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Abstract: In this paper we are concerned with Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(Ω)

of positive smoothness s defined on (special or bounded) Lipschitz domains Ω ⊂ Rd as

well as on Rd. 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 Es
u,p,q(Ω) using differences of

higher order. Special cases include standard Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F s
p,q(Ω) and hence

classical Lp-Sobolev spaces Hs
p(Ω).
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1 Introduction and Main Results

Nowadays Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F s
p,q(R

d) are well-established tools to describe the regu-

larity of functions and distributions beyond the classical scale of Lp-Sobolev spaces Hs
p(R

d)

which are included as special cases q = 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 Lp. So,

Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(R

d) with 0 < p ≤ u < ∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞, s ∈ R and

Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces F s,τ
p,q (Rd) with 0 < p < ∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞, s ∈ R, 0 ≤ τ < ∞

attracted a lot of attention. The spaces Es
u,p,q(R

d) have been introduced by Tang and Xu

in 2005, see [30], while F s,τ
p,q (Rd) 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 Es
u,p,q(R

d) and F s,τ
p,q (Rd) 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 Lp 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 Es
u,p,q(Ω)

defined on domains Ω ⊆ Rd with preferably mild restrictions on the regularity of their

boundary. Thereby, in what follows (mostly) we will concentrate on special or bounded

Lipschitz domains Ω. It is one main goal of this paper to prove equivalent intrinsic

characterizations of the spaces Es
u,p,q(Ω) in terms of oscillations oscNv,Ωf . Here for a function

f ∈ Lloc
v (Ω) with 0 < v ≤ ∞ its local v-oscillation of order N ∈ N0 is given by

oscNv,Ωf(x, t) := inf
P∈PN

(
t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) 1
v
, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

whereby PN denotes the set of polynomials with degree at most N and for v = ∞ the

usual modifications have to be made. If Ω = Rd, we simply write oscNv f := oscN
v,Rdf .

We investigate under which conditions on the parameters s, u, p, q, v, N , and d func-

tions f ∈ Es
u,p,q(Ω) can be described by using oscNv,Ωf only. Such characterizations allow

to describe Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces in terms of the decay of bestapproximation

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 F s
p,q(Ω). 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 Es
u,p,q(Ω).

Here we refer to [2] for the case of classical Sobolev spaces.

For Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F s
p,q(Ω), whereat Ω ⊆ Rd is either Rd 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 Ω ⊆ Rd be either Rd

or a bounded C∞-domain. Let 0 < p < ∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞, 1 ≤ v ≤ ∞, N ∈ N, and s ∈ R

with

dmax

{
0,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s < N.

Then f ∈ Lmax{p,v}(Ω) belongs to F s
p,q(Ω) if and only if

∥∥f F s
p,q(Ω)

∥∥(1,v,N)

osc
:= ‖f Lp(Ω)‖+

∥∥∥∥
( ∫ 1

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v,Ω f(x, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q
Lp(Ω)

∥∥∥∥ <∞,

with the usual modification if q = ∞. Moreover,
∥∥ · F s

p,q(Ω)
∥∥(1,v,N)

osc
provides an equivalent

quasi-norm.
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When we turn to the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(Ω) some first equivalent

descriptions in terms of local oscillations are known for the special case Ω = Rd; see,

e.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

provides new equivalent quasi-norms in terms of oscillations for the spaces Es
u,p,q(Ω), at

which Ω is either Rd or a (special or bounded) Lipschitz domain.

Theorem 2 (Oscillation Characterizations). Let 0 < p ≤ u < ∞, 0 < q, T, v ≤ ∞,

d,N ∈ N, and 0 < R <∞. Moreover, assume that s ∈ R satisfies

d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s < N. (1)

Then the following statements hold:

(i) Es
u,p,q(R

d) is the collection of all f ∈ Lloc
max{1,p,v}(R

d) for which

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,R)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v f(·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). Furthermore, the assertion remains valid when∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R) |f(y)|
v dy

) 1
v Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ is replaced by

∥∥f Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥.

(ii) In addition assume that v ≥ 1 and let Ω be either a special or a bounded Lipschitz

domain in Rd. Then Es
u,p,q(Ω) is the collection of all f ∈ Lloc

max{p,v}(Ω) for which

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v,Ω f(·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). If additionally p ≥ 1, this statement remains true

when
∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω |f(y)|v dy
) 1

v Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥ is replaced by
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥.

In both cases, the usual modifications have to be made if q = ∞ and/or v = ∞.

When we concentrate on the case Ω = Rd, 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, Ω is a special or bounded Lipschitz

domain, the special case p = u particularly provides new characterizations for the original

Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F s
p,q(Ω) (and hence for ordinary Sobolev spaces). Let us stress that

for Lipschitz domains and p 6= 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 Es
u,p,q(R

d) in terms of higher order differences ∆N
h 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.
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Therefore, as a byproduct, we also obtain new characterizations in terms of higher order

differences for Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q. The corresponding result reads as

follows.

Theorem 3 (Difference Characterizations). Let 0 < p ≤ u < ∞, 0 < q, T, v ≤ ∞,

d,N ∈ N, and 0 < R <∞. Moreover, assume that s ∈ R satisfies

d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s < N. (2)

Then the following assertions hold true:

(i) If additionally T ≥ 1, then Es
u,p,q(R

d) is the set of all f ∈ Lloc
max{1,p,v}(R

d) for which

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,R)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0
t−sq

(
t−d

∫

B(0,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣v dh
) q

v dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). Furthermore, the assertion remains valid when∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R) |f(y)|
v dy

) 1
v Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ is replaced by

∥∥f Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥.

(ii) In addition, assume that v ≥ 1 and let Ω be a special Lipschitz domain in Rd. Then

Es
u,p,q(Ω) is the collection of all f ∈ Lloc

max{p,v}(Ω) for which

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B(·,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0
t−sq

(
t−d

∫

V N ( · ,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣v dh
) q

v dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). If additionally p ≥ 1, this statement remains true

when
∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω |f(y)|v dy
) 1

v Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥ is replaced by
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥.

(iii) Additionally, assume that Ω is a bounded convex Lipschitz domain in Rd and let

p, q > 1 as well as v = ∞ such that (2) reduces to

d max

{
1

p
,
1

q

}
< s < N.

Then Es
u,p,q(Ω) is the collection of all f ∈ Lloc

∞ (Ω) for which

∥∥∥∥∥ ess-sup
y∈B( · ,R)∩Ω

|f(y)| Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0
t−sq

(
ess-sup
h∈V N (·,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣
)q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

is finite (equivalent quasi-norm). Moreover, the assertion remains valid when∥∥ ess-sup
y∈B( · ,R)∩Ω

|f(y)|
∣∣Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥ is replaced by

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥.
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Therein we set V N (x, t) := {h ∈ Rd |h| < t and x+ ℓh ∈ Ω for all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N} for t > 0.

In all cases, the usual modifications have to be made if q = ∞ and/or v = ∞.

Similar results for the special case Ω = Rd 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 Rd 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 Es
u,p,q on Rd and Lipschitz domains Ω, respectively, in

terms of local oscillations and higher order 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 Es
u,p,q(Ω) defined on bounded convex Lipschitz

domains Ω 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, N0 := N ∪ {0}, Z describes the

integers and R the real numbers. Further, Rd with d ∈ N denotes the d-dimensional

Euclidean space and we put

B(x, t) :=
{
y ∈ Rd |x− y| < t

}
, x ∈ Rd, t > 0.

All functions are assumed to be complex-valued, i.e. we consider functions f : Rd → C.

We let S(Rd) be the collection of all Schwartz functions on Rd endowed with the usual

topology and by S ′(Rd) we denote its topological dual, the space of all bounded linear

functionals on S(Rd) equipped with the weak-∗ topology. The symbol F refers to the

Fourier transform and F−1 to its inverse, both defined on S ′(Rd). For domains (open

connected sets) Ω ⊆ Rd and 0 < v ≤ ∞, by Lloc
v (Ω) we mean the set of locally v-integrable

(or locally essentially bounded) functions on Ω. Furthermore, D(Ω) = C∞
0 (Ω) denotes the

set of infinitely often differentiable functions with compact support on Ω. Its topological

dual, D′(Ω), is the space of distributions on Ω. Almost all function spaces considered in this

paper are subspaces of regular distributions from S ′(Rd) or D′(Ω), 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 <∞ and 0 < q ≤ ∞ we shall use the well-established quantities

σp := d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1

}
and σp,q := d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1

}
.

The symbols C,C1, c, c1, . . . denote positive constants depending only on the fixed para-

meters d, s, u, p, q, 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.
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2 Preliminaries

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

Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(R

d) are spaces of distributions built upon Morrey

spaces Mu
p(R

d). Therefore, at first we recall the definition of the latter.

Definition 1 (Morrey space Mu
p(R

d)). For 0 < p ≤ u <∞ the Morrey space Mu
p(R

d) is

the collection of all functions f ∈ Lloc
p (Rd) such that

∥∥∥f Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥∥ := sup

y∈Rd,r>0

|B(y, r)|
1
u
− 1

p

(∫

B(y,r)
|f(x)|p dx

) 1
p

<∞.

The Morrey spaces Mu
p(R

d) are known to be quasi-Banach spaces and Banach spaces

if p ≥ 1. They have many connections to ordinary Lebesgue spaces Lp(R
d). Indeed, for

0 < p2 ≤ p1 ≤ u <∞ we have

Lu(R
d) = Mu

u(R
d) →֒ Mu

p1(R
d) →֒ Mu

p2(R
d).

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 < q ≤ ∞ and 1 < p ≤ u <∞. Then for all sequences

{fj}
∞
j=0 of Lloc

1 (Rd)-functions there holds (with the usual modifications in the case q = ∞)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥




∞∑

j=0

|(Mfj)(·)|
q




1
q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥




∞∑

j=0

|fj(·)|
q




1
q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
.

In order to define Es
u,p,q(R

d) we need a so-called smooth dyadic decomposition of unity.

Let ϕ0 ∈ C∞
0 (Rd) be a non-negative function such that ϕ0(x) = 1 if |x| ≤ 1 and ϕ0(x) = 0

if |x| ≥ 3
2 . For k ∈ N we define

ϕk(x) := ϕ0(2
−kx)− ϕ0(2

−k+1x), x ∈ Rd.

Then
∞∑

k=0

ϕk(x) = 1, x ∈ Rd,

and

suppϕk ⊂
{
x ∈ Rd 2k−1 ≤ |x| ≤ 2k+1

}
, k ∈ N,

which justifies the name smooth dyadic decomposition of unity for the system (ϕk)k∈N0 .

Moreover, using the Paley-Wiener-Schwartz theorem [32, Theorem 2 in Section 1.2.1], we

find that for all f ∈ S ′(Rd) the distributions F−1[ϕk Ff ] ∈ S ′(Rd), k ∈ N0, are actually

smooth functions on Rd. This allows for the following definition of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey

spaces.

6



Definition 2 (Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey space Es
u,p,q(R

d)). Let 0 < p ≤ u <∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞,

and s ∈ R. Further, let (ϕk)k∈N0 be a smooth dyadic decomposition of unity. Then the

Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey space Es
u,p,q(R

d) collects all f ∈ S ′(Rd) for which

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(
∞∑

k=0

2ksq
∣∣F−1[ϕkFf ](·)

∣∣q
) 1

q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
<∞.

If q = ∞, 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 <∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R. Then the following holds.

(i) Es
u,p,q(R

d) is independent of the chosen smooth dyadic decomposition of unity in the

sense of equivalent quasi-norms.

(ii) The spaces Es
u,p,q(R

d) are quasi-Banach spaces. For p, q ≥ 1 they are Banach spaces.

(iii) With τ := min{1, p, q} we have

∥∥∥f + g Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
τ
≤
∥∥∥f Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥
τ
+
∥∥∥g Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥
τ
, f, g ∈ Es

u,p,q(R
d).

(iv) S(Rd) →֒ Es
u,p,q(R

d) →֒ S ′(Rd).

(v) Es
p,p,q(R

d) = F s
p,q(R

d).

(vi) If p > 1, then E0
u,p,2(R

d) = Mu
p(R

d).

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 Ω ( Rd are defined by restriction.

For this purpose, given some g ∈ S ′(Rd) ⊃ Es
u,p,q(R

d) we let the distribution g|Ω ∈ D′(Ω)

be defined by g|Ω(ϕ) := g(ϕ) for all ϕ ∈ D(Ω) (⊂ D(Rd) ⊂ S(Rd)).

Definition 3 (Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey space Es
u,p,q(Ω)). For 0 < p ≤ u <∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞,

s ∈ R, and domains Ω ( Rd with d ∈ N let

Es
u,p,q(Ω) :=

{
f ∈ D′(Ω) f = g|Ω for some g ∈ Es

u,p,q(R
d)
}

be endowed with the quasi-norm

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ := inf
{∥∥∥g Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥ f = g|Ω for some g ∈ Es

u,p,q(R
d)
}
.
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Later on, we will especially be concerned with Es
u,p,q(Ω) on Lipschitz domains Ω ⊂ Rd.

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 Ω ⊂ Rd lying above the graph of a Lipschitz

function ω : Rd−1 → R, namely,

Ω := {(x′, xd) ∈ R(d−1)+1 xd > ω(x′)}.

(ii) A bounded Lipschitz domain is a bounded domain Ω ⊂ Rd whose boundary ∂Ω can

be covered by a finite number of open balls Bk such that for each k after a suitable

rotation ∂Ω ∩Bk 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(Ω) denotes the set of all

measurable complex-valued functions on Ω ⊆ Rd.

Definition 5 (Morrey space Mu
p(Ω)). For d ∈ N let Ω ⊆ Rd be a domain. Then for

0 < p ≤ u <∞ the Morrey space Mu
p(Ω) is given by

Mu
p(Ω) :=

{
f ∈M(Ω)

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ <∞
}

endowed with the (quasi-)norm

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ := sup
y∈Ω,r>0

rd(
1
u
− 1

p
)

(∫

Ω∩B(y,r)
|f(x)|p dx

) 1
p

.

Remark 2. Clearly, Mu
p(Ω) ⊆ Lloc

p (Ω). Furthermore, in Definition 5 we could use cubes

instead of balls and/or replace r > 0 by 2j with j ∈ Z to obtain equivalent quasi-norms.

Moreover, let us stress that for Ω = Rd this definition is equivalent to Definition 1 above.

However, a trivial extension of f ∈ Lloc
p (Ω) is not granted to be in Lloc

p (Rd). To avoid these

difficulties we used M(Ω) in Definition 5. Finally note that the weight does not change

for balls close to ∂Ω in order to avoid restrictions on Ω (such as the so-called measure

density condition).
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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 <∞ and let Ω,Ω1,Ω2 ⊆ Rd be domains.

(i) The (restriction of the) trivial extension E : M(Ω) →M(Rd), given by

Ef(x) :=

{
f(x), x ∈ Ω,

0, x ∈ Rd \Ω,

provides a linear and continuous extension Mu
p(Ω) → Mu

p(R
d).

(ii) There holds Mu
p(Ω) =

{
f ∈M(Ω) ∃F ∈ Mu

p(R
d) : F |Ω = f a.e. in Ω

}
, where

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ ∼ inf
F∈Mu

p(R
d)

F |Ω=f a.e. in Ω

∥∥∥F Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥∥ . (3)

(iii) For all G ∈ L∞(Rd) there exists cG > 0 such that

∥∥G|Ω · f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ ≤ cG
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥ , f ∈ Mu

p(Ω).

(iv) Every affine-linear diffeomorphism Φ: Rd → Rd (i.e. Φ(x) = Ax+b with |detA| 6= 0)

yields an isomorphism TΦ : f 7→ f ◦ Φ of Mu
p(Φ(Ω)) onto Mu

p(Ω).

(v) Let S ⊆ Rd be such that S ∩Ω1 = S ∩Ω2. Then for all F ∈M(Rd) with suppF ⊆ S

we have ∥∥F |Ω2 Mu
p(Ω2)

∥∥ ∼
∥∥F |Ω1 Mu

p(Ω1)
∥∥ .

(vi) If 0 < µ <∞, then f ∈ Mu
p(Ω) if and only if |f |µ ∈ M

u/µ
p/µ(Ω). In this case

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥|f |
µ M

u
µ
p
µ

(Ω)

∥∥∥∥
1
µ

.

(vii) For F ∈ Mu
p(R

d), 0 < v ≤ p, and R > 0 we have

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B(·,R)
|F (x)|v dx

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
.
∥∥∥F Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ .

Proof . Step 1. At first we prove (i). W.l.o.g. assume Ω 6= Rd and let f ∈ Mu
p(Ω). Then

we clearly have Ef ∈M(Rd) and (Ef)|Ω = f (pointwise a.e.) in Ω. We show

∥∥∥Ef Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥∥ .

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ .

To this end, we adapt the idea of [12, Theorem 2.3] and let y ∈ Rd as well as

r > 0. If dist(y,Ω) ≥ r, then B(y, r) ∩ Ω = ∅ and hence the definition of E yields
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∫
B(y,r) |Ef(x)|

p dx =
∫
Ω∩B(y,r) |f(x)|

p dx = 0. If otherwise dist(y,Ω) < r, there exists

y′ ∈ Ω such that B(y, r) ⊂ B(y′, 2r) and thus

r
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)

(∫

B(y,r)
|Ef(x)|p dx

) 1
p

. (2r)
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)

(∫

Ω∩B(y′,2r)
|f(x)|p dx

) 1
p

.

Therefore,

∥∥∥Ef Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥∥ = sup

y∈Rd,r>0

rd(
1
u
− 1

p
)

(∫

B(y,r)
|Ef(x)|p dx

) 1
p

. sup
y′∈Ω,r>0

|B(y′, r)|
1
u
− 1

p

(∫

Ω∩B(y′,r)
|f(x)|p dx

) 1
p

.
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥ <∞.

This shows (i) as well as “⊆” in (ii) and “&” in (3).

Step 2. In order to complete the proof of (ii) now let f ∈ M(Ω) and F ∈ Mu
p(R

d)

with F |Ω = f a.e. in Ω. Then we observe

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ . sup
y∈Ω,r>0

r
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)

(∫

Ω∩B(y,r)
|F (x)|p dx

) 1
p

≤ sup
y∈Rd,r>0

r
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)

(∫

B(y,r)
|F (x)|p dx

) 1
p

=
∥∥∥F Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ <∞

which shows f ∈ Mu
p(Ω), i.e. “⊇” 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

f ∈ Mu
p(Φ(Ω)) ⊂ M(Φ(Ω)) we have f ◦ Φ ∈ M(Ω). Moreover, for y ∈ Ω and r > 0 a

transformation of measure shows
∫

Ω∩B(y,r)
|f(Φ(x))|p dx =

1

|detA|

∫

Φ(Ω∩B(y,r))
|f(z)|p dz,

where Φ(Ω ∩B(y, r)) ⊆ Φ(Ω) ∩ Φ(B(y, r)) ⊆ Φ(Ω) ∩B(Φ(y), ‖A‖2 r) since

|z − Φ(y)| = |Φ(x)−Φ(y)| = |A (x− y)| ≤ ‖A‖2 |x− y|

for all z = Φ(x) ∈ Φ(B(y, r)), where ‖A‖2 6= 0 denotes the spectral norm of the matrix A.

Thus

∥∥f ◦Φ Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ . sup
y∈Ω,r>0

rd(
1
u
− 1

p
)

(∫

Φ(Ω)∩B(Φ(y),‖A‖2r)
|f(z)|p dz

) 1
p

. sup
x∈Φ(Ω),R>0

R
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)

(∫

Φ(Ω)∩B(x,R)
|f(z)|p dz

) 1
p

=
∥∥f Mu

p(Φ(Ω))
∥∥

which also shows f ◦ Φ ∈ Mu
p(Ω).
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Step 4. To show (v) it suffices to prove a one-sided estimate as the other one follows

by exchanging the roles of Ω1 and Ω2. Using (i), the support properties of F imply

∥∥F |Ω2 Mu
p(Ω2)

∥∥ . sup
y∈Ω2,r>0

r
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)

(∫

S∩Ω1∩B(y,r)
|F (x)|p dx

) 1
p

≤ sup
y∈Rd,r>0

r
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)
(∫

Rd

|[E(F |Ω1)](x)|
p dx

) 1
p

=
∥∥∥E(F |Ω1) Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥

.
∥∥F |Ω1 Mu

p(Ω1)
∥∥ .

This completes the proof of (v).

Step 5. Since (vi) directly follows from Definition 5, it remains to show (vii). We

have

L :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B(·,R)
|F (x)|v dx

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B(0,R)
|F (· − h)|v dh

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
.

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

L = sup
y∈Rd,r>0

r
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)



∫

B(y,r)

(∫

B(0,R)
|F (x− h)|v dh

) p
v

dx




1
p

≤ sup
y∈Rd,r>0

rd(
1
u
− 1

p
)



∫

B(0,R)

(∫

B(y,r)
|F (x− h)|p dx

) v
p

dh




1
v

such that

L ≤



∫

B(0,R)


 sup
y∈Rd,r>0

rd(
1
u
− 1

p
)

(∫

B(y,r)
|F (x− h)|p dx

) 1
p



v

dh




1
v

=

(∫

B(0,R)

∥∥∥F (· − h) Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥∥
v
dh

) 1
v

and hence the translation invariance of Mu
p(R

d) completes the proof. �

Later also the following observation will be important.

Lemma 4. For d ∈ N let Ω ⊆ Rd be a domain or Rd itself. Further let 0 < p ≤ u < ∞,

0 < v ≤ ∞ and 0 < r ≤ R <∞. Then for f ∈ Lloc
max{1,p,v}(Ω) we have

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B(·,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∼

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B(·,r)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

with constants independent of f .
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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 < ∞, we can restrict ourselves to v = 1. (If v = ∞, then

one has to replace every integral by an essential supremum in the subsequent proof.)

Further note that there exist displacement vectors wk ∈ Zd, k ∈ N, such that for some

K = K(r,R, d) ∈ N,

B(x,R) ⊂
K⋃

k=1

B
(
x+

r

2
wk,

r

2

)
, x ∈ Rd.

Therefore, Lemma 3(ii) yields
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B(·,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥ ∼

∥∥∥∥∥χΩ

∫

B(·,R)
|Ef(y)| dy Mu

p(R
d)

∥∥∥∥∥ (4)

≤

∥∥∥∥∥

K∑

k=1

χΩ

∫

B( ·+ r
2
wk,

r
2)

|Ef(y)| dy Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥ .

Now, given x ∈ Rd and k ∈ N, we have

χΩ

∫

B(x+ r
2
wk,

r
2
)
|Ef(y)| dy

≤
∑

e∈{−1,0,1}d

χΩ(x)χΩ

(
x+

r

2
[wk + e]

) ∫

B(x+ r
2
[wk+e],r)

|Ef(y)| dy

since the left-hand side is strictly positive only if x ∈ Ω and at least for one e∗ ∈ {−1, 0, 1}d

also x+ r/2[wk + e∗] ∈ Ω (as suppEf ⊆ Ω). For this e∗ we have

B
(
x+

r

2
wk,

r

2

)
⊂ B

(
x+

r

2
[wk + e∗], r

)

Hence,
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B(·,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥

K∑

k=1

∑

e∈{−1,0,1}d

χΩ( · )χΩ

(
· +

r

2
[wk + e]

) ∫

B( ·+ r
2
[wk+e],r)

|Ef(y)| dy Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

.

K∑

k=1

∑

e∈{−1,0,1}d

∥∥∥∥∥χΩ

(
· +

r

2
[wk + e]

) ∫

B( ·+ r
2
[wk+e],r)

|Ef(y)| dy Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

∼

∥∥∥∥∥χΩ( · )

∫

B( · ,r)
|Ef(y)| dy Mu

p(R
d)

∥∥∥∥∥ ,

where for the last step we used the translation-invariance of Mu
p(R

d). 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 ⊆ Rd and ε > 0 we let Sε := {x ∈ Rd dist(x, S) < ε}

denote its ε-neighbourhood.
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Lemma 5. Let 0 < p ≤ u <∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞, s ∈ R, and let Ω,Ω1,Ω2 ⊆ Rd be domains.

(i) For all G ∈ D(Rd) there exists cG > 0 such that

∥∥G|Ω · f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ≤ cG
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥ , f ∈ Es

u,p,q(Ω).

(ii) Every affine-linear diffeomorphism Φ: Rd → Rd yields an isomorphism TΦ : f 7→ f◦Φ

of Es
u,p,q(Φ(Ω)) onto Es

u,p,q(Ω).

(iii) Let S ⊆ Rd be such that Sε∩Ω1 = Sε∩Ω2 . Then for all F ∈ S ′(Rd) with suppF ⊆ S

∥∥F |Ω1 Es
u,p,q(Ω1)

∥∥ ∼
∥∥F |Ω2 Es

u,p,q(Ω2)
∥∥ .

(iv) If s > σp, then Es
u,p,q(Ω) →֒ Mu

p(Ω).

Proof . Step 1. At first we prove (i). Again, w.l.o.g., we may assume Ω 6= Rd. For given

f ∈ Es
u,p,q(Ω) we choose an extension F ∈ Es

u,p,q(R
d) with

∥∥∥F Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ ≤ 2

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

Then (GF )|Ω(ϕ) = (GF )(Eϕ) = F (GEϕ) = f(G|Ωϕ) = (G|Ωf)(ϕ) for all ϕ ∈ D(Ω), i.e.,

(GF )|Ω = G|Ωf in D′(Ω). Therefore, with constants independent of f ,

∥∥G|Ω · f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥G · F Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥ ≤ CG

∥∥∥F Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ ≤ 2CG

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ,

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

TΦ : F 7→ F ◦ Φ is an isomorphism on Es
u,p,q(R

d). Hence, F ∈ Es
u,p,q(R

d) is equivalent to

G := F ◦Φ−1 ∈ Es
u,p,q(R

d). Further, for f ∈ Es
u,p,q(Φ(Ω)) as well as F ∈ Es

u,p,q(R
d) we have

(f ◦Φ)(ϕ) = f

(
ϕ ◦ Φ−1

|detA|

)
and F |Ω(ϕ) = [(F ◦Φ−1)|Φ(Ω) ◦Φ)](ϕ) = G|Φ(Ω)

(
ϕ ◦Φ−1

|detA|

)

for all ϕ ∈ D(Ω) such that f ◦Φ = F |Ω in D′(Ω) is equivalent to f = G|Φ(Ω) in D′(Φ(Ω)).

Therefore, [25, Theorem 1.7] implies

∥∥f ◦ Φ Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ = inf
F∈Es

u,p,q(R
d)

f◦Φ=F |Ω in D′(Ω)

∥∥∥F Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥

= inf
G∈Es

u,p,q(R
d)

f=G|Φ(Ω) in D′(Φ(Ω))

∥∥∥G ◦Φ Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥

︸ ︷︷ ︸
.‖G Es

u,p,q(R
d)‖

.
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Φ(Ω))
∥∥ .

Step 3. In order to prove (iii), let σ ∈ D(Rd) be such that σ ≡ 1 on S with

suppσ ⊂ Sε. Then for all F ∈ S ′(Rd) with suppF ⊆ S, we have F = σF in S ′(Rd). Now

assume F |Ω2 ∈ Es
u,p,q(Ω2) and let G ∈ Es

u,p,q(R
d) with F |Ω2 = G|Ω2 in D′(Ω2) be arbitrarily

fixed. Then (i) shows that G̃ := σG ∈ Es
u,p,q(R

d). If Ej : D(Ωj) → S(Rd), j = 1, 2, denote

the trivial extensions, then for all ϕ ∈ D(Ω1) we have [σ(E1ϕ)]|Ω2 ∈ D(Ω2),

G|Ω2([σ(E1ϕ)]|Ω2) = G(E2[σ(E1ϕ)]|Ω2) = G(σE1ϕ) = (σG)(E1ϕ) = G̃|Ω1(ϕ)
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and similarly F |Ω2([σ(E1ϕ)]|Ω2) = (σF )(E1ϕ) = F (E1ϕ) = F |Ω1(ϕ). So we conclude that

F |Ω1 = G̃|Ω1 in D′(Ω1) and hence using (i) with Ω := Rd we find

∥∥F |Ω1 Es
u,p,q(Ω1)

∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥G̃ Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥σG Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ ≤ cσ

∥∥∥G Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ .

Since we have G ∈ Es
u,p,q(R

d) with F |Ω2 = G|Ω2 in D′(Ω2) was arbitrary, this shows∥∥F |Ω1 Es
u,p,q(Ω1)

∥∥ .
∥∥F |Ω2 Es

u,p,q(Ω2)
∥∥ and the proof of (iii) is complete.

Step 4. It remains to prove (iv). For this purpose, we first discuss Ω = Rd and

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

Es
u,p,q(R

d) →֒ E0
u,p,2(R

d) = Mu
p(R

d),

due to Lemma 2(vi). Here we also could refer to [11, Theorem 3.2].

If otherwise p ≤ 1, at first we recall that Es
u,p,q(R

d) →֒ Es
u,p,∞(Rd). Since s > σp

implies s > σp · p/u the latter space is contained in Lloc
1 (Rd) and hence in Lloc

p (Rd), see

[10, Theorem 3.3]. Thus, [17, Theorem 1.2] implies Es
u,p,∞(Rd) →֒ Mu

p(R
d). Notice that

also here we can refer to [11, Theorem 3.2].

Now let Ω ( Rd. Then Lemma 3(ii) and the previous findings yield

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ . inf
F∈Es

u,p,q(R
d)

F |Ω=f in D′(Ω)

∥∥∥F Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ =

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ,

where we used that, due to [10, Theorem 3.3], Es
u,p,q(R

d) ⊂ Lloc
1 (Rd) such that F |Ω is regular

and its a.e. pointwise equality with f is equivalent to equality in the sense of D′(Ω). �

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 : Rd → C its first order difference of step length h ∈ Rd

is given by the mapping x 7→ ∆1
hf(x) := f(x+h)−f(x) on Rd. Moreover, for N ∈ N\{1}

we let

∆N
h f(x) :=

(
∆1

h

(
∆N−1

h f
))

(x) , x ∈ Rd . (5)

Then it is easily seen that for every N ∈ N and h ∈ Rd there holds

∆N
h f(x) =

N∑

k=0

(−1)N−k

(
N

k

)
f(x+ kh), x ∈ Rd. (6)

In addition, for N ∈ N let PN−1 denote the set of all d-variate polynomials with total

degree strictly less than N and let Ω ⊆ Rd be a domain or Rd itself. Then for 0 < v ≤ ∞

the local oscillation with radius t > 0 of f ∈ Lloc
v (Ω) in x ∈ Ω is given by

oscN−1
v,Ω f(x, t) :=





inf
P∈PN−1

(
t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) 1
v

if v <∞,

inf
P∈PN−1

ess-sup
y∈B(x,t)∩Ω

|f(y)− P (y)| if v = ∞.
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If Ω = Rd, we simply write oscN−1
v f := oscN−1

v,Rd f .

Now we are well-prepared to introduce the quasi-(semi-)norms which will turn out to

characterize Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(Ω). They generalize respective quanti-

ties for Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F s
p,q(Ω) in a natural way; cf. [34, Section 5.2].

Definition 6 (New quasi-(semi-)norms on Es
u,p,q). For d ∈ N let Ω ⊆ Rd be a domain

or Rd itself. Then for N ∈ N, 0 < p ≤ u < ∞, 0 < q, T, v ≤ ∞, 0 < R < ∞, and

f ∈ Lloc
max{1,p,v}(Ω) we let

|f |
(T,v,N)
osc,Ω :=

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v,Ω f(·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

(if Ω = Rd, we simply write |f |(T,v,N)
osc := |f |

(T,v,N)

osc,Rd ), as well as

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥(T,v,N)

osc
:=
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥+ |f |

(T,v,N)
osc,Ω ,

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥(R,T,v,N)

osc
:=

∥∥∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,v,N)
osc,Ω .

Likewise, using V N (x, t) := {h ∈ Rd |h| < t and x+ ℓh ∈ Ω for 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N}, we let

|f |
(T,v,N)
∆,Ω :=

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0

[
t−s
(
t−d

∫

V N ( · ,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣v dh
) 1

v

]q dt
t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥ ,

(|f |
(T,v,N)
∆ := |f |

(T,v,N)

∆,Rd ) and define
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥(T,v,N)

∆
as well as

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥(R,T,v,N)

∆

correspondingly. In any case, for q = ∞ and/or v = ∞, the usual modifications are made.

3 Characterizations of Esu,p,q(R
d)

In this section we prove new characterizations of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(R

d)

on Rd in terms of higher order differences and local oscillations.

3.1 Differences on Rd

Note that for the spaces Es
u,p,q(R

d) defined on Rd characterizations in terms of differences

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

Theorem 4. Let d,N ∈ N, 0 < p ≤ u <∞, 0 < q, v ≤ ∞, 0 < R <∞, and s ∈ R with

d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s < N.

Then for all 1 ≤ T ≤ ∞

Es
u,p,q(R

d) =

{
f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d)

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(T,v,N)

∆
<∞

}
(7)

=

{
f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d)

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(R,T,v,N)

∆
<∞

}

and the quasi-norms
∥∥ · Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥,
∥∥ · Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥(T,v,N)

∆
and

∥∥ · Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(R,T,v,N)

∆
are

mutually equivalent on Lloc
max{1,p,v}(R

d).
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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 ∈ Lloc
min{p,q}(R

d)

belongs to Es
u,p,q(R

d) if and only if f ∈ Lloc
v (Rd) and

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(T,v,N)

∆
is finite

with
∥∥ · Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥(T,v,N)

∆
being equivalent to

∥∥ · Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥ on Lloc

min{p,q}(R
d). Since

Lloc
max{1,p,v}(R

d) ⊂ Lloc
min{p,q}(R

d) it thus suffices to prove (7).

Step 2. We show (7). To this end, note that f ∈ Lloc
max{1,p,v}(R

d) implies that f

belongs to Lloc
min{p,q}(R

d) ∩ Lloc
v (Rd). Hence, if

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(T,v,N)

∆
< ∞, then Step 1

yields f ∈ Es
u,p,q(R

d) which proves “⊇” in (7).

For the converse direction, we let f ∈ Es
u,p,q(R

d). If p ≤ 1, then our assumptions

imply that s > σp ≥ σp
p
u which in turn yields f ∈ Lloc

1 (Rd), see [10, Theorem 3.3].

Therefore, we have f ∈ Lloc
min{p,q}(R

d) such that Step 1 implies f ∈ Lloc
v (Rd) and that

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(T,v,N)

∆
is finite. Since max{1, p, v} = max{1, v} if p ≤ 1, we have shown “⊆”

in (7) for this case. If otherwise p > 1, then Lemma 5(iv) implies

Es
u,p,q(R

d) →֒ Mu
p(R

d) ⊂ Lloc
p (Rd) ⊆ Lloc

min{p,q}(R
d)

such that we can apply Step 1 to conclude f ∈ Lloc
v (Rd) and

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(T,v,N)

∆
< ∞.

As max{1, p, v} = max{p, v} for p > 1, the proof of “⊆” in (7) is complete.

Step 3. In order to complete the proof, we argue similarly based on a modified version

of [17, Theorem 4.2] with
∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R) |f(y)|
v dy

) 1
v Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ in place of

∥∥f Mu
p(R

d)
∥∥ 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 = q 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 Rd

Here our main goal is to describe Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(R

d) 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. Let d,N ∈ N, s ∈ R, 0 < p ≤ u <∞, and 0 < q, v ≤ ∞ such that

d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s < N.
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Then

Es
u,p,q(R

d) =

{
f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d)

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(♣)

osc
<∞

}
,

where

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(♣)

osc
:=

∥∥∥∥∥

[( ∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) q
v

+
∞∑

j=1

2jq(s+
d
v
) inf
P∈PN−1

(∫

B( · ,2−j)
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) q
v

] 1
q
∣∣∣∣∣M

u
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

(with the usual modifications if q = ∞ and/or v = ∞) provides an equivalent quasi-norm.

Proof . Note that we only need to show that a function f ∈ Lloc
min{p,q}(R

d) belongs to

Es
u,p,q(R

d) if and only if f ∈ Lloc
v (Rd) and

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(♣)

osc
< ∞ with

∥∥· Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(♣)

osc

being equivalent to
∥∥· Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥ on Lloc

min{p,q}(R
d). 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 Es
u,p,q(R

d) 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]. �

Let us reformulate the equivalent quasi-norm
∥∥· Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥(♣)

osc
obtained in Theorem 5

such that it gets a more convenient shape, i.e. in terms of the oscillation-based quanti-

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

Theorem 2.

Theorem 6. Let d,N ∈ N, s ∈ R, 0 < p ≤ u < ∞, 0 < q, T, v ≤ ∞, and 0 < R < ∞

such that

d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s < N.

Then

Es
u,p,q(R

d) =

{
f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d)

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(T,v,N)

osc
<∞

}

=

{
f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d)

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(R,T,v,N)

osc
<∞

}

and the quasi-norms
∥∥ · Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥,
∥∥ · Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥(T,v,N)

osc
, and

∥∥ · Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(R,T,v,N)

osc
are

mutually equivalent on Lloc
max{1,p,v}(R

d).

Proof . Throughout this proof w.l.o.g. we may assume that q, v <∞. 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
∥∥ · Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥(1,T,v,N)

osc
. To this end, in view

of Theorem 5, it suffices to prove that

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(1,T,v,N)

osc
∼
∥∥∥f Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥
(♣)

osc
, f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d). (8)

Substep 1a. We start by proving (8) in the special case 0 < T ≤ 1. For this purpose,

we note that for every x ∈ Rd

(∫ T

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v f(x, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q
≤

( ∞∑

j=0

∫ 2−j

2−j−1

t−sq[oscN−1
v f(x, t)]q

dt

t

) 1
q

,

where oscN−1
v f(x, t) . oscN−1

v f(x, 2−j) for 2−j−1 < t < 2−j , see, e.g. [41, p.124] or [37,

p.10]. Moreover, we observe

∫ 2−j

2−j−1

t−sq−1 dt =

[
1

−sq
t−sq

]2−j

t=2−j−1

=
1

sq
[(2−(j+1))−sq − (2−j)−sq] = 2jsq

2sq − 1

sq
∼ 2jsq.

Therefore,

(∫ T

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v f(x, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

.

(
[oscN−1

v f(x, 1)]q +

∞∑

j=1

2jsq[oscN−1
v f(x, 2−j)]q

) 1
q

≤

[(∫

B(x,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) q
v
+

∞∑

j=1

2j(s+
d
v
)q inf

P∈PN−1

( ∫

B(x,2−j)
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) q
v

] 1
q

,

where we used P = 0 to bound oscN−1
v f(x, 1). In addition, for every x ∈ Rd,

(∫

B(x,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

≤

[(∫

B(x,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) q
v
+

∞∑

j=1

2j(s+
d
v
)q inf

P∈PN−1

( ∫

B(x,2−j)
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) q
v

] 1
q

.

Together this proves “.” in (8).

In order to show the converse estimate, again let x ∈ Rd and choose J ∈ N with

2−J ≤ T . Then, on the one hand, we observe

J∑

j=1

2j(s+
d
v
)q inf

P∈PN−1

(∫

B(x,2−j )
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) q
v
≤

J∑

j=1

2j(s+
d
v
)q
(∫

B(x,2−j)
|f(y)|v dy

) q
v

.
( ∫

B(x,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) q
v
.
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On the other hand, we find

∞∑

j=J+1

2j(s+
d
v
)q inf
P∈PN−1

(∫

B(x,2−j)
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) q
v

= 2sq
∞∑

j=J+1

2(j−1)sq[oscN−1
v f(x, 2−j)]q

∼
∞∑

j=J+1

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

t−sq−1 dt [oscN−1
v f(x, 2−j)]q

.

∞∑

j=J+1

∫ 2−(j−1)

2−j

[t−s oscN−1
v f(x, t)]q

dt

t

≤

∫ T

0
[t−s oscN−1

v f(x, t)]q
dt

t
.

Consequently, a combination of both estimates yields

[( ∫

B(x,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) q
v
+

∞∑

j=1

2j(s+
d
v
)q inf

P∈PN−1

(∫

B(x,2−j)
|f(y)− P (y)|v dy

) q
v

] 1
q

.
(∫

B(x,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v
+
(∫ T

0
[t−s oscN−1

v f(x, t)]q
dt

t

) 1
q
.

So we get “&” in (8) such that the proof of (8) for T ≤ 1 is complete.

Substep 1b. Due to the monotonicity of
∥∥ · Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥(1,T,v,N)

osc
in T it remains to

show

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(1,∞,v,N)

osc
.
∥∥∥f Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥
(1,1,v,N)

osc
, f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d), (9)

in order to complete Step 1. For x ∈ Rd we note that similar to Step 1

∫ ∞

1

[
t−s oscN−1

v f(x, t)
]q dt

t
=

∞∑

j=1

∫ 2j

2j−1

t−sq [oscN−1
v f(x, t)]q

dt

t

.

∞∑

j=1

2−jsq [oscN−1
v f(x, 2j)]q.

Further note that independent of x there exist appropriate displacement vectors wk ∈ Zd,

k ∈ N, such that with Kj := (2j+1 + 1)d ∼ 2jd there holds

B(x, 2j) ⊂

Kj⋃

k=1

B(x+ wk, 1), j ∈ N.

Hence, choosing P = 0, we have

oscN−1
v f(x, 2j) ≤

(
2−jd

∫

B(x,2j)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

≤




Kj∑

k=1

2−jd

∫

B(x+wk ,1)
|f(y)|v dy




1
v

.
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When we set µ := min{p, q, v}, using µ/q ≤ 1 and µ/v ≤ 1 we find

( ∫ ∞

1

[
t−s oscN−1

v f(x, t)
]q dt

t

)µ
q
.

(
∞∑

j=1

[ Kj∑

k=1

2−jsv−jd

∫

B(x+wk,1)
|f(y)|v dy

] q
v

)µ
q

≤
∞∑

j=1

[ Kj∑

k=1

2−jsv−jd

∫

B(x+wk,1)
|f(y)|v dy

]µ
v

≤
∞∑

j=1

Kj∑

k=1

2−jsµ−jdµ
v

[ ∫

B(x+wk,1)
|f(y)|v dy

]µ
v

.

Then we observe

|f |(∞,v,N)
osc .

∥∥∥∥
(∫ 1

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v f(·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥
(∫ ∞

1

[
t−s oscN−1

v f(·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥

. |f |(1,v,N)
osc +M,

where

M :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(
∞∑

j=1

Kj∑

k=1

2−jsµ−jdµ
v

[ ∫

B( ·+wk,1)
|f(y)|v dy

]µ
v

) 1
µ

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

j=1

Kj∑

k=1

2−jsµ−jdµ
v

[ ∫

B( ·+wk,1)
|f(y)|v dy

]µ
v

M
u/µ
p/µ(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

1
µ

≤

(
∞∑

j=1

Kj∑

k=1

2−jsµ−jdµ
v

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( ·+wk,1)
|f(y)|v dy

)µ
v

M
u
µ
p
µ

(Rd)

∥∥∥∥∥

) 1
µ

,

see Lemma 3(vi) and note that p/µ ≥ 1 implies that M
u/µ
p/µ(R

d) is a Banach space. As it

is shift invariant, we have that
∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( ·+wk,1)
|f(y)|v dy

)µ
v

M
u
µ
p
µ

(Rd)

∥∥∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|v dy

)µ
v

M
u
µ
p
µ

(Rd)

∥∥∥∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

µ

and hence

M ≤

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

(
∞∑

j=1

Kj∑

k=1

2−jsµ−jdµ
v

) 1
µ

.

Finally, we note that due to Kj ∼ 2jd

∞∑

j=1

Kj∑

k=1

2−jsµ−jdµ
v ∼

∞∑

j=1

2jd−jsµ−jdµ
v =

∞∑

j=1

2
−jµ(s−d[ 1

µ
− 1

v
])
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converges since we assumed that

d

[
1

µ
−

1

v

]
= d max

{
0,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s.

Together this shows |f |(∞,v,N)
osc . |f |(1,v,N)

osc +M .
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥(1,1,v,N)

osc
and hence (9).

So Step 1 of the proof is complete.

Step 2. We use the findings from the previous step to show that also

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ ∼

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(T,v,N)

osc
, f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(R
d).

Substep 2a (lower bound). Step 1 ensures that

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ ∼

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(1,T,v,N)

osc
≥ |f |(T,v,N)

osc .

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

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ ∼

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(T,v,N)

∆
≥
∥∥∥f Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ .

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

we have

d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

q
−

1

p

}
≤ d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
.

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

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ .

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥
(1,T,p,N)

osc

=

∥∥∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|p dy

) 1
p

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |(T,p,N)
osc .

Then Hölder’s inequality yields oscN−1
p f(·, t) . oscN−1

v f(·, t) on Rd such that the prop-

erties of Morrey spaces allow to upper bound the second summand (up to constants)

by |f |(T,v,N)
osc . In order to estimate the first summand, we use Lemma 3(vii) to see that

∥∥∥∥∥
(∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|p dy

) 1
p

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥ .
∥∥∥f Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ .

If otherwise v ≤ p, Step 1 yields

∥∥∥f Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥
(∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |(T,v,N)
osc ,

where according to Lemma 3(vii) there holds
∥∥∥∥∥
(∫

B( · ,1)
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥ .
∥∥∥f Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥ .

Hence, the proof is complete. �
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4 Characterizations of Esu,p,q(Ω)

In this section, we shall prove the main results of this paper, the intrinsic characterizations

of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces Es
u,p,q(Ω) 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 Ω ( Rd be any domain.

Further, let 0 < p ≤ u <∞, 0 < q, T, v ≤ ∞, 0 < R <∞, N ∈ N, and s ∈ R be such that

d max

{
0,

1

p
− 1,

1

q
− 1,

1

p
−

1

v
,
1

q
−

1

v

}
< s < N.

Then for f ∈ Es
u,p,q(Ω) there holds f ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(Ω) as well as

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ &

∥∥∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥+ |f |

(T,v,N)
osc,Ω

and

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ &

∥∥∥∥∥
( ∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥+ |f |

(T,v,N)
∆,Ω

with implied constants independent of f .

Proof . It suffices to prove the claim for T ≥ 1. To this end, let f ∈ Es
u,p,q(Ω). Then by

Definition 3 there exists F ∈ Es
u,p,q(R

d) such that F |Ω = f on Ω in D′(Ω) and

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ≥
1

2

∥∥∥F Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ .

Using Theorem 6 we can conclude that this extension satisfies F ∈ Lloc
max{1,p,v}(R

d) and
∥∥F Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥ ∼

∥∥F Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥(R,T,v,N)

osc
. Therefore, F |Ω ∈ Lloc

max{1,p,v}(Ω) equals f

pointwise a.e. in Ω and

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ &
∥∥∥F Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥
(R,T,v,N)

osc

≥

∥∥∥∥∥
(∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω

∣∣F |Ω(y)
∣∣v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥
(∫ T

0

[
t−s oscN−1

v,Ω [F |Ω](·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥

&

∥∥∥∥∥
(∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω

∣∣F |Ω(y)
∣∣v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∣∣F |Ω

∣∣(T,v,N)

osc,Ω

=
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥(R,T,v,N)

osc

=

∥∥∥∥∥
(∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,v,N)
osc,Ω ,
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whereby we have used Lemma 3(ii). In a similar fashion we obtain the lower bound∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ &
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥(T,v,N)

osc
&
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥.

Moreover, Theorem 4 shows that
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥ &

∥∥F Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥ is lower bounded by

|F |(T,v,N)
osc ∼ sup

y∈Rd,r>0

rd(
1
u
− 1

p
)
[ ∫

B(y,r)

(∫ T

0
t−sq

[
t−d

∫

B(0,t)

∣∣∆N
h F (x)

∣∣v dh
] q

v dt

t

) p
q
dx

] 1
p

≥ sup
y∈Ω,r>0

r
d( 1

u
− 1

p
)
[ ∫

B(y,r)∩Ω

(∫ T

0
t−sq

[
t−d

∫

V N (x,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣v dh
] q

v dt

t

) p
q
dx

] 1
p

= |f |
(T,v,N)
∆ ,

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 Ω ⊂ Rd be a special Lipschitz domain. Let 0 < p ≤ u <∞,

0 < q, T ≤ ∞, 1 ≤ v ≤ ∞, 0 < R < ∞, N ∈ N, and s > 0. Then for f ∈ Lloc
max{p,v}(Ω)

there holds

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,v,N)
∆,Ω .

If additionally p ≥ 1, then also
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥ .

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ + |f |
(T,v,N)
∆,Ω . 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 Es
u,p,q(Ω). For that purpose, let us recall the definition of a

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

sequence φ = (φj)
∞
j=0 ⊂ S(Rd) of Schwartz functions is called a Littlewood-Paley family

associated with Ω if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) For all multi-indices α ∈ Nd
0, we have

∫

Rd

xα φ1(x) dx = 0.

(ii) For j > 1, we have φj = 2(j−1)d φ1(2
j−1 · ).

(iii) There holds

∞∑

j=0

φj = δ

with convergence in S ′(Rd), whereby δ denotes the Dirac delta distribution.
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(iv) For all j ∈ N0, we have

supp (φj) ⊂
{
x = (x′, xd) ∈ Rd xd < −

∥∥∥|∇ω| L∞(Rd−1)
∥∥∥ ·
∣∣x′
∣∣
}
=: −K.

Notice that −K can be interpreted as reflected narrow vertically directed cone, see

also [24, Section 2] and [43, Section 4].

So let φ = (φj)
∞
j=0 ⊂ S(Rd) be a Littlewood-Paley family associated with the special

Lipschitz domain Ω ⊂ Rd. Further let 0 < p ≤ u <∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞, and s ∈ R. Then there

exists a constant C1 > 0 independent of f ∈ S ′(Ω) such that

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ≤ C1

∥∥∥∥∥∥

( ∞∑

j=0

2jsq |(φj ∗ f)(·)|
q

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
, (10)

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 ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (R)

and ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R) be such that

∫

R

ϕ(x) dx = 1 and ϕ(x)−
1

2
ϕ
(x
2

)
= ψ(N)(x).

The existence of such functions was proven in [34, Section 3.3.1/Lemma]. Now we define

a function Φ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd) via

Φ(x) :=

d∏

j=1

ϕ(xj), x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd.

Moreover, for x ∈ Rd, we put

k0(x) :=
(−1)N+1

N !

N∑

r=1

N∑

m=1

(−1)r+m

(
N

r

)(
N

m

)
mN−d

rd
Φ
( x

rm

)

and let

k(x) := k0(x)− 2−d k0

(x
2

)
, (11)

as well as

kj(x) := 2jd k(2jx), j ∈ N. (12)

Note that the functions ϕ and ψ can be chosen in such a way that

supp (kj) ⊂ B(0, 2−jN) ∩ −K. (13)
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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 Φ (and hence kj)

or to rotate Ω (and so K). Both strategies do not require substantial modifications in

comparison with the case that no rotation is necessary. So, if we rotate Φ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd), the

resulting function still belongs to C∞
0 (Rd). Otherwise a rotation of Ω 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 ∈ N0 and f ∈ Lloc
max{1,p,v}(Ω), we put

fj(x) := (kj ∗ f)(x) =

∫

B(0,2−jN)∩−K
kj(y)f(x− y) dy =

∫

B(x,2−jN)∩x+K
kj(x− z)f(z) dz.

It is well-known that for each x ∈ Ω also the shifts x +K are in Ω, see [24]. With other

words, fj is well-defined as we only need function values of f from the inside of Ω; 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

fj(x) =
∑

|α|=N

∫

Rd

Dαkα(−y)∆
N
2−jyf(x) dy, (14)

with appropriate kα ∈ C∞
0 (Rd). Notice that in (14) there is an additional “−” since we

used a slightly different definition for fj. Moreover, recall that (kj)
∞
j=0 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 kj
and k; see also [34, Formula (9) on p.174]. Finally, the support condition can be fulfilled

by an appropriate choice of the functions ϕ and ψ, 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

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥∥

( ∞∑

j=0

2jsq |fj(·)|
q

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
. (15)

Step 3. Next we show that the functions |fj| 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 2−J ≤ T . Note

that for x ∈ Ω Formulas (11) and (12) yield

|kj(x)| ≤ 2jd
∣∣k0(2jx)

∣∣+ 2(j−1)d
∣∣k0(2j−1x)

∣∣ , j ∈ N,

such that for j = 0, . . . , J we obtain |kj(x)| .
∑J

ℓ=0

∣∣k0(2ℓx)
∣∣ with a constant depending
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on d and J . Hence, for x ∈ Ω,

|fj(x)| .

∫

B(x,2−jN)∩Ω
|kj(x− y)| |f(y)| dy

.

∫

B(x,N)∩Ω

J∑

ℓ=0

∣∣∣∣k0
(
x− y

2−ℓ

)∣∣∣∣ |f(y)| dy

=

∫

B(x,N)∩Ω

J∑

ℓ=0

∣∣∣∣∣
(−1)N+1

N !

N∑

r=1

N∑

m=1

(−1)r+m

(
N

r

)(
N

m

)
mN−d

rd
Φ

(
x− y

2−ℓ rm

)∣∣∣∣∣ |f(y)| dy

.

∫

B(x,N)∩Ω

J∑

ℓ=0

N∑

r=1

N∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Φ
(
x− y

2−ℓ rm

)∣∣∣∣ |f(y)| dy

.

∫

B(x,N)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy.

Let us now turn to the case j > J for which we can use the alternative representation

of fj given by (14). Recall that also the functions kα are defined in terms of Φ, see [34,

Formula (26) in Chapter 3.3.2]. Consequently, they can be chosen in a way such that

supp kα ⊂ B(0, 1) ∩ −K. For x ∈ Ω using kα ∈ C∞
0 (Rd) the narrow vertically directed

cone property of Ω yields

|fj(x)| ≤
∑

|α|=N

∫

B(0,1)∩{y∈Rd x+ℓ2−jy∈Ω for 0≤ℓ≤N}
|Dαkα(−y)|

∣∣∣∆N
2−jyf(x)

∣∣∣ dy

.

∫

B(0,1)∩{y∈Rd x+ℓ2−jy∈Ω for 0≤ℓ≤N}

∣∣∣∆N
2−jyf(x)

∣∣∣ dy

= 2jd
∫

B(0,2−j )∩{h∈Rd x+ℓh∈Ω for 0≤ℓ≤N}

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh,

where we put h := 2−jy. This also verifies [35, Formula (1.392)].

Step 4. A combination of (15) with the estimates from Steps 3 yields

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,N)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥

( ∞∑

j=J+1

2jsq
(
2jd
∫

V N ( · ,2−j)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣ dh
)q) 1

q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
,

where Lemma 4 can be used to replace B( · , N) by B( · , R) and for every x ∈ Ω the sum

can be bounded by

∞∑

j=J+1

2j
∫ 2−j+1

2−j

2jsq
(
2jd
∫

V N (x,2−j)

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh
)q

dt

.

∞∑

j=J+1

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

t−sq
(
t−d

∫

V N (x,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh
)q dt

t

≤

∫ T

0
t−sq

(
t−d

∫

V N (x,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh
)q dt

t
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since 2−J ≤ T . Hence, we obtain

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B(·,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,1,N)
∆,Ω

which coincides with the desired result if v = 1.

Step 5. If v > 1, we note that for every x ∈ Ω and 0 < t < 1 Hölder’s inequality gives

∫

B(x,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy .

(∫

B(x,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

as well as

t−d

∫

V N (x,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh .

(
t−d

∫

V N (x,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣v dh

) 1
v

since
∣∣V N (x, t)

∣∣ . td.

If we additionally assume that p ≥ 1, we can modify the previous argument and use

Lemma 3(ii), (vii), and (i) to see that

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)
|Ef(y)| dy Mu

p(R
d)

∥∥∥∥∥

.
∥∥∥Ef Mu

p(R
d)
∥∥∥

.
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥

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 Es
u,p,q(Ω) on special or bounded Lipschitz domains Ω ⊂ Rd 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 Ω ⊂ Rd be a special Lipschitz

domain. For x ∈ Ω and t > 0 consider the Hilbert spaces HN−1
x,t :=

(
PN−1, 〈·, ·〉x,t

)
with

inner product

〈f, g〉x,t := t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
f(z) g(z) dz
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and for some appropriate index set I let {pi,x,t i ∈ I} be an orthonormal basis of HN−1
x,t

such that

sup
y∈B(x,t)∩Ω

|pi,x,t(y)| ≤ C

for some C > 0 independent of x and t (see Remark 4 below). Then there exist constants

c1 = c1(C
2,#I) > 0 and c2 = c2(c1, d) > 0 such that the projection operators

ΠN−1
x,t : L1(B(x, t) ∩ Ω) → HN−1

x,t , f 7→ ΠN−1
x,t f :=

∑

i∈I

〈f, pi,x,t〉x,t pi,x,t,

satisfy

(i) the pointwise bound

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,t f
)
(y)
∣∣∣ ≤ c1 t

−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(z)| dz, y ∈ B(x, t) ∩ Ω,

(ii) for all p ∈ PN−1 the equation ΠN−1
x,t [f − p] = ΠN−1

x,t f − p ∈ PN−1,

(iii) the quasi-optimality

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣f(z)−
(
ΠN−1

x,t f
)
(z)
∣∣∣ dz ≤ c2 osc

N−1
1,Ω f(x, t),

(iv) the limit property lim
t→0

(
ΠN−1

x,t f
)
(x) = f(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω.

Remark 4. An orthonormal basis {pi,x,t i ∈ I} can be constructed out of appropriate

monomials using the Gram-Schmidt process, see also [8, Section 2].

Proof . Let x ∈ Ω and t > 0. Let f ∈ L1(B(x, t) ∩ Ω).

(i) For y ∈ B(x, t) ∩ Ω we have

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,t f
)
(y)
∣∣∣ ≤

∑

i∈I

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(z)| C dz C = c1 t

−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(z)| dz.

(ii) ΠN−1
x,t is linear and satisfies ΠN−1

x,t = id on HN−1
x,t ∋ p.

(iii) Since HN−1
x,t is a linear subspace of the normed space L1(B(x, t) ∩Ω), there exists a

bestapproximation π ∈ HN−1
x,t to f . Hence, (ii) implies

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣f(y)−
(
ΠN−1

x,t f
)
(y)
∣∣∣ dy

≤ t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(y)− π(y)| dy + t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,t f
)
(y)− π(y)

∣∣∣ dy

= oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, t) + t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,t [f − π]
)
(y)
∣∣∣ dy
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and we can use (i) to conclude

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,t [f − π]
)
(y)
∣∣∣ dy ≤ t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
c1 t

−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|(f − π)(z)| dz dy

= oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, t) t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
c1 dy,

where

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
c1 dy ≤ c1 t

−d |B(x, t)| =: c2 − 1.

(iv) Since Ω is open and x ∈ Ω, there exists t0 > 0, such that for t < t0 there holds

B(x, t) ⊂ Ω. 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 Ω ⊂ Rd be a special Lipschitz domain. Let 0 < p ≤ u <∞,

0 < q, T ≤ ∞, 1 ≤ v ≤ ∞, 0 < R < ∞, N ∈ N, and s > 0. Then for f ∈ Lloc
max{p,v}(Ω)

there holds

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,v,N)
osc,Ω .

If additionally p ≥ 1, then also
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥ .

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ + |f |
(T,v,N)
osc,Ω . In both cases,

the implied 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 ∈ Lloc
max{p,v}(Ω) Proposition 2 (with T = v = 1) yields

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(1,1,N)
∆,Ω .

In this first step, we are going to estimate the averaged differences in |f |
(1,1,N)
∆,Ω from above

in terms of polynomials and local oscillations of f . For that purpose, we let x ∈ Ω 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

∫ 1

0
t−sq

(
t−d

∫

V N (x,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh
)q dt

t

=

∫ N

0

( τ
N

)−sq
(( τ

N

)−d
∫

V N(x, τN )

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh
)q dτ

τ

∼

∫ N

0
t−sq

(
t−d

∫

V N(x, t
N )

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh
)q dt

t
.
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Second, Taylor’s theorem easily shows that for each h ∈ Rd \ {0} and p ∈ PN , there

holds ∆1
hp ∈ PN−1. Therefore, ∆N

h p ∈ P0 is constant on Rd such that ∆N+1
h p ≡ 0.

Together with (6) this shows that for every t > 0, all h ∈ V N (x, t
N ), and each p ∈ PN−1

we have

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ =
∣∣∆N

h [f − p](x)
∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

k=0

(−1)N−k

(
N

k

)
[f − p](x+ kh)

∣∣∣∣∣

. |[f − p](x)|+
N∑

k=1

|[f − p](x+ kh)|

and thus

∫

V N(x, t
N )

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh .

∫

V N(x, t
N )

|[f − p](x)| dh+

N∑

k=1

∫

V N(x, t
N )

|[f − p](x+ kh)| dh.

Therein, we have
∫

V N(x, t
N )

|[f − p](x)| dh ≤ |[f − p](x)|

∣∣∣∣B
(
0,

t

N

)∣∣∣∣ ∼ td |[f − p](x)|

as well as for k = 1, . . . , N
∫

V N(x, t
N )

|[f − p](x+ kh)| dh ≤

∫

B(0, t
N )
χΩ(x+ kh) |[f − p](x+ kh)| dh

∼

∫

B(0, ktN )
χΩ(x+ h̃)

∣∣∣[f − p](x+ h̃)
∣∣∣ dh̃

≤

∫

B(x,t)
χΩ(y) |[f − p](y)| dy

=

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|[f − p](y)| dy.

Hence, we conclude that for all t > 0 and each p ∈ PN−1

t−d

∫

V N(x, t
N )

∣∣∆N
h f(x)

∣∣ dh . |[f − p](x)|+ t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|[f − p](y)| dy.

In particular, we can choose p := ΠN−1
x,t f from Lemma 6 such that the second term can

be replaced by oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, t). In conclusion, this shows

|f |
(1,1,N)
∆,Ω .

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ N

0
t−sq

∣∣∣
[
f −ΠN−1

(·),t f
]
(·)
∣∣∣
q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(N,1,N)
osc,Ω .

Step 2. We still need to estimate
∣∣∣
[
f −ΠN−1

(·),t f
]
(·)
∣∣∣ in terms of oscillations. To this

end, we employ some ideas from [41, p.112]. Again let x ∈ Ω and t > 0 be fixed and note

that for all L ∈ N

∣∣∣
[
f −ΠN−1

x,t f
]
(x)
∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣f(x)−
(
ΠN−1

x,2−Lt
f
)
(x)
∣∣∣+

L−1∑

ℓ=0

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,2−(ℓ+1)t
f
)
(x)−

(
ΠN−1

x,2−ℓt
f
)
(x)
∣∣∣ ,
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where, due to Lemma 6(ii), (i), and (iii),
∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,2−(ℓ+1)t
f
)
(x)−

(
ΠN−1

x,2−ℓt
f
)
(x)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,2−(ℓ+1)t

[
f −ΠN−1

x,2−ℓt
f
])
(x)
∣∣∣

.
(
2−(ℓ+1)t

)−d
∫

B(x,2−(ℓ+1)t)∩Ω

∣∣∣
[
f −ΠN−1

x,2−ℓt
f
]
(z)
∣∣∣ dz

.
(
2−ℓt

)−d
∫

B(x,2−ℓt)∩Ω

∣∣∣f(z)−
(
ΠN−1

x,2−ℓt
f
)
(z)
∣∣∣ dz

. oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, 2−ℓt)

with constants that do not depend on f , x, t, or ℓ. Thus,

L−1∑

ℓ=0

∣∣∣
(
ΠN−1

x,2−(ℓ+1)t
f
)
(x)−

(
ΠN−1

x,2−ℓt
f
)
(x)
∣∣∣ .

∞∑

ℓ=0

oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, 2−ℓt).

If L ∈ N is chosen large enough, Lemma 6(iv) ensures that also
∣∣∣f(x)−

(
ΠN−1

x,2−Lt
f
)
(x)
∣∣∣ is

smaller than this quantity such that we derive that

∣∣∣
[
f −ΠN−1

x,t f
]
(x)
∣∣∣ .

∞∑

ℓ=0

oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, 2−ℓt).

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

(∫ N

0
t−sq |g1(t) + g2(t)|

q dt

t

)m
q

≤

(∫ N

0
t−sq |g1(t)|

q dt

t

)m
q

+

(∫ N

0
t−sq |g2(t)|

q dt

t

)m
q

.

Therefore,

(∫ N

0
t−sq

∣∣∣
[
f −ΠN−1

x,t f
]
(x)
∣∣∣
q dt

t

)m
q

.

(∫ N

0
t−sq

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, 2−ℓt)

)q dt
t

)m
q

≤
∞∑

ℓ=0

(∫ N

0
t−sq oscN−1

1,Ω f(x, 2−ℓt)q
dt

t

)m
q

=
∞∑

ℓ=0

(
2−ℓsq

∫ 2−ℓN

0
[τ−s oscN−1

1,Ω f(x, τ)]q
dτ

τ

)m
q

.

(∫ N

0
[t−s oscN−1

1,Ω f(x, t)]q
dt

t

)m
q

,

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

|f |
(1,1,N)
∆,Ω .

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ N

0
t−sq

∣∣∣
[
f −ΠN−1

(·),t f
]
(·)
∣∣∣
q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(N,1,N)
osc,Ω . |f |

(N,1,N)
osc,Ω .

Since we assumed T < N <∞, for every fixed x ∈ Ω, we may write

∫ N

T

[
t−s oscN−1

1,Ω f(x, t)
]q dt

t
≤

∫ N

T

[
t−s t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy

]q dt
t

.

(∫

B(x,N)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy

)q
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such that finally

|f |
(1,1,N)
∆,Ω .

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫ T

0

[
t−s oscN−1

1,Ω f(·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥ ,

where we used Lemma 4 to replace B( · , N) by B( · , R).

Step 3. Combining the previous steps shows the claim with v = 1, i.e.

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,1,N)
osc,Ω

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. For d ∈ N let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Let 0 < p ≤ u <∞,

0 < q, T ≤ ∞, 1 ≤ v ≤ ∞, 0 < R < ∞, N ∈ N and s > σp,q. Then for f ∈ Lloc
max{p,v}(Ω)

there holds

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)|v dy

) 1
v

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,v,N)
osc,Ω .

If additionally p ≥ 1, then also
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥ .

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥ + |f |
(T,v,N)
osc,Ω . In both cases,

the implied constants are independent of f .

Proof . W.l.o.g. we may assume that T <∞. Further, we can assume q <∞ as otherwise

the usual modifications have to be made.

Step 1 (Localization). Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded Lipschitz domain and assume that

0 < p ≤ u < ∞, as well as 0 < q ≤ ∞, and s ∈ R. First, let us show by standard

arguments that for f ∈ D′(Ω) and an arbitrary collection of extensions Fk ∈ S ′(Rd) to f ,

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .
∥∥∥σ0F0 Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥+

m∑

k=1

∥∥[(σkFk) ◦ Φ
−1
k

]
|ωk

Es
u,p,q(ωk)

∥∥ (16)

with ωk being special Lipschitz domains. The assumption on Ω implies that there exist

open balls B1, . . . , Bm in Rd, affine-linear diffeomorphisms Φ1, . . . ,Φm : Rd → Rd, and

[0, 1]-valued functions σ1, . . . , σm ∈ D(Rd) with the following properties for k = 1, . . . ,m:

• Bk ∩ ∂Ω 6= ∅ and ∂Ω ⊂
⋃m

k=1Bk,

• suppσk ⊂ Bk and
∑m

k=1 σk ≡ 1 on some neighborhood of ∂Ω,

• Φk(Bk) ∩ Φk(Ω) can be extended to a special Lipschitz domain ωk ⊂ Rd.

Setting σ0 := (1−
∑m

k=1 σk)χΩ then yields σ0 ∈ D(Rd) with values in [0, 1] and suppσ0 ⊂ Ω

such that
∑m

k=0 σk ≡ 1 on Ωε with some ε > 0. For f ∈ D′(Ω) we therefore have

f = f
m∑

k=0

σk|Ω =
m∑

k=0

σk|Ωf =
m∑

k=0

σk|ΩFk|Ω =
m∑

k=0

(σkFk)|Ω in D′(Ω)
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and hence

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥

m∑

k=0

(σkFk)|Ω Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

.
∥∥(σ0F0)|Ω Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥+

m∑

k=1

∥∥(σkFk)|Ω Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ,

where clearly
∥∥(σ0F0)|Ω Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥ ≤

∥∥σ0F0 Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥. In order to bound the remaining

terms, too, let k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} be fixed. Setting Ωk := Φk(Ω), Lemma 5(ii) shows

∥∥(σkFk)|Ω Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ =
∥∥∥(σkFk)|Φ−1

k
(Ωk)

Es
u,p,q(Φ

−1
k (Ωk))

∥∥∥

∼
∥∥∥(σkFk)|Φ−1

k
(Ωk)

◦Φ−1
k Es

u,p,q(Ωk)
∥∥∥

=
∥∥[(σkFk) ◦Φ

−1
k

]
|Ωk

Es
u,p,q(Ωk)

∥∥ .

Since S := supp
[
(σkFk) ◦Φ

−1
k

]
satisfies Sε ∩Ωk = Sε ∩ ωk, we can apply Lemma 5(iii) to

conclude ∥∥(σkFk)|Ω Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ ∼
∥∥[(σkFk) ◦ Φ

−1
k

]
|ωk

Es
u,p,q(ωk)

∥∥

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 E be the trivial extension from Ω to Rd; see Lemma 3(i).

If we assume that f ∈ Lloc
max{p,v}(Ω) with v ≥ 1, then f is regular and

f0 := σ0Ef ∈ Lloc
max{p,v}(R

d)

satisfies f0 = σ0F0 in S ′(Rd), although Ef might not be a valid choice for F0 ∈ S ′(Rd)

(which explains the complicated detour). Similarly, it is straightforward to check that

fk :=
[
(σkEf) ◦Φ

−1
k

]
|ωk

∈ Lloc
max{p,v}(ωk), k = 1, . . . ,m, (17)

equals
[
(σkFk) ◦ Φ

−1
k

]
|ωk

in D′(ωk) for every choice of the extension Fk. Hence,

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .
∥∥∥f0 Es

u,p,q(R
d)
∥∥∥+

m∑

k=1

∥∥fk Es
u,p,q(ωk)

∥∥

with suitably localized fk ∈ Lloc
max{p,v} and special Lipschitz domains ωk.

Now let Ñ := N + L − 1 with N ∈ N and L > s + d such that in particular s < Ñ .

If we additionally assume that s > σp,q, then Theorem 6 as well as Proposition 3 (with

R := T := v := 1 and Ñ) imply

∥∥∥f0 Es
u,p,q(R

d)
∥∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,1)
|f0(y)| dy Mu

p(R
d)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f0|
(1,1,Ñ)
osc ,

∥∥fk Es
u,p,q(ωk)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,1)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |fk|
(1,1,Ñ)
osc,ωk

, k = 1, . . . ,m,
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and it remains to estimate these terms by corresponding expressions of f on Ω.

Step 3 (Estimates for k > 0). Let k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} be fixed.

Substep 3a (Preparation). Let us first show that there exists rk = rk(Ω) > 0 such

that
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,rk)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥ (18)

with some constant that does not depend on f .

To this end, note that by construction supp (fk) ⊆ Φk(Bk ∩Ω) ⊆ Φk(Bk) ∩Φk(Ω) has

distance rk > 0 to (ωk \ Ωk) ∪ (Ωk \ ωk), where we recall that Ωk = Φk(Ω). In particular,

the integral

Ak(x) :=

∫

B(x,rk)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy =

∫

B(x,rk)∩Ωk

|fk(y)| dy, x ∈ Rd,

vanishes for all x ∈ ωk \ Ωk. Hence, we can apply Lemma 3(v) to derive

∥∥Ak Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥χωk∩Ωk
(·)

(∫

B( · ,rk)∩Ωk

|fk(y)| dy

)∣∣∣
ωk

Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

∼

∥∥∥∥∥χωk∩Ωk
(·)

(∫

B( · ,rk)∩Ωk

|fk(y)| dy

)∣∣∣
Ωk

Mu
p(Ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

=
∥∥Ak Mu

p(Ωk)
∥∥ .

Next, (17) and a transformation of measure yield

Ak(x) =

∫

B(x,rk)∩Ωk

∣∣(σkEf)(Φ−1
k (y))

∣∣ dy

∼

∫

Φ−1
k

(B(x,rk)∩Ωk)
|(σkEf)(z)| dz

≤

∫

B(Φ−1
k

(x),c rk)∩Ω
|f(z)| dz, x ∈ Ωk,

since Φ−1
k (B(x, rk) ∩ Ωk) ⊆ B(Φ−1

k (x), c rk) ∩ Ω for some c = cΦ > 0, as well as σk(z) ≤ 1

and Ef(z) = f(z) for all z ∈ Ω. Together this shows (18):

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,rk)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

(∫

B( · ,c rk)∩Ω
|f(z)| dz

)
◦ Φ−1

k Mu
p(Ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,c rk)∩Ω
|f(z)| dz Mu

p(Φ
−1
k (Ωk))

∥∥∥∥∥

∼

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥ ,

where we used Lemma 3(iv) as well as Φ−1
k (Ωk) = Ω and Lemma 4.
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Substep 3b (Main term on ωk). Lemma 4 combined with (18) from the previous

substep immediately shows that

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,1)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥ ∼

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,rk)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥ .

Substep 3c (Oscillation term on ωk). Fix 0 < tk < min
{
1, Tc ,

R
c ,

rk
2

}
with rk and c as

above. Then for tk < t ≤ 1 and x ∈ ωk we can use P := 0 ∈ PÑ−1 to bound

oscÑ−1
1,ωk

fk(x, t) = inf
P∈P

Ñ−1

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩ωk

|fk(y)− P (y)| dy ≤ t−d
k

∫

B(x,1)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy

such that

I
(k)
1 :=

∥∥∥∥
(∫ 1

tk

[
t−s oscÑ−1

1,ωk
fk(·, t)

]q dt
t

) 1
q

Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥∥
(∫ 1

tk

[
t−s

∫

B( · ,1)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

∼

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,1)∩ωk

|fk(y)| dy Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

which can be bounded as in Substep 3b.

For the remaining part of the integral in |fk|
(1,1,Ñ)
osc,ωk

we again use the support properties

of fk. Since tk <
rk
2 they imply that for all 0 < t ≤ tk and x ∈ ωk

oscÑ−1
1,ωk

fk(x, t) =





0, x ∈ ωk \Ωk,

inf
P∈P

Ñ−1

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ωk

|fk(y)− P (y)| dy, x ∈ ωk ∩Ωk.

For every fixed P ∈ PÑ−1 and x ∈ ωk∩Ωk, Formula (17) and a transformation of measure

as above further yield

∫

B(x,t)∩Ωk

|fk(y)− P (y)| dy =

∫

B(x,t)∩Ωk

∣∣(σkEf)(Φ−1
k (y)) − (P ◦ Φk)(Φ

−1
k (y))

∣∣ dy

∼

∫

Φ−1
k

(B(x,t)∩Ωk)
|(σkEf)(z) − (P ◦ Φk)(z)| dz

≤

∫

B(Φ−1
k

(x),c t)∩Ω
|(σkEf)(z)− (P ◦ Φk)(z)| dz,

where we note that (P ◦ Φk) ∈ P
Ñ−1

. Together this shows

oscÑ−1
1,ωk

fk(x, t) . χωk∩Ωk
(x) inf

P̃∈P
Ñ−1

(c t)−d

∫

B(Φ−1
k

(x),c t)∩Ω

∣∣∣(σkEf)(z)− P̃ (z)
∣∣∣ dz

= χωk∩Ωk
(x)E

(
oscÑ−1

1,Ω

[
(σkEf)|Ω

]
(Φ−1

k (·), c t)
)
(x), x ∈ ωk, 0 < t ≤ tk.
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So using Lemma 3(v) and (iv) we can estimate

I
(k)
0 :=

∥∥∥∥
(∫ tk

0

[
t−s oscÑ−1

1,ωk
fk(·, t)

]q dt
t

) 1
q

Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥∥

[
χωk∩Ωk

(·)
( ∫ tk

0

[
t−sE

(
oscÑ−1

1,Ω

[
(σkEf)|Ω

]
(Φ−1

k (·), c t)
)]q dt

t

) 1
q

]∣∣∣∣
ωk

Mu
p(ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

∼

∥∥∥∥∥

[
χωk∩Ωk

(·)
( ∫ tk

0

[
t−sE

(
oscÑ−1

1,Ω

[
(σkEf)|Ω

]
(Φ−1

k (·), c t)
)]q dt

t

) 1
q

]∣∣∣∣
Ωk

Mu
p(Ωk)

∥∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥
( ∫ c tk

0

[
τ−s oscÑ−1

1,Ω

[
(σkEf)|Ω

]
(∗, τ)

]q dτ
τ

) 1
q
◦ Φ−1

k Mu
p(Ωk)

∥∥∥∥

∼

∥∥∥∥
( ∫ c tk

0

[
t−s oscÑ−1

1,Ω

[
(σkEf)|Ω

]
(·, t)

]q dt
t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥ .

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

of the smooth cut-off function σk. For this purpose, we now let x ∈ Ω and 0 < t ≤ c tk be

fixed and use the following idea due to Triebel [34, p.191]: Let Tk ∈ PL−1 be the Taylor

polynomial of degree L− 1 of σk ∈ D(Rd) around x. If Rk denotes its remainder, we have

σk(y) = Tk(y) +Rk(y) with |Tk(y)| . 1 and |Rk(y)| . tL, y ∈ B(x, t) ∩ Ω,

with implied constants independent of x and t. Hence, Ñ = N + L− 1 yields

oscÑ−1
1,Ω

[
(σkEf)|Ω

]
(x, t)

= inf
P̃∈PN−1

t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣(Tk +Rk)(y)Ef(y)− Tk(y) P̃ (y)
∣∣∣ dy

. inf
P̃∈PN−1

(
t−d

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣Ef(y)− P̃ (y)
∣∣∣ dy

)
+ t−dtL

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|Ef(y)| dy

≤ oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, t) + tL−d

∫

B(x,c tk)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy, x ∈ Ω, 0 < t ≤ c tk,

where due to L > s+ d and tk <
R
c there holds

(∫ c tk

0

[
t−stL−d

∫

B(x,c tk)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy

]q dt
t

) 1
q
.

∫

B(x,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy.

Therefore, we derive

I
(k)
0 .

∥∥∥∥
(∫ c tk

0

[
t−s oscN−1

1,Ω f(·, t)
]q dt

t

) 1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥

and since tk <
T
c this whole substep yields

|fk|
(1,1,Ñ)
osc,ωk

. I
(k)
0 + I

(k)
1 .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,1,N)
osc,Ω , k = 1, . . . ,m.

Step 4 (Estimates for k = 0). We can follow the (complete) previous Step 3 line by

line (formally setting k := 0, ωk := Rd, and Φk := id such that c = 1) to show that also
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,1)
|f0(y)| dy Mu

p(R
d)

∥∥∥∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
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as well as

|f0|
(1,1,Ñ)
osc . I

(0)
0 + I

(0)
1 .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,1,N)
osc,Ω .

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

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

B( · ,R)∩Ω
|f(y)| dy Mu

p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,1,N)
osc,Ω ,

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

5 Characterization of Esu,p,q(Ω) 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 Ω

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 Ω ⊂ Rd be

a domain and let x ∈ Ω and h ∈ Rd. For f ∈ Lloc
v (Ω) with 0 < v ≤ ∞ and N ∈ N we then

put

∆N
h,Ωf(x) :=

{
∆N

h f(x), [x, x+Nh] ⊂ Ω,

0, otherwise,

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

Lemma 7 ([5, Theorem 1.4]). For d ∈ N let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded convex Lipschitz

domain, let N ∈ N and 0 < v ≤ ∞. Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of Ω

such that for all f ∈ Lloc
v (Ω)

inf
P∈PN−1

( ∫

Ω
|f(x)− P (x)|v dx

) 1
v
≤ C sup

|h|≤diam(Ω)

( ∫

Ω

∣∣∆N
h,Ωf(x)

∣∣v dx
) 1

v
.

There exist various different versions of Lemma 7. For example a corresponding state-

ment for the special case that Ω 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 Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded convex Lipschitz domain. Further

let 1 < p ≤ u < ∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, 0 < T ≤ ∞, 0 < R < ∞, N ∈ N, and s > 0. Then for

f ∈ Lloc
∞ (Ω) there holds

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .

∥∥∥∥∥ ess-sup
y∈B( · ,R)∩Ω

|f(y)| Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥+ |f |
(T,∞,N)
∆,Ω

as well as
∥∥f Es

u,p,q(Ω)
∥∥ .

∥∥f Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥+ |f |
(T,∞,N)
∆,Ω . In both cases, the implied constants

are independent of f .
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Proof . W.l.o.g. assume q <∞ and choose J ∈ N with 2−J+2 ≤ T . Further note that for

v := 1 our assumptions imply that Lloc
∞ (Ω) ⊂ Lloc

max{p,v}(Ω) and σp,q = 0 < s. Consequently,

we can apply Proposition 4 (with T := 2−J ) to conclude

∥∥f Es
u,p,q(Ω)

∥∥ .
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥+ |f |

(2−J ,1,N)
osc,Ω ,

where clearly
∥∥f Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥ ≤

∥∥ ess-sup
y∈B( · ,R)∩Ω

|f(y)|
∣∣Mu

p(Ω)
∥∥. Therefore, it suffices to upper

bound |f |
(2−J ,1,N)
osc,Ω by |f |

(T,∞,N)
∆,Ω . For this purpose, we employ the Whitney-type estimate

Lemma 7 for the bounded convex Lipschitz domainsB(x, t)∩Ω with x ∈ Ω and 0 < t ≤ 2−J

which gives

t−s oscN−1
1,Ω f(x, t) = t−s−d inf

P∈PN−1

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω
|f(y)− P (y)| dy

. t−s−d sup
|h|≤diam(B(x,t)∩Ω)

∫

B(x,t)∩Ω

∣∣∣∆N
h,B(x,t)∩Ωf(y)

∣∣∣ dy

. (2t)−s |B(x, t)|−1
∫

B(x,t)
χΩ(y) ess-sup

h∈V N (y,2t)

∣∣∆N
h f(y)

∣∣ dy

≤ M

(
(2t)−s χΩ(∗) ess-sup

h∈V N (∗,2t)

∣∣∆N
h f(∗)

∣∣
)
(x)

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

∫ 2−J

0

[
t−s oscN−1

1,Ω f(x, t)
]q dt

t
=

∞∑

j=J−1

∫ 2−(j+1)

2−(j+2)

[
t−s oscN−1

1,Ω f(x, t)
]q dt

t

.

∞∑

j=J−1

2(j+1)sq
[
oscN−1

1,Ω f(x, 2−(j+1))
]q

.

∞∑

j=J−1

∣∣∣∣M
(
(2−j)−s χΩ(∗) ess-sup

h∈V N (∗,2−j)

∣∣∆N
h f(∗)

∣∣
)
(x)

∣∣∣∣
q

for every x ∈ Ω such that Lemma 3(ii) and Lemma 1 imply

|f |
(2−J ,1,N)
osc,Ω .

∥∥∥∥∥∥

( ∞∑

j=J−1

∣∣∣∣M
(
(2−j)−s χΩ(∗) ess-sup

h∈V N (∗,2−j)

∣∣∆N
h f(∗)

∣∣
)
(·)

∣∣∣∣
q) 1

q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥

( ∞∑

j=J−1

∣∣∣∣(2
−j)−s χΩ(·) ess-sup

h∈V N (·,2−j)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣
∣∣∣∣
q) 1

q

Mu
p(R

d)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
.

Finally, we employ Lemma 3(v) to conclude

|f |
(2−J ,1,N)
osc,Ω ≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥

( ∞∑

j=J−1

2jsq
[

ess-sup
h∈V N (·,2−j)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣
]q) 1

q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥

( ∞∑

j=J−1

∫ 2−(j−1)

2−j

[
t−s ess-sup

h∈V N (·,t)

∣∣∆N
h f(·)

∣∣
]q dt

t

)1
q

Mu
p(Ω)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
= |f |

(2−J+2,∞,N)
∆,Ω

so that the use of 2−J+2 ≤ 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 Es
u,p,q defined either on Rd 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 Ω 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 Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain, we only have a characterization in terms of

differences for Es
u,p,q(Ω) under very restrictive conditions on the parameters. More-

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

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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