipschitz domains. However, to avoid
technical difficulties, at first we deduce the desired characterizations by local oscillations
and come back to this issue in Section 5 below.

4.2 Oscillations on Lipschitz Domains

Here we prove characterizations in terms of local oscillations for Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey
spaces &, , ,(€2) on special or bounded Lipschitz domains {2 C R? with d € N.

In view of Proposition 1 above, it suffices to prove corresponding upper bounds. To
this end, we first concentrate on special Lipschitz domains. In preparation for that we
collect some facts concerning projections onto quasi-optimal polynomials for which we
follow the ideas developed in [8, Section 2].

Lemma 6 (Quasi-optimal polynomials). Let d, N € N and Q C R? be a special Lipschitz
domain. For x € Q) and t > 0 consider the Hilbert spaces Hi\ft_l = (PN—1, (s >xt> with
inner product

(frg)py =t /B IRCrOLE
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and for some appropriate index set T let {p; ‘z € I} be an orthonormal basis of ’Hg{l

such that

sup  [piat(y)| < C
y€B(z,t)NQ2

for some C > 0 independent of x and t (see Remark 4 below). Then there exist constants
c1 = c1(C%,#I) > 0 and c3 = cz(c1,d) > 0 such that the projection operators

Y LB, )N Q) = HY fe T = (fopiai)yy Dot
i€l

satisfy

(i) the pointwise bound

W@l ar [ eie yes@one,

(ii) for all p € Pn_1 the equation Hi\{t_l[f —p| = Hi\ft_lf —p € Pn_1,
(iii) the quasi-optimality

t_d/ ‘f(z) — (Hivt_l )(z)‘ dz < ¢ oscffglf(a;,t),
B(z,t)NQ ’ ’

(iv) the limit property %1_13% (ch\ft_l )(@) = f(z) for a.e. x € Q.

Remark 4. An orthonormal basis {p;+|i € I} can be constructed out of appropriate
monomials using the Gram-Schmidt process, see also [8, Section 2].

Proof. Let x € Q and t > 0. Let f € L1(B(x,t) N Q).

(i) For y € B(z,t) N Q we have

[CanINIES Sl

el B(z,t)NQ2

]f(z)]CdzC:clt_d/ |f(2)] dz.

B(z,t)NQ

(ii) Hi\ft_l is linear and satisfies Hi\ft_l =id on ’Hi\ft_l > p.

(iii) Since Hi\{t_l is a linear subspace of the normed space Li(B(x,t) N€2), there exists a

bestapproximation m € Hiv : 'to f. Hence, (i) implies

—d _ (TIN-1
' /B(m,t)mg‘f(y) (Hxvt )(y)‘ dy
- - —d N-1 .
<ot [ Mm@l [ @) ) -] dy

:oscf’fglf(a:,t)—kt_d/ ‘(Hi\ft_l[f—ﬂ])(y)‘ dy

B(z,t)NQ2
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and we can use (i) to conclude

f_d/ \(Hiv,fl[f—w])@)\ dysrd/ qt—d/ (f —m)(2)] dzdy
B(z,t)NQ B(z,t)nQ2 B(z,t)NQ
= osclq ' f(z, )t_d/ c1 dy,
B(x,t)

where
t_d/ ardy < e t™4|B(x,t)| =g — 1.
B(z,t)NQ

(iv) Since € is open and x € €, there exists ¢y > 0, such that for ¢ < ¢y there holds
B(z,t) C Q. Consequently in the limiting case we can argue as in [8, Formula (2.7)],
where the assertion is proved. |

Now we are well-prepared to derive the desired upper estimates for special Lipschitz
domains which together with Proposition 1 imply the corresponding part of Theorem 2(ii).
For this we use some tools provided in the proof of Proposition 2, i.e., we deal with higher
order differences. It turns out that they are closely related to local oscillations.

Proposition 3. For d € N let Q C R be a special Lipschitz domain. Let 0 < p < u < 00,
0<¢gT<o0,1<v<00,0<R<o0, NeN, ands > 0. ThenforfEL};’ng{p’v}(Q)
there holds

TN
+\f\”-

osc,2

(EAPPO][PS

( / F@) dy ‘M“
B(-,R)NQ
(T,v,N)

If additionally p > 1, then also Hf‘cf’i,p,q(Q)H < Hf ‘ M (Q H + | floseqr - In both cases,
the tmplied constants are independent of f.

Proof. W.l.o.g. we can assume that T' < N, as well as N > s.
Step 1. For f € Ll°¢ (©) Proposition 2 (with T'= v = 1) yields

max{p,v}
[ liwl
B(-,R)NQ

In this first step, we are going to estimate the averaged differences in |f] A’l’

1,1,N)
AN,

If €00 = M3 ()

N) from above

in terms of polynomials and local oscillations of f. For that purpose, we let x € €2 be fixed
and use some ideas from [41, Lemma 4.10], see also the proof of [26, Theorem 1]. At first,
we note that a change of measure yields

/0 g <t—d /V s AN f(x)| dh)q%
N oorN=sa [ /TN~ “dr
-[ () d/VN(x,%)‘Ath(‘””)‘ ) T
~ /ON t_sq<t_d/vN(m,%) AN f(2)] dh)q%.
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Second, Taylor’s theorem easily shows that for each h € R?\ {0} and p € Py, there
holds A}Lp € Pn_1. Therefore, Ath € Py is constant on R? such that AhN+1p = 0.
Together with (6) this shows that for every ¢ > 0, all h € V¥ (z, £), and each p € Py_4
we have

AR f(@)] = [AVTf = pl()]

> 0¥ () 1 s

N
<| @) + D IIf = pl(@ + kh)]
k=1

and thus

N
/VN("E’N AR f(=))] dhf,/vN(x’t)Hf pl( \dh+Z/ f ol(x + k)| dh.

Therein, we have

Jovg )1 =@ < 17 = B (0.7 )|~ 1 =i

aswellasfor k=1,...,N

/ = sl k) < [ xale+ k)| — o+ k)] d
VN(x t)

B(0.%7)

~/ xal@ + B |[f = pl(z + 7| dh
B(0.5)

< /B X1l =)l dy

=/ 1f - plw)] dy.
B(z,t)NQ

Hence, we conclude that for all ¢ > 0 and each p € Py_1

—d N —d B
t /VW A f@)] dh S = ri@)] +¢ /mel[f Pl(v)] dy.

In particular, we can choose p := Hi\f : 1 from Lemma 6 such that the second term can
be replaced by oscjl\f Q Ly (x,t). In conclusion, this shows

([

Step 2. We still need to estimate |[f — TV -1 £](-)| in terms of oscillations. To this
(')7t

end, we employ some ideas from [41, p.112]. Again let = € Q and ¢ > 0 be fixed and note
that for all L € N

1,1,N (N,1,N)
TGRS +1f] .

osc,2

p(2)

r-mao L)’

[/ =7 ) @)] < [£@) - (0, 5) @) + Z\HN;@HH 2) = (Y32, 0) (@)
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where, due to Lemma 6(ii), (i), and (iii),
‘(chv2 1(l+1>tf)( )~ Hiv2 1ft ‘ - ‘ HN 1(l+1>t f- sz ftf])(x)‘

—d
< (o—(+1) N1
- <2 t) /;({E,Q(Prl)t)mg ‘ [f H-’E 2— ltf] (Z)‘ dZ

. <2_ét> ’ /B(:c 24t)rm f#) - (Hivz 1th)(z)‘ @

Sosellg ! fw,27%)
with constants that do not depend on f, x, ¢, or £. Thus,
N— N— s
Z ‘ I, 2 1<z+1)t r) — (Hx 9 let ‘ Zosc Vf(x,27%).

If L € N is chosen large enough, Lemma 6(iv) ensures that also ‘f( ) — (ch\f2 lLtf) (m)‘ is
smaller than this quantity such that we derive that

‘[f—l‘[i\{t_ ‘ z:osc1Q Zt)

Next, it is easily seen that for m := min{1, ¢}

(/ONt‘Sq |91(t) + g2(8)|? it> < </0Nt_5q\gl(t)]q%> Ty </0Nt_sq‘92(t)’q%> a

Therefore,

as the geometric series converges, due to s > 0 and m > 0. So, we have shown that

([

Since we assumed T' < N < oo, for every fixed z € (2, we may write

/TN 17 osellg S0, 1)) S < /TN i (w’tmu(yndy}q%

q
<
S ( /B o £ ()l dy)
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such that finally

([ otz s

where we used Lemma 4 to replace B(-,N) by B(-, R).
Step 8. Combining the previous steps shows the claim with v = 1, i.e.

[ iy
B(-,R)NQ

)

1,1,N u
Ive™ < ME(Q)

Hl[ iy
B(-,R)NQ

1£] € pa@ S ME@)|| + 1715V

and we can complete the proof similar to Step 5 in the proof of Proposition 2. |

Finally, we transfer our previous findings to the case of bounded Lipschitz domains in
order to complete the proof of Theorem 2(ii).

Proposition 4. Ford € N let Q C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Let0 < p < u < 00,
0<q,T<00,1<v<00,0<R<o00, NeNands>op,, ThenforfenggX{pv}(Q)
there holds

(Tyw,N)

Hf‘gi,P,q(Q)H 5 + |f|och

( [ wr dy)“ ‘MZ(Q)
B(-,R)NQ
(T,v,N)

If additionally p > 1, then also Hf‘ S (][I Hf‘/\/l“ || + |f|och In both cases,
the implied constants are independent of f.

Proof. W.l.o.g. we may assume that T' < oo. Further, we can assume g < oo as otherwise
the usual modifications have to be made.

Step 1 (Localization). Let @ C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain and assume that
0<p<u<oo aswell as 0 < g < oo, and s € R. First, let us show by standard
arguments that for f € D'(Q) and an arbitrary collection of extensions Fj, € §'(R%) to f,

1£1€254 @] 5 oo

g“qud H—I_ZH (01 F%) 0 @) |wk‘ upqwk)H (16)
k=1

with wy being special Lipschitz domains. The assumption on ) implies that there exist
open balls By,...,B,, in R% affine-linear diffeomorphisms ®1,...,®,,: R? — R? and
[0, 1]-valued functions o7, ..., 0, € D(RY) with the following properties for k = 1,...,m

e B, NIN # 0 and 02 C U,-, Br,
e suppoy C By and > ;" | o) = 1 on some neighborhood of 99,
e &1(By) N ®.(Q) can be extended to a special Lipschitz domain wy, C R?.
Setting o := (1—_7", o%)Xxq then yields oy € D(RY) with values in [0, 1] and supp o C Q

such that Y ;" or =1 on Q. with some € > 0. For f € D'(Q2) we therefore have

f= fszkkz = foﬂﬂf Zo'k|QFk|Q = Z(O’ka)IQ in D'(Q)

k=0
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and hence

Hf ‘ gZ7P7Q(Q)H = up,q(Q)

m
> (oxFp)lo
k=0

< H O’QFQ ’Q‘g ,pq )H +Z H(Uka)‘Q ‘gi,p,q(Qﬂ )
k=1

where clearly H oo Fo)la ‘ .l )H < HO'(]FO ‘ 857p7q(Rd) H In order to bound the remaining

terms, too, let k € {1,...,m} be fixed. Setting Q := ®4(2), Lemma 5(ii) shows

L )]

gupq(Qk)H
= H [(Uka) ody |Qk ‘gs,pq (%) H :

H(Jka |Q‘guziq H ok Fr) |<I> L)

Since S := supp [(aka) o @,;1] satisfies Sc N Q = S: Nwy, we can apply Lemma 5(iii) to
conclude
H oxFr) |Q‘g,pq )HNH[(Jka)O<1> |wk‘g,pq )H

which completes the proof of (16).

Step 2 (Switch to oscillation-based norms). In order to apply Theorem 6 and
Proposition 3 to (16), we need to make sure that we actually deal with regular distri-
butions. To this end, again let F be the trivial extension from  to R%; see Lemma 3(i).

If we assume that f € Lflgx i U}(Q) with v > 1, then f is regular and

for=00BEf € L' o (RY)

max{p,v}

satisfies fo = ogFp in S’(R?), although Ef might not be a valid choice for Fy € &'(R%)
(which explains the complicated detour). Similarly, it is straightforward to check that

fi = [(OkEf) 0o @y € Diurpuy(@h),  k=1,...,m, (17)

equals [(aka) o @,;1] lw, in D' (wy) for every choice of the extension Fj. Hence,

Hf‘gs,pq H S Hfo

2a R+ D2 1|2 alen)]
k=1

with suitably localized fj € Lflgx (b0} and special Lipschitz domains wy.

Now let N := N + L —1 with N € Nand L > s+ d such that in particular s < N.
If we additionally assume that s > o, 4, then Theorem 6 as well as Proposition 3 (with
R:=T:=wv:=1and N) imply

[fo]ezpam] s | [ @] dg| MR |+ Rl
£ €5 pa(wi)]] S / )] dy| M|+ 1AIEED, k=1,.m,
B(-,l)ﬂwk
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and it remains to estimate these terms by corresponding expressions of f on ().
Step 3 (Estimates for k >0). Let k € {1,...,m} be fixed.
Substep 3a (Preparation). Let us first show that there exists ri = 7,(€2) > 0 such

that
‘ / f(w)] dy
B(-,rp)Nwy

with some constant that does not depend on f.

To this end, note that by construction supp (fx) C Px(Br N Q) C $p(Bx) N Pr(Q) has
distance 1 > 0 to (wg \ Qk) U (Q \ wg), where we recall that Qi = (). In particular,
the integral

(18)

~

My (w)

/ F) dy| ME@)
B(-,R)NQ

Apl() = /B ]y = / fy)| dy,  zeRY

B((E,’r‘k)ﬂﬂk

vanishes for all z € wy \ Q. Hence, we can apply Lemma 3(v) to derive

a0 [ i)l dy )| M)
B(-,ri)NQ Wk

X, () ( [ dy> N ‘M;(ﬂw
= [[ A [ My (@)

1A | My ()| =

~

Next, (17) and a transformation of measure yield
M) = [ B D@ W) d
B(ZB,Tk)ﬂQk

~ [ (0nBF)(2)] dz
<I>I: (B(I,Tk)ﬁgk)

<

/ FEde zew
B(®; ! (x),c7)NQ

since @, *(B(x,71) N Q) € B(®; *(x),cry) NQ for some ¢ = cp > 0, as well as o4(z) < 1
and Ef(z) = f(z) for all z € Q. Together this shows (18):

‘ / [fe(y)] dy S (/ |£(2)] dz) od, !
B(-,ri)Nwg B(-,cri)NQ

[ el
B(-,cri)N2

~ / )] dy
B(-,R)NQ

where we used Lemma 3(iv) as well as ®; () = Q and Lemma 4.

M (wy) M)

A

M (@3 (%))

)

M, (©)
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Substep 3b (Main term on wyg). Lemma 4 combined with (18) from the previous
substep immediately shows that

[ Ina| M|~ [ )] dy| M)
B(',l)ﬂwk B(',Tk)ﬂwk
S| 1wl e
B(-,R)NQ
Substep 3c (Oscillation term on wy). Fix 0 < tg < mm{l, o ?, 7} with r; and c as

above. Then for t; <t <1 and = € wy we can use P :=0 € Pg_, to bound

ose S (e t) = inf £ / Fuy) — Py)] dy < ¢ / )] dy
B(z,t)Nwg B(z,1)Nwy

PePy_,

such that

1= | 4w)

</1 [t‘s oscif;klfk(', )]q it>

2%

( / i /B o ) ay]" &y

/ ()] dy
B( . ,l)ﬂwk

which can be bounded as in Substep 3b.

» (W)

M (wr)

0;1;)]:) we again use the support properties

of fi. Since t), < & they imply that for all 0 < ¢t <t; and z € wy,

For the remalnlng part of the integral in | fi|

0, xewk\Qk,

t
osel fuw ) =4 / fely) — P(y)| dy, = € wy N Q.
B(:E t)ﬂQk

PePg;_,

For every fixed P € Pg_, and € w, N, Formula (17) and a transformation of measure
as above further yield

/ Fi(y) — P)| dy = / (0L EF) (@ (1)) — (P o @)(®; ()] dy
B((E t)ﬂQk B(.CE t)ﬂﬂk
~ / (R Ef)(=2) — (Pody)(2)] dz
H(B(x,t)N2)
< / (oWEf)(2) — (P o ®y)(2)] dz,
B(®, " (z),ct)NQ
where we note that (P o ®;) € Pg_,. Together this shows

osel 5 (e, t) € (o) int (1) (0nED)(z) ~ ()] az
PE’PK, 1 B(®, " (z),ct)NQ

= Xwpn0 () E<osc]1\791 [(akEf)\Q] (q),;l(-),ct)) (x), T Ew 0 <t <1y
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So using Lemma 3(v) and (iv) we can estimate

[ ol 2y

(W)

< | [ 1 /f [ B (sl [onm )@ 00| ) ]| | Mgt
<N ([ [ (ol lormia) @ 0e0) "] || mapcon

qdr

(/ctk {T oscly [(okEf)\Q](*jT)] T)%
~ (/Octk {t Soscivgl[(f’kEf)|Q](-,t)]qit)%

In order to further bound this quantity in terms of an oscillation of f, we need to get rid

AN

My Q)]

of the smooth cut-off function o;. For this purpose, we now let x € Q and 0 < t < cty, be
fixed and use the following idea due to Triebel [34, p.191]: Let Ty € Pr_1 be the Taylor
polynomial of degree L — 1 of o4, € D(R?) around . If Ry, denotes its remainder, we have

or(y) = Te(y) + Re(y)  with [T(y)| ST and [Ri(y)| St*  y e Blz,t)nQ,
with implied constants independent of x and ¢. Hence, N=N+L-1 yields
osciVQ1 [(akEf)\Q] (z,t)

— ot f e T RO EF ) = Tily) Plo)| dy

PePn_1
s wt (0 |Bf) - Pl dy) et [ Efw)
PePn_1 B(z,t)nQ2 B(z,t)nQ
< oserg f(a,1) +tL‘d/B( - fW)dy, zeQ, 0<t<ctly,
T,Clp

where due to L > s+ d and £ < = there holds

S q dty 2+
(e wle] ) s iwl
0 B(z,cti)NQ B(z,R)NQ

Therefore, we derive

Ctk
k s q dt "
15 ([ e osetatren]) B a1l | st
t B(-,R)NQ
and since tp < % this whole substep yields
D <P 1P s | [ )l a4 1AEEY . k=1em
B(-,R)NQ

Step 4 (Estimates for k =0). We can follow the (complete) previous Step 3 line by
line (formally setting k := 0, wy, := R?, and ®;, := id such that ¢ = 1) to show that also

‘ / fow)! dy / £l dy
B(-,1) B(-,R)NQ

)

M3 (RY) M;(©)
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as well as

Sl < 04 0 < M@ + 171558

[ il
B(-,R)NQ

Step 5 (Conclusion). A combination of Steps 1-4 yields the desired bound with v = 1,

1f1&p@l S| [ 17wl
B(-,R)NQ

and the proof is finished by the arguments from Step 5 in the proof of Proposition 2. W

T,1,N)
+ SN

osc,)

M;(©)

5 Characterization of &; , (§2) on Bounded Convex Lipschitz
Domains via Differences

In Subsection 4.1 we already have proven a characterization in terms of higher order
differences for Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces defined on special Lipschitz domains; cf.
Theorem 3(ii). In what follows we will deduce counterparts for those results given that
is a bounded convex Lipschitz domain. For that purpose, we combine our findings concern-
ing local oscillations (Proposition 4) with some specially tailored Whitney-type estimate
proven in [5]. To formulate it, we require the following notation. For d € N let Q C R? be
a domain and let z € Q and h € R%. For f € LI°°(Q) with 0 < v < co and N € N we then
put

Ath(ac), [z,x + Nh] C Q,

0, otherwise,

A}]XQf(x) = {

where [a, b] denotes the line segment with end points a and b.

Lemma 7 ([5, Theorem 1.4]). For d € N let Q C R? be a bounded convexr Lipschitz
domain, let N € N and 0 < v < oco. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of €2
such that for all f € L}°°(Q)

1 1
([ 1@ -P@Paw) <o s ([ aYore) o)
PePN_1 Q |h|<diam(2) Q ’
There exist various different versions of Lemma 7. For example a corresponding state-
ment for the special case that Q is a cube is shown in [14, Theorem A.1]. Here also a
comprehensive discussion of the history of such Whitney-type estimates can be found.

Now we are well-prepared to prove the following estimate for bounded convex Lipschitz
domains. In combination with Proposition 1 it particularly proves Theorem 3(iii).

Proposition 5. For d € N let Q C R? be a bounded convex Lipschitz domain. Further
letl<p<u<oo,1<qg<oo,0<T<00,0<R<o0, NeN, ands > 0. Then for
f € LI°°(Q) there holds

£ 1€ pa@I S| esssup ()] | MEQ)|| + 17155

yeB(-,R)NQ

as well as || f | €5, Q)| S || f| Mu(Q)] + \f\(TOO M) In both cases, the implied constants
are independent of f.
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Proof. W.lo.g. assume ¢ < oo and choose J € N with 27/%2 < T. Further note that for

loc
max{p,v}

we can apply Proposition 4 (with 7' := 2—/ ) to conclude

171 €200 @I £ 15[ M@ + 171500

where clearly Hf ‘ Mg(Q)H < H ess-sup | f(y)| |Mg(Q H Therefore, it suffices to upper
R)NQ

)

v := 1 our assumptions imply that L'%¢(Q) c L (©) and o), 4 = 0 < s. Consequently,

bound | f| osc, Q’I’N by |f| AT 50 N . For this purpose, we employ the Whitney-type estimate
Lemma 7 for the bounded convex Lipschitz domains B(z,t)NQ withz € Qand 0 < ¢t <277
which gives

t_s OSC:][\’[f;If(x7 t) = t_s_d lnf /;( ) |f(y) - P(y)| dy
xz,t

PePn_1

St sup / ‘Ah B(a,t me(y)‘ d
|h|<diam(B(z,t)NQ) J B(z,t)NQ

< (207 | B, 1)) " / Yaly) esssup |ANF(y)| dy
B(z,t) heV N (y,2t)

< m{ (20 xa(e) esssup [4770)] )0
heV N (x,2t)

with M being the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. We then find

2— (J+1)

2—J
dt dt
/0 [t osclﬂlfx t)]1— Z /2 osclglf(a; t)]qT

j=T—1 (7+2)

< 9(i+1)sq [OSC Qlf(:n 92— (J+1))]

j=J-1
[e.9]

D

j=J-1

q

M(<2—j>-s Ya(+) ess-sup !Ath(*)\>(x)

heV N (x,277)

for every x € Q such that Lemma 3(ii) and Lemma 1 imply

AEL < (Z

j=J-1

o)
5 <
j=J—1

J

q>% MR

M((29) o) esssup (67709 ) )

heV N (x,277)

1

(@) xa() essup |A}S >\\)E MR
heV N (.,2-7)

Finally, we employ Lemma 3(v) to conclude

1

A < (30 2] eso (aYs01]" )| Mpie)

j=J—1 heVN(.,277)

2—0— 1) 1
4o qdt« " 2-7+2 5o N
S < 2/2 ess-sup | Ay f )\] 7) M@ = 1715 )
j=J—-1

heVN(-t)

so that the use of 27712 < T finishes the proof. |
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6 Summary and Further Issues

Throughout this paper we obtained several characterizations in terms of local oscillations
for the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces & , , defined either on R? or on special or bounded
Lipschitz domains. Moreover, as a byproduct we also found new characterizations via
differences of higher order. Nevertheless, there are still some open questions. Some of

them (which also will be subject of future research) can be found in the following list:

(i) In our main results (Theorems 2 and 3) the additional condition v > 1 shows up
if Q is a Lipschitz domain. This restriction seems to have technical reasons only
and stems from Proposition 2. Consequently, the natural question arises whether it
is possible to modify the proof of Proposition 2 such that the condition v > 1 can
be dropped. In this case, we could also drop the restriction p > 1 in part (ii) of
Theorems 2 and 3, respectively; see Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 6.

(ii) If © is a bounded Lipschitz domain, we only have a characterization in terms of

3 S
differences for & , .

over, €2 has to be convex. Those restrictions are coming from the Whitney-type

(©) under very restrictive conditions on the parameters. More-

estimate given in Lemma 7. Therefore it would be desirable to have advanced coun-
terparts of Lemma 7 that hold for arbitrary bounded Lipschitz domains and where
the supremum on the right-hand side is replaced by an integral.

(iii) In our main results several conditions concerning the parameter s show up, see (1)
and (2). Some of them seem to be necessary. However, in particular if p < 1 or
q < 1 there are still some open questions concerning necessity. Consequently, we
want to know whether these conditions are sharp and necessary. Some first results
concerning this topic can be found in [17], see also [18] and [15].
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