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Sharp Poincaré–Sobolev Inequalities of Choquet–Lorentz Integrals

with Respect to Hausdorff Contents on Bounded John Domains

Long Huang, Yuanshou Cao, Dachun Yang and Ciqiang Zhuo*

Abstract Let Ω be a bounded John domain in Rn with n ≥ 2, and let H δ∞ denote the Haus-

dorff content of dimension δ ∈ (0, n]. In this article, the authors prove the Poincaré and the

Poincaré–Sobolev inequalities, with sharp ranges of indices, on Choquet–Lorentz integrals

with respect toH δ∞ for all continuously differentiable functions on Ω. These results not only

extend the recent Poincaré and Poincaré–Sobolev inequalities to the Choquet–Lorentz inte-

grals, but also provide some endpoint estimates (weak type) in the critical case. One of the

main novelties exists in that, to achieve the goals, the authors develop some new tools associ-

ated with Choquet–Lorentz integrals onH δ∞, such as the fractional Hardy–Littlewood maxi-

mal inequality and the Hedberg-type pointwise estimate on the Riesz potential. As an applica-

tion, the authors obtain the sharp boundedness of the Riesz potential on Choquet–Lorentz in-

tegrals. Moreover, even for classical Lorentz integrals, these Poincaré and Poincaré–Sobolev

inequalities are also new.

1 Introduction

On the n-dimensional Euclidean space Rn with n ≥ 2, if Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded Lipschitz domain

or even a John domain, then the (p, p)-Poincaré inequality

(1.1) inf
b∈R

[∫

Ω

|u(x) − b|p dx

] 1
p

≤ C

[∫

Ω

|∇u(x)|p dx

] 1
p

for any u ∈ W1,p(Ω) with p ∈ [1,∞) and the (
np

n−p
, p)-Poincaré–Sobolev inequality

(1.2) inf
b∈R

[∫

Ω

|u(x) − b|
np

n−p dx

] n−p
np

≤ C

[∫

Ω

|∇u(x)|p dx

] 1
p

for any u ∈ W1,p(Ω) with p ∈ [1, n) hold; see, for instance, [30]. Here and thereafter, W1,p(Ω)

denotes the classical Sobolev space defined on Ω and, for any differentiable function u on Rn,

∇u denotes the gradient of u, that is, ∇u := ( ∂u
∂x1
, . . . , ∂u

∂xn
). These Poincaré type inequalities are

of great importance in potential theory, harmonic analysis, and partial differential equations; see,

for instance, the book [49] and the article [13]. Recently, the counterparts of them in the setting

of Choquet integrals with respect to the Hausdorff content Hδ∞ of dimension δ ∈ (0, n] were

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 46E36; Secondary 42B35, 42B25, 26D10.

Key words and phrases. bounded John domain, Hausdorff content, Choquet–Lorentz integral, Poincaré(–Sobolev)
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obtained. To be precise, let Ω ⊂ Rn, with n ≥ 2, be a bounded (α, β)-John domain and δ ∈ (0, n].

The corresponding (p, p)-Poincaré inequality

inf
b∈R

∫

Ω

|u(x) − b|p dHδ∞ ≤ Cβp
(
β

α

)2np ∫

Ω

|∇u(x)|p dHδ∞

for any u ∈ C1(Ω) (the set of all continuously differentiable functions on Ω) and p ∈ ( δ
n
,∞) and

the (
δp

δ−p
, p)-Poincaré–Sobolev inequality

(1.3) inf
b∈R

{∫

Ω

|u(x) − b|
δp

δ−p dHδ∞

} δ−p

δp

≤ C

{∫

Ω

|∇u(x)|p dHδ∞

} 1
p

for any u ∈ C1(Ω) and p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ) hold; see [18]. These recover the aforementioned two classical

inequalities by taking δ = n.

Notice that, compared (1.3) with the classical Poincaré–Sobolev inequality (1.2), the endpoint

estimate for p = δ
n

in the setting of Choquet integrals is missing. Inspired by this problem, we are

interested in the Poincaré–Sobolev inequalities based on Choquet integrals in the endpoint case

p = δ
n
. In this article, we first establish some weak type estimates in this case. Furthermore,

we also study the Poincaré–Sobolev inequalities in the context of Choquet–Lorentz integrals with

respect to the Hausdorff content Hδ∞. Recall that the Lorentz space, as an intermediate space of

Lebesgue spaces under real interpolation, traces back to Lorentz [27, 28]. In view of their finer

structures, Lorentz spaces appear frequently in the study on various critical or endpoint analysis

problems from many different research fields. For instance, Spector [43] gave an optimal Lorentz

space estimate for the Riesz potential acting on curl-free vectors and Spector and Van Schaftingen

[44] established some optimal embeddings on the Lebesgue space L1 into Lorentz spaces for some

vector differential operators via Gagliardo’s lemma. Indeed, there exist enormous literatures on

this subject, here we only mention several recent articles from harmonic analysis (see, for instance,

[10, 24, 26]) and partial differential equations (see, for instance, [37, 48]).

In order to state our main theorems, we begin with recalling some notation on Hausdorff con-

tents and the associated Choquet–Lorentz integral. Let B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : |y − x| < r} denote

the open ball centered at x ∈ Rn with the radius r ∈ (0,∞). For the following definition of the

Hausdorff content of a set K in Rn, we refer to the survey [3] and also the book on the geomet-

ric measure theory of Federer [15, p. 169]. For more progress on functional inequalities about

Hausdorff contents, we refer to Saito et al. [39, 40, 41, 42] and also to [5, 23, 46].

Definition 1.1. Let K be a set in Rn with n ≥ 2 and let δ ∈ (0, n]. The Hausdorff content Hδ∞ (K)

of K is defined by setting

Hδ∞ (K) := inf


∑

i

rδi : K ⊂
⋃

i

B (xi, ri)

 ,(1.4)

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable ball coverings {B(xi, ri)}i of K. The quantity

Hδ∞ (K) in (1.4) is also referred to as the δ-Hausdorff content or the δ-Hausdorff capacity or the

Hausdorff content of K of dimension δ.

Let us now recall the definition of the Choquet integral with respect to the Hausdorff content.

In this article, Ω is always assumed to be a domain in Rn with n ≥ 2, that is, Ω is an open and

connected set of Rn. Let δ ∈ (0, n]. Then the Choquet integral with respect to the Hausdorff

content Hδ∞, for short, the Choquet integral
∫
Ω

f (x) dHδ∞ of a non-negative function f on Ω is

defined by setting
∫

Ω

f (x) dHδ∞ :=

∫ ∞

0

Hδ∞({x ∈ Ω : f (x) > λ}) dλ.
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SinceHn
∞ is monotone, then, for any function g defined on Ω, its distribution function in the sense

of the Hausdorff content λ 7→ Hδ∞({x ∈ Ω : |g(x)| > λ}) is decreasing on λ ∈ [0,∞). Thus,

we easily find that the above distribution function is measurable with respect to the Lebesgue

measure. Therefore,
∫ ∞

0
Hδ∞({x ∈ Ω : |g(x)| > λ}) dλ is a well-defined Lebesgue integral and

hence the Choquet integral is also well defined. Based on this, for any p ∈ (0,∞), the p-Choquet

integral with respect to the Hausdorff content, ‖ f ‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞), of a function f on Ω is defined by

setting

‖ f ‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞) :=

[∫

Ω

| f (x)|p dHδ∞

] 1
p

:=

[
p

∫ ∞

0

λp−1Hδ∞ ({x ∈ Ω : | f (x)| > λ}) dλ

] 1
p

.

In what follows, for any p ∈ (0,∞), we always denote by Lp(Ω,Hδ∞) the space of all functions f

on Ω such that their quasi-norms ‖ f ‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞) are finite.

We point out that, compared with Riemann or Lebesgue integrals, the Choquet integral with

respect to the Hausdorff content has the following significant differences:

(i) The Choquet integral is a nonlinear integral, that is, for any non-negative functions f and g

on Ω,
∫

Ω

f (x) dHδ∞ +

∫

Ω

g(x) dHδ∞ ,

∫

Ω

[ f (x) + g(x)] dHδ∞ ≤ 2

[∫

Ω

f (x) dHδ∞ +

∫

Ω

g(x) dHδ∞

]
.

(ii) Choquet integrals are well defined for all non-measurable functions with respect to the

Lebesgue measure.

For more details on Choquet integrals, we refer to [3]. The Choquet–Lorentz integral with respect

to the Hausdorff content is defined as follows.

Definition 1.2. Let δ ∈ (0, n], p ∈ (0,∞), and q ∈ (0,∞]. The Choquet–Lorentz integral with

respect to the Hausdorff content Hδ∞, for short, the Choquet–Lorentz integral ‖ f ‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) of a

Lebesgue measurable function f on Ω is defined by setting

‖ f ‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) :=



[
p

∫ ∞

0

λq
{
Hδ∞ ({x ∈ Ω : | f (x)| > λ})

} q

p dλ

λ

] 1
q

if q ∈ (0,∞),

sup
λ>0

λ
[
Hδ∞ ({x ∈ Ω : | f (x)| > λ})

] 1
p if q = ∞.

For convenience, we use Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) to denote the Choquet–Lorentz space of all functions f

on Ω having finite quasi-norms ‖ f ‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞). Indeed, the Choquet–Lorentz space has appeared in

the survey [3, Theorem 7]. Moreover, from the definition, we infer that, when p = q ∈ (0,∞),

‖ · ‖Lp,p(Ω,Hδ∞) = ‖ · ‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞) and hence, in this case, Lp,p(Ω,Hδ∞) = Lp(Ω,Hδ∞); when p ∈ (0,∞)

and q = ∞, the Choquet–Lorentz space Lp,∞(Ω,Hδ∞) is the “weak” version of Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).

We still need the definition of the (α, β)-John domain, which was originally introduced by John

in [25].

Definition 1.3. Assume that Ω is a bounded domain in Rn with n ≥ 2. Then Ω is called an (α, β)-

John domain if there exist constants 0 < α ≤ β < ∞ and a point x0 ∈ Ω such that each point x ∈ Ω

can be joined to x0 by a rectifiable curve γx : [0, ℓ(γx)] → Ω, parameterized by its arc length,

satisfying

γx(0) = x, γx(ℓ(γx)) = x0, ℓ(γx) ≤ β,

and

dist (γx(t), ∂Ω) ≥
α

β
t ∀ t ∈ [0, l(γx)].

Here the point x0 is called the John center of Ω.
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Remark 1.4. It is not difficult to show that convex domains and domains with Lipschitz boundary

are John domains. The domains with fractal boundaries such as the von Koch snow flake are

also John domains, but domains with outward spires are not allowed; see [18]. Moveover, let

Ω := B(0, k) ⊂ Rn with some positive integer k. Here and thereafter, 0 denotes the origin of Rn.

Taking α = β = k and x0 being the center of Ω, then Ω is a (k, k)-John domain.

With these preparations, the first main theorem of this article is the following Poincaré inequal-

ity and endpoint weak type estimate in terms of Choquet–Lorentz integrals with respect to the

Hausdorff content.

Theorem 1.5. Let Ω ⊂ Rn with n ≥ 2 be a bounded (α, β)-John domain with 0 < α ≤ β < ∞ and

let δ ∈ (0, n].

(i) If p, q ∈ ( δ
n
,∞), then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, δ, p, and q,

such that, for any u ∈ C1(Ω),

inf
b∈R
‖u − b‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) ≤ Cβ

(
β

α

)2n

‖∇u‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞).(1.5)

(ii) If p = δ
n
, then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n and δ, such that, for

any u ∈ C1(Ω),

inf
b∈R
‖u − b‖Lp,∞(Ω,Hδ∞) ≤ Cβ

(
β

α

)2n

‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).(1.6)

Remark 1.6. (i) We point out that we indeed prove two stronger inequalities than those stated

in Theorem 1.5, that is, we show that the left-hand sides of (1.5) and (1.6) can be enhanced,

respectively, into ‖u − uB‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) and ‖u − uB‖Lp,∞(Ω,Hδ∞), where

uB :=
1

|B|

∫

B

u(x) dx with B := B

(
x0,C(n)

α2

β

)
.(1.7)

Here x0 is the John center of the bounded (α, β)-John domain Ω and C(n) is a positive con-

stant that depends only on n. In addition, if q = p ∈ ( δ
n
,∞), then the Choquet–Lorentz space

Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) = Lp(Ω,Hδ∞). Thus, as a special case, Theorem 1.5(i) with q = p ∈ ( δ
n
,∞)

reduces back to [18, Theorem 3.2]. Particularly, when δ = n, we then obtain the classical

(p, p)-Poincaré inequality (1.1).

(ii) Notice that δ ≤ n and p ∈ [ δ
n
,∞). Thus, the integrable exponent p in Theorem 1.5 may less

than 1. We point out that, when p = δ
n
, the endpoint weak type estimate proved in Theorem

1.5(ii) completes [18, Theorem 3.2] because the endpoint case p = δ
n

in [18, Theorem 3.2]

is excluded. Moreover, the estimate (1.6) indeed holds for all p ∈ [ δ
n
,∞) by Theorem 1.5(i)

(or [18, Theorem 3.2]).

(iii) When δ = n, we know that the Hausdorff content Hδ∞ coincides with the Lebesgue measure

by (4.2). Then the Poincaré inequalities in Theorem 1.5 with q , p also give the Poincaré

inequalities on Lorentz spaces with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Even in this special

case, Theorem 1.5 seems also new to the best of our knowledge.

As the second main theorem of this article, we establish the Poincaré–Sobolev inequality and

also the endpoint weak type estimate in terms of Choquet–Lorentz integrals as follows, in which

the dimension δ − µp of the Hausdorff content on the left-hand side is less than or equal to the

dimension δ on the right-hand side.
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Theorem 1.7. Let Ω ⊂ Rn with n ≥ 2 be a bounded (α, β)-John domain with 0 < α ≤ β < ∞.

Suppose that µ ∈ [0, 1) and δ ∈ (0, n].

(i) If p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ) and q ∈ (

δ(δ−µp)

n(δ−p)
,∞), then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on

n, µ, δ, p, q, and the John constants α, β, such that, for any u ∈ C1(Ω),

inf
b∈R
‖u − b‖

L
p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,q
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )
≤ C‖∇u‖

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

.(1.8)

(ii) If p = δ
n
, then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, µ, δ, and the John

constants α, β, such that, for any u ∈ C1(Ω),

inf
b∈R
‖u − b‖

L
p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,∞
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )
≤ C‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).(1.9)

Remark 1.8. (i) We show that the exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−p
in Theorem 1.7 is sharp by a counterex-

ample (see Remark 4.3 below). Moreover, similarly to Remark 1.6(i), we indeed prove two

stronger inequalities than those stated in Theorem 1.7, that is, the left-hand sides of (1.8) and

(1.9) can be enhanced, respectively, into ‖u−uB‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,q
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )

and ‖u−uB‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,∞
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )

with the same uB as in (1.7).

(ii) Theorem 1.7 covers [18, Theorem 3.7] and extends the range of exponents to the endpoint

case p = δ
n
. Indeed, by taking q =

p(δ−µp)

δ−p
in Theorem 1.7(i), we conclude that, for any

p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ),

inf
b∈R
‖u − b‖

L
p(δ−µp)
δ−p (Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )
. ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).(1.10)

This inequality reduces back to [18, Theorem 3.7]. Choosing µ = 1
p

and δ = n in the last

inequality, we obtain

inf
b∈R
‖u − b‖

L
p(n−1)

n−p (Ω,Hn−1
∞ )
.

[∫

Ω

|∇u(x)|p dx

] 1
p

,

which reduces back to [18, Corollary 3.9]. In addition, when µ = 0, the estimate (1.9) is a

strengthening version of (1.6) because
pδ

δ−p
> p and Ω is a bounded domain.

(iii) The interesting special case of Theorem 1.7(i) with q =
p(δ−µp)

δ−p
and µ = 0 reduces back to

[18, Corollary 3.7] [see also (1.3)]. Furthermore, when the dimension δ = n, we recover the

classical (
np

n−p
, p)-Poincaré–Sobolev inequality (1.2). In addition, the estimate (1.9) indeed

holds for all p ∈ [ δ
n
, δ) by (1.10).

(iv) Similarly to Remark 1.6(iii), if δ = n and µ = 0, the Poincaré–Sobolev inequality on

Choquet–Lorentz integrals in Theorem 1.7 with q ,
p(δ−µp)

δ−p
also gives the Poincaré–Sobolev

inequality on Lorentz spaces with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Even in this special

case, Theorem 1.7 seems also new to the best of our knowledge.

Recall that the mapping properties of Riesz potentials are always important in harmonic anal-

ysis and potential theory. For instance, Hatano et al. [21] obtained the boundedness of Riesz

potentials on Bourgain-Morrey spaces; Nakai [31, 32, 33, 34] considered the mapping properties

of Riesz potentials on Campanato spaces and Morrey spaces. Very recently, Alves et al. [4] dis-

covered a new bilinear Riesz potential for Euler–Riesz systems and established a uniform estimate.
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As an application, we obtain the following boundedness of Riesz potentials on Choquet–

Lorentz integrals, which is an analogue of the Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev theorem on the frac-

tional integral in the setting of Choquet–Lorentz integrals with respect to the Hausdorff content.

Let α ∈ (0, n). Recall that the Riesz potential Iα is defined by setting, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) (the set

of all locally integrable functions on Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

Iα f (x) :=
1

cα

∫

Rn

f (y)

|x − y|n−α
dy,

where cα := πn/22α
Γ(α/2)
Γ((n−α)/2)

and Γ denotes the Gamma function.

Theorem 1.9. Let α ∈ (0, n), δ ∈ (0, n], and µ ∈ [0, α).

(i) If p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
α

) and q ∈ (
δ(δ−µp)

n(δ−pα)
,∞), then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on

n, α, µ, and δ, such that, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn),

‖Iα f ‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−pα

,q
(Rn,H

δ−µp
∞ )
≤ C‖ f ‖

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn ,Hδ∞)

.

(ii) If p = δ
n
, then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, α, µ, and δ, such that,

for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn),

‖Iα f ‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−pα

,∞
(Rn ,H

δ−µp
∞ )
≤ C‖ f ‖Lp(Rn,Hδ∞).(1.11)

Remark 1.10. (i) The exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
in Theorem 1.9 is sharp. Indeed, by constructing a

counterexample in Example 4.4 below, we show that the exponent is the best possible.

(ii) The estimate (1.11) is actually true for any p ∈ [ δ
n
, δ
α

). Indeed, by taking q =
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
in

Theorem 1.9(i), we conclude that, for any p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
α

),

‖Iα f ‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−pα (Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )
. ‖ f ‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞)

with the implicit positive constant independent of f . This obviously implies (1.11) for any

p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
α

).

(iii) When δ = n and µ = 0, Theorem 1.9 gives the boundedness of the Riesz potential on

Lorentz spaces with respect to the Lebesgue measure and, furthermore, taking q =
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα

then Theorem 1.9 reduces back to the Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev theorem on the fractional

integral; see, for instance, Grafakos [17, Theorem 1.2.3].

We establish our main results by borrowing some ideas from the well-known method (see [8,

29]). Indeed, we prove the desired Poincaré–Sobolev inequality with the help of the boundedness

of fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal operators and also the Hedberg-type pointwise estimate

on the Riesz potential related to Choquet integrals under consideration. Recall that the classical

Hedberg-type pointwise estimate on the Riesz potential goes back to Hedberg [22] and the one

related to Choquet integrals with respect to the Hausdorff content was given in [18, Lemma 3.6].

The boundedness of the fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator on Choquet integrals with

respect to the Hausdorff content was proved by Adams [3] and simplified by Orobitg and Verdera

[36], both heavily rely on the covering lemma. Later on, Tang [45] extended these boundedness to

the weighted Choquet space and the Choquet–Morrey space by a similar method and then studied

the Carleson embeddings for weighted Sobolev spaces. However, these two pivotal ingredients in
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the Choquet–Lorentz integral setting were missing. Thus, to obtain the above main theorems, we

need to overcome these two essential difficulties.

To tackle these hurdles, we first notice that classical Lorentz spaces are interpolation spaces of

Lebesgue spaces, that is, the real interpolation between Lebesgue spaces L1 and L∞ gives the fam-

ily of classical Lorentz spaces Lp,q for any p ∈ (1,∞) and q ∈ [1,∞]; see [6, p. 300, Theorem 1.9].

Based on this perspective, in Theorem 2.1 we establish the boundedness of the fractional Hardy–

Littlewood maximal operator from Lp,s(Rn,Hδ∞) to Lp,r(Rn,H
δ−µp
∞ ) via employing the equivalence

ofHδ∞ and the dyadic Hausdorff content H̃δ
0

introduced by Yang and Yuan [47] and the real inter-

polation theorem (
Lp0(Rn, H̃δ0 ), Lp1 (Rn, H̃δ0 )

)
η,q
= Lp,q(Rn, H̃δ0 )

from Cerdà et al. [11] (see Lemma 2.9 for the details) rather than beginning with the cover-

ing lemma as Adams [3], Orobitg and Verdera [36], and Tang [45] did. This fortunately works

for the present case of Choquet–Lorentz integrals. Indeed, this interpolation theorem combining

with the boundedness of fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal operators on Choquet integrals

then immediately implies the boundedness of fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal operators on

Choquet–Lorentz spaces associate with Fatou capacity. However, the Hausdorff contentHδ∞ is not

a Fatou capacity. To overcome the deficiency of the Fatou property, we use the dyadic Hausdorff

content H̃δ
0

from [47] as a key bridge and finally establish Theorem 2.1. This hence overcomes

the first difficulty.

On the other hand, applying the fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator, we obtain the

Hedberg-type pointwise estimates on the Riesz potential in terms of Choquet–Lorentz integrals

under consideration; see Proposition 3.1. The pivotal points of Proposition 3.1 are to estimate the

Hausdorff context of the superlevel set Hδ∞({y ∈ Rn : | f (y)| > λ}) for any λ ∈ (0,∞) and then to

convert classical Lorentz integrals to Choquet–Lorentz integrals. From the two crucial tools and

also the properties of (α, β)-John domains, we finally derive Theorems 1.5, 1.7, and 1.9. Indeed,

our proofs strongly depend on the structure of Choquet–Lorentz integrals and the obtained frac-

tional Hardy–Littlewood maximal inequality as well as the new Hedberg-type pointwise estimates.

The organization of the remainder of this article is as follows.

In Section 2, the fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal inequality on Choquet–Lorentz inte-

grals with respect to the Hausdorff content is established. Section 3 contains the Hedberg-type

pointwise estimates on the Riesz potential in terms of Choquet–Lorentz integrals. The proofs

of the main theorems and the corresponding Poincaré or Poincaré–Sobolev inequalities for com-

pactly supported continuously differentiable functions defined on open connected sets are given in

Section 4.

Finally, we make some convention on the notation. Let N := {1, 2, . . . }. We denote by C a

positive constant which is independent of the main parameters involved, but it may vary from line

to line. Besides, we denote f ≤ Cg (resp. f ≥ Cg) for a positive constant C by f . g (resp.

f & g). We write f ∼ g if f . g . f . Also, we denote by 1E the characteristic function of set

E ⊂ Rn.

2 The Fractional Hardy–Littlewood Maximal Inequality

Let µ ∈ [0, n). Recall that L1
loc

(Rn) denotes the set of all locally integrable functions on Rn and

the fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal functionMµ( f ) of f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) with order µ is defined

by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

Mµ( f )(x) := sup
r∈(0,∞)

r µ
?

B(x,r)

| f (y)| dy,
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where the barred integral denotes the integral average over the ball B(x, r). Notice that, when

µ = 0, we denoteM0( f ) byM( f ), which is the classical Hardy–Littlewood maximal function of

f .

The main result of this section is the following fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal inequality

on the Choquent–Lorentz integral.

Theorem 2.1. Let δ ∈ (0, n], µ ∈ [0, n), p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
µ
), r ∈ ( δ

n
,∞), and s ∈ (0, r]. Then the fractional

Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator Mµ is bounded from Lp,s(Rn,Hδ∞) to Lp,r(Rn,H
δ−µp
∞ ), that

is, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ Lp,r(Rn,H
δ−µp
∞ ),

‖Mµ( f )‖
Lp,r(Rn,H

δ−µp
∞ )
≤ C‖ f ‖Lp,s(Rn,Hδ∞).

Remark 2.2. (i) It is interesting that the above inequality allows the dimension of the Haus-

dorff content on the left-hand side is less than that on the right-hand side, which leads the

fractional Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator Mµ being of (p, p) type. This differs from

the classical (p, q)-type ofMµ on classical Lebesgue spaces with 1
q
= 1

p
−
µ

n
.

(ii) The conclusion of Theorem 2.1 is new even in the case µ = 0 and r = s. That is, the

Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M is bounded on Lp,r(Rn,Hδ∞) for any p ∈ ( δ
n
,∞)

and r ∈ ( δ
n
,∞), which means that there exists a positive constant C such that, for any

f ∈ Lp,r(Rn,Hδ∞),

‖M( f )‖Lp,r(Rn ,Hδ∞) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp,r(Rn,Hδ∞).

(iii) When δ = n, µ = 0, and r = s = p, Theorem 2.1 in this case reduces back to the classical

Hardy–Littlewood maximal inequality.

We next show Theorem 2.1 by combining a real interpolation result of Choquet-integral spaces

due to Cerdà et al. [11, Corollary 1] (see also Lemma 2.9), the boundedness ofMµ from Lp(Rn,Hδ∞)

to Lp(Rn,H
δ−µp
∞ ) (see Lemma 2.6), and also the dyadic Hausdorff content H̃δ

0
introduced by Yang

and Yuan in [47]. For this purpose, we first collect some known properties on the Choquet–Lorentz

integral. It is not difficult to obtain the following equivalent quasi-norms of ‖ · ‖Lp,q(Rn,Hδ∞); we omit

the details.

Lemma 2.3. Let δ ∈ (0, n], p ∈ (0,∞), and q ∈ (0,∞]. If f ∈ Lp,q(Rn,Hδ∞), then

‖ f ‖Lp,q(Rn ,Hδ∞) ∼




∑

i∈Z

2iq
{
Hδ∞

({
x ∈ Rn : | f (x)| > 2i

})} q

p



1
q

if q∈ (0,∞),

sup
i∈Z

2i
[
Hδ∞

({
x ∈ Rn : | f (x)| > 2i

})] 1
p if q= ∞,

where the positive equivalence constants are independent of f .

Remark 2.4. Let δ ∈ (0, n] and p ∈ (0,∞). By Lemma 2.3 and the well-known inequality that,

for any θ ∈ (0, 1] and {ai}
∞
i=1
⊂ C,


∞∑

i=1

|ai|


θ

≤

∞∑

i=1

|ai|
θ,(2.1)

we conclude that, if 0 < s ≤ r < ∞, then Lp,s(Rn,Hδ∞) ⊂ Lp,r(Rn,Hδ∞) and, for any f ∈

Lp,s(Rn,Hδ∞), ‖ f ‖Lp,r(Rn,Hδ∞) . ‖ f ‖Lp,s(Rn ,Hδ∞) with the implicit positive constant independent of

f .
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From the definition of Choquet–Lorentz integrals, we easily infer the following conclusion; we

omit the details.

Lemma 2.5. Let δ ∈ (0, n], p ∈ (0,∞), and q ∈ (0,∞]. Then, for any f ∈ Lp,q(Rn,Hδ∞) and

ν ∈ (0,∞), it holds that

‖| f |ν‖Lp,q(Rn ,Hδ∞) = ‖ f ‖
ν

Lνp,νq(Rn,Hδ∞)
.

The following conclusion is a special case of [3, Theorem 7(a)].

Lemma 2.6. Let δ ∈ (0, n] and µ ∈ [0, n). If p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
µ
), then, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn,Hδ∞),

‖Mµ( f )‖
Lp(Rn ,H

δ−µp
∞ )
. ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn,Hδ∞)

and, if p = δ
n
, then

sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λH
δ−µp
∞

({
x ∈ Rn : Mµ( f ) > λ

})1/p
. ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞),

where the implicit positive constants are independent of f .

To apply the real interpolation theorem, we need to recall more properties on the Hausdorff

content. It is known that Hδ∞ is an outer capacity in the sense of Meyers [35, p. 257] and an outer

measure. Precisely, the Hausdorff content has the following properties (see, for example, [2]).

Lemma 2.7. Let δ ∈ (0, n]. Then the following statements hold.

(i) Hδ∞(∅) = 0;

(ii) If A ⊂ B ⊂ Rn, thenHδ∞(A) ≤ Hδ∞(B);

(iii) If K ⊂ Rn, then

Hδ∞ (K) = inf{Hδ∞ (U) : U ⊃ K and U is open};

(iv) If {Ki}
∞
i=1

is a decreasing sequence of compact sets in Rn, then

Hδ∞


∞⋂

i=1

Ki

 = lim
i→∞
Hδ∞ (Ki) ;

(v) If {Ei}
∞
i=1

is any sequence of sets in Rn, then

Hδ∞


∞⋃

i=1

Ei

 ≤
∞∑

i=1

Hδ∞ (Ei) .

However, the Hausdorff content Hδ∞ is not a capacity in the sense of Choquet [12] because the

deficiency of the following property: for any increasing sequence {Ki}
∞
i=1

of sets,

Hδ∞


∞⋃

i=1

Ki

 = lim
i→∞
Hδ∞ (Ki) .

To overcome this obstacle, the dyadic Hausdorff content H̃δ∞ was introduced (see, for instance,

[2]), that is,

H̃δ∞ (K) := inf


∞∑

i=1

[l(Qi)]
δ : K ⊂

∞⋃

i=1

Qi

 ,
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where the infimum is taken over all dyadic cube coverings of K and where l(Q) denotes the edge

length of the cube Q. This equivalent Hausdorff content was claimed to be a capacity in the sense

of Choquet in [2], but it is true only when δ ∈ (n−1, n] (see [47, Propositions 2.1 and 2.2]). Indeed,

Yang and Yuan in [47, Proposition 2.2] proved that when δ ∈ (0, n − 1] there exist compact sets

{K j} j∈N which is decreasing but

H̃δ∞


∞⋂

i=1

K j

 , lim
j→∞
H̃δ∞(K j).

To overcome this shortage, a new dyadic Hausdorff content H̃δ
0

was introduced in [47, Definition

2.1], that is, for any subset K of Rn,

H̃δ0 (K) := inf


∑

i

[l(Qi)]
δ : K ⊂


⋃

i

Qi


◦ ,

where the infimum is taken over all dyadic cubes {Qi}i and, for any E ⊂ Rn, E◦ denote the interior

of the set E. This dyadic Hausdorff content H̃δ
0

has the following good properties.

Remark 2.8. Let δ ∈ (0, n] with n ≥ 2.

(i) By [47, Proposition 2.3], H̃δ
0

is equivalent to Hδ∞ with the positive equivalence constants

depending only on n.

(ii) It follows from [47, Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 2.1] that H̃δ
0

is strongly subadditive, that

is, for any sets K1, K2 ⊂ R
n,

H̃δ0 (K1 ∪ K2) + H̃δ0 (K1 ∩ K2) ≤ H̃δ0 (K1) + H̃δ0 (K2)

and, for any δ ∈ (0, n], it holds that

(a) if {K j}
∞
j=1

are compact and decrease to K, then lim j→∞ H̃
δ
0
(K j) = H̃

δ
0
(K);

(b) if {E j}
∞
j=1

increase to E, then lim j→∞ H̃
δ
0
(E j) = H̃

δ
0
(E).

Therefore, H̃δ
0

is a capacity in the sense of Choquet [12] for all δ ∈ (0, n].

We next recall the concept of the real interpolation and, for general facts concerning the inter-

polation theory, we refer to books [7] and [9]. In [11, Corollary 1], Cerdà et al. established a real

interpolation result of Choquet integrals corresponding to a capacity C, which satisfies:

(i) Quasi-subadditivity: there exists L ∈ [1,∞) such that, for any subsets A and B of Rn,

C(A ∪ B) ≤ L[C(A) +C(B)];

(ii) Fatou property: for a sequence {E j}
∞
j=1

of subsets in Rn, if {E j}
∞
j=1

increase to E, then

lim
j→∞

C(E j) = C(E).

We point out that the dyadic Hausdorff content H̃δ
0

satisfies the quasi-subadditivity and the

Fatou property for any δ ∈ (0, n] by Remark 2.8(ii). But, the Hausdorff content Hδ∞ does not

have the Fatou property. Therefore, we can only apply [11, Corollary 1] to the Choquet integral
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with respect to the dyadic Hausdorff content H̃δ
0
. Fortunately, H̃δ

0
is equivalent toHδ∞ due to [47,

Proposition 2.3].

Let p0, p1 ∈ (0,∞). Then the space Lp0 (Rn, H̃δ
0
) + Lp1(Rn, H̃δ

0
) is defined to be the set of all

measurable functions f on Rn such that f = f0+ f1, where f0 ∈ Lp0 (Rn, H̃δ
0
) and f1 ∈ Lp1 (Rn, H̃δ

0
).

For simplicity of presentation, let A0 := Lp0 (Rn, H̃δ
0
) and A1 := Lp1(Rn, H̃δ

0
). Then the real inter-

polation space (A0, A1)θ,q, with θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ (0,∞], is defined to be the set of all functions

f ∈ A0 + A1 satisfying

‖ f ‖θ,q :=

{∫ ∞

0

[
t−θK(t, f ; A0, A1)

]q dt

t

} 1
q

< ∞,

where K(t, f ; A0, A1) is called the K-functional, defined by setting

K(t, f ; A0, A1) := inf
{
‖ f0‖A0

+ t‖ f1‖A1
: f = f0 + f1, f0 ∈ A0, f1 ∈ A1

}
.

Now, we state the real interpolation result of the Choquet integral corresponding to the dyadic

Hausdorff content H̃δ
0

as follows, which is a special case of [11, Corollary 1].

Lemma 2.9. Let δ ∈ (0, n] and p ∈ (0,∞). Then, for any 0 < p0 < p1 < ∞, q ∈ (p0,∞), and

η ∈ (0, 1) with 1
p
=

1−η

p0
+
η

p1
, (Lp0 (Rn, H̃δ

0
), Lp1(Rn, H̃δ

0
))η,q = Lp,q(Rn, H̃δ

0
).

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let δ ∈ (0, n], p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
µ
), r ∈ ( δ

n
,∞), and s ∈ (0, r]. We choose η ∈ (0, 1),

p0, p1 ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
µ
) such that p0 < r, p0 < p1, and 1

p
=
η

p0
+

1−η

p1
. Then, by Lemma 2.9, we conclude

that, for any δ ∈ (0, n],

(2.2) Lp,r(Rn, H̃δ0 ) =
(
Lp0(Rn, H̃δ0 ), Lp1 (Rn, H̃δ0 )

)
η,r

and, moreover, for any µ ∈ [0, n),

(2.3) Lp,r(Rn, H̃
δ−µp

0
) =

(
Lp0(Rn, H̃

δ−µp

0
), Lp1 (Rn, H̃

δ−µp

0
)
)
η,r
.

Let f ∈ Lp,s(Rn,Hδ∞). Then f ∈ Lp,r(Rn, H̃δ
0
) due to Remarks 2.8(i) and 2.4. Thus, by (2.2),

we find that there exist two functions f0 ∈ Lp0(Rn, H̃δ
0
) and f1 ∈ Lp1 (Rn, H̃δ

0
) such that f = f0 + f1

and

(∫ ∞

0

{
t−η

[
‖ f0‖Lp0 (Rn,H̃δ

0
)
+ t‖ f1‖Lp1 (Rn,H̃δ

0
)

]}r dt

t

) 1
r

. ‖ f ‖
Lp,r(Rn ,H̃δ

0
)
.(2.4)

Next, we let E0 := {x ∈ Rn : 1
2
Mµ( f )(x) ≤ Mµ( f0)(x)} and

E1 :=

{
x ∈ Rn :

1

2
Mµ( f )(x) ≤ Mµ( f1)(x)

}
.

Then, by an obvious inequality thatMµ( f )(x) ≤ Mµ( f0)(x) +Mµ( f1)(x) for any x ∈ Rn, we have

R
n = E0 ∪ E1 = E0 ∪ (E1\E0).

Then, using p0, p1 ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
µ

), Lemma 2.6, and definitions of E0 and E1, we conclude that

Mµ( f ) =Mµ( f )1E0
+Mµ( f )1E1\E0

∈ Lp0 (Rn, H̃
δ−µp

0
) + Lp1(Rn, H̃

δ−µp

0
).
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From this, Remark 2.8(i), (2.3), Lemma 2.6 again, (2.4), and Remark 2.4, we deduce that

‖Mµ( f )‖
Lp,r(Rn ,H

δ−µp
∞ )

∼ ‖Mµ( f )‖
Lp,r(Rn ,H̃

δ−µp

0
)
∼ ‖Mµ( f )‖

(Lp0 (Rn,H̃
δ−µp

0
),Lp1 (Rn ,H̃

δ−µp

0
))η,r

.

{∫ ∞

0

(
t−η

[
‖Mµ( f )1E0

‖
Lp0 (Rn,H

δ−µp
∞ )
+ t‖Mµ( f )1E1\E0

‖
Lp1 (Rn ,H

δ−µp
∞ )

])r dt

t

} 1
r

.

{∫ ∞

0

(
t−η

[
‖ f0‖Lp0 (Rn,H̃δ

0
)
+ t‖ f1‖Lp1 (Rn,H̃δ

0
)

])r dt

t

} 1
r

. ‖ f ‖
Lp,r(Rn,H̃δ

0
)
. ‖ f ‖Lp,r(Rn,Hδ∞) . ‖ f ‖Lp,s(Rn,Hδ∞).

This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.1. �

3 Hedberg-Type Pointwise Estimates on Riesz Potentials

In this section, we establish some Hedberg-type pointwise estimates on Riesz potentials in

terms of Choquet–Lorentz integrals by borrowing some ideas from [1, 18]. These estimates play

an important role in the proofs of Theorems 1.7 and 1.9.

Proposition 3.1. Let α ∈ (0, n), µ ∈ [0, α), and δ ∈ (0, n].

(i) If p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
α

) and q ∈ (0,∞], then there exists a positive constant C1 such that, for any

f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy ≤ C1

[
Mµ f (x)

] δ−pα

δ−µp
‖ f ‖

p(α−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn,Hδ∞)

.

(ii) If p = δ
n
, then there exists a positive constant C2 such that, for any f ∈ L1

loc
(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy ≤ C2

[
Mµ f (x)

] δ−pα

δ−µp
‖ f ‖

p(α−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞)
.

To prove Proposition 3.1, notice that, for any Lebesgue measurable function f on Ω, it holds

(3.1)

∫

Ω

| f (x)| dx .

[∫

Ω

| f (x)|
δ
n dHδ∞

] n
δ

,

where Ω ⊂ Rn is a domain, n ≥ 2, and δ ∈ (0, n] (see [36, Lemma 3]). Recall that the classical

Lorentz space Lp,q(Rn) is originally defined via the decreasing rearrangement and further charac-

terized by distribution functions (see, for instance, [16, Proposition 1.4.9]). Let p ∈ (0,∞) and

q ∈ (0,∞]. Then f ∈ Lp,q(Rn) if and only if

‖ f ‖Lp,q(Rn) :=



p
1
q

[∫ ∞

0

{
λ|{x ∈ Rn : | f (x)| > λ}|

1
p

}q dλ

λ

] 1
q

if q ∈ (0,∞),

sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λ|{x ∈ Rn : | f (x)| > λ}|
1
p if q = ∞

(3.2)

is finite.

We now show Proposition 3.1.
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Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let p ∈ [ δ
n
, δ
α

), q ∈ (0,∞], f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn), and x ∈ Rn. For any r ∈ (0,∞),

we write

(3.3)

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy =

{∫

B(x,r)

+

∫

Rn\B(x,r)

}
| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy.

For the first term of the right-hand side of (3.3), by the assumption that µ < α, we find that

∫

B(x,r)

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy =

∞∑

k=1

∫

{x∈Rn: 2−kr≤|x−y|<2−k+1r}

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy(3.4)

≤

∞∑

k=1

(
2k

r

)n−α ∫

B(x,2−k+1r)
| f (y)| dy . rα−µMµ f (x).

We first prove (i) in the following two steps.

Step 1. We show (i) for any q ∈ (0,∞). To achieve this, let p̃ :=
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
. Next, we estimate the

second term of the right-hand side of (3.3) by considering the following two cases on q.

Case 1. q ∈ (
p̃

2p
,∞). In this case,

2pq

p̃
∈ (1,∞). Then, by the fact p > δ

n
and the Hölder

inequality of Lorentz spaces (see [16, Theorem 1.4.17(vi)]), we conclude that
∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy ≤ ‖ f ‖

L
pn
δ
,
2pq

p̃ (Rn\B(x,r))

∥∥∥|x − ·|−n+α
∥∥∥

L
p′

1
,q′

1 (Rn\B(x,r))
,

where p′
1

and q′
1

denote the conjugate indices of
pn

δ
and

2pq

p̃
, respectively. Since Hn

∞(K) ≤

(Hδ∞(K))
n
δ for any set K ⊂ Rn by both (2.1) and δ ∈ (0, n], it follows from (4.2) that

‖ f ‖
L

pn
δ
,
2pq

p̃ (Rn\B(x,r))
∼

[∫ ∞

0

λ
2pq

p̃

∣∣∣{y ∈ Rn \ B(x, r) : | f (y)| > λ
}∣∣∣

2qδ

p̃n
dλ

λ

] p̃

2pq

(3.5)

.

{∫ ∞

0

λ
2pq

p̃
[
Hn
∞

({
y ∈ Rn : | f (y)| > λ

})] 2qδ

p̃n
dλ

λ

} p̃
2pq

.

{∫ ∞

0

λ
2pq

p̃

[
Hδ∞

(
{y ∈ Rn : | f (y)| > λ}

)] 2q

p̃
dλ

λ

} p̃

2pq

.

For any λ ∈ (0,∞), let h(λ) := Hδ∞({y ∈ Rn : | f (y)| > λ}). Then the function h is decreasing.

Notice that
pq

p̃
=

q(δ−pα)

δ−µp
> 0. Thus, we have

λ
pq

p̃ h(λ)
q

p̃ ∼

∫ λ

0

t
pq

p̃ h(λ)
q

p̃
dt

t
.

∫ λ

0

t
pq

p̃ h(t)
q

p̃
dt

t

.

∫ ∞

0

t
pq

p̃ h(t)
q

p̃
dt

t
∼ ‖ f ‖

pq

p̃

L
p,

pq
p̃ (Rn ,Hδ∞)

.

From this and (3.5), we infer that

‖ f ‖
L

pn
δ
,
2pq

p̃ (Rn\B(x,r))
.

[
‖ f ‖

pq

p̃

L
p,

pq
p̃ (Rn,Hδ∞)

∫ ∞

0

λ
pq

p̃ h(λ)
q

p̃
dλ

λ

] p̃

2pq

∼ ‖ f ‖
L

p,
pq
p̃ (Rn ,Hδ∞)

.(3.6)

Now, we turn to estimate ‖|x − ·|−n+α‖
L

p′
1
,q′

1 (Rn\B(x,r))
for any given x ∈ Rn. By (3.2), we obtain

∥∥∥|x − ·|−n+α
∥∥∥

L
p′

1
,q′

1 (Rn\B(x,r))
∼



∫ 1
rn−α

0

λq′
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

y ∈ Rn : r ≤ |x − y| <

(
1

λ

) 1
n−α



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

q′
1

p′
1 dλ

λ



1
q′

1
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.


∫ 1

rn−α

0

λ
q′

1
−

nq′
1

(n−α)p′
1

dλ

λ



1
q′

1

∼ r
−(n−α)[1− n

(n−α)p′
1

]
∼ r
α− δ

p ,

where we used the fact that p < δ
α

and hence 1− n
(n−α)p′

1
> 0. Therefore, in the case where q >

p̃

2p
,

it holds
∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy . r

α− δ
p ‖ f ‖

L
p,

pq
p̃ (Rn,Hδ∞)

.(3.7)

Case 2. q ∈ (0,
p̃

2p
]. In this case,

2pq

p̃
∈ (0, 1]. From the Hölder inequality of Lorentz spaces in

[16, Theorem 1.4.17(v)], we deduce that
∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy . ‖ f ‖

L
pn
δ
,
2pq

p̃ (Rn\B(x,r))

∥∥∥|x − ·|−n+α
∥∥∥

L
p′

1
,∞

(Rn\B(x,r))
,

where p′
1

still denotes the conjugate index of
pn

δ
. Applying an argument similar to that used in

(3.6), we find that

‖ f ‖
L

pn
δ
,
2pq

p̃ (Rn\B(x,r))
. ‖ f ‖

L
p,

pq
p̃ (Rn ,Hδ∞)

.

Moreover, we also have

∥∥∥|x − ·|−n+α
∥∥∥

L
p′

1
,∞

(Rn\B(x,r))
= sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

y ∈ Rn \ B(x, r) : |y − x| <

(
1

λ

) 1
n−α



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1
p′

1

≤ sup
λ∈(0, 1

rn−α )

λ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

y ∈ Rn : |y − x| <

(
1

λ

) 1
n−α



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1
p′

1

. r
α− δ

p .

Thus, in this case, we also obtain the estimate (3.7). Altogether, we conclude that, for any q ∈

(0,∞),

(3.8)

∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy . r

α− δ
p ‖ f ‖

L
p,

pq
p̃ (Rn,Hδ∞)

.

Combining (3.3), (3.4), and (3.8), we find that
∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy . rα−µMµ f (x) + r

α− δ
p ‖ f ‖

L
p,

pq
p̃ (Rn,Hδ∞)

.

By taking r := [
Mµ f (x)

‖ f ‖
L

p,
pq
p̃ (Rn ,Hδ∞)

]
−

p

δ−µp , we further obtain, for any x ∈ Rn,

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy .

[
Mµ f (x)

] δ−pα

δ−µp
‖ f ‖

p(α−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn ,Hδ∞)

.

This finishes the proof of (i) for any q ∈ (0,∞).

Step 2. We show (i) for q = ∞. Applying the Hölder inequality of Lorentz spaces (see [16,

p.73]), we find that

∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy . ‖ f ‖

L
pn
δ
,∞

(Rn\B(x,r))

∥∥∥|x − ·|−n+α
∥∥∥

L
pn

pn−δ
,1

(Rn\B(x,r))
.

Furthermore, we have

‖ f ‖
L

pn
δ
,∞

(Rn\B(x,r))
= sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λ|{x ∈ Rn \ B(x, r) : | f (x)| > λ}|
δ
pn
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. sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λ[Hδ∞({x ∈ Rn : | f (x)| > λ})]
1
p ∼ ‖ f ‖Lp,∞(Rn ,Hδ∞)

and ∥∥∥|x − ·|−n+α
∥∥∥

L
pn

pn−δ
,1

(Rn\B(x,r))
. r
α− δ

p ,

which, together with (3.3) and (3.4), further imply that

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy . rα−µMµ f (x) + r

α− δp ‖ f ‖Lp,∞(Rn ,Hδ∞) .

Letting r := [
Mµ f (x)

‖ f ‖
Lp,∞(Rn ,Hδ∞)

]
−

p

δ−µp , we further obtain, for any x ∈ Rn,

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy .

[
Mµ f (x)

] δ−pα

δ−µp
‖ f ‖

p(α−µ)
δ−µp

Lp,∞(Rn ,Hδ∞)
.

This finishes the proof of (i) for q = ∞ and hence (i).

Next, we prove (ii). Let p = δ
n
. In this case, we first have

∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy ≤ rα−n

∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)| dy.(3.9)

By (3.1), we obtain

∫

Rn\B(x,r)

| f (y)| dy .

[∫

Rn

| f (y)|
δ
n dHδ∞

] n
δ

∼ ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞).(3.10)

Combining (3.3), (3.4), (3.9), and (3.10), we conclude that

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy . rα−µMµ f (x) + r

α− δ
p ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn,Hδ∞).

By taking r := [
Mµ f (x)

‖ f ‖
Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞)

]
−

p

δ−µp , we find that

∫

Rn

| f (y)|

|x − y|n−α
dy .

[
Mµ f (x)

] δ−pα

δ−µp
‖ f ‖

p(α−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞)
.

This finishes the proof of (ii) and hence Proposition 3.1. �

Remark 3.2. We point out that Proposition 3.1(i) with q =
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
and α = 1 reduces back to [18,

Lemma 3.6]. In this sense, Proposition 3.1 extends [18, Lemma 3.6] to Choquet–Lorentz integrals

and to all α ∈ (0, n). Moreover, the estimate in Proposition 3.1(ii) is actually true for any p ∈ [ δ
n
, δ
α

)

by combining Proposition 3.1(i).

4 Proofs of Theorems 1.5, 1.7, and 1.9

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.5, 1.7, and 1.9. For this purpose, let δ ∈ (0, n]. Recall that

the δ-dimensional Hausdorff measure of K ⊂ Rn is defined by setting

Hδ(K) := lim
̺→0+

inf


∑

i

rδi : K ⊂
⋃

i

B(xi, ri), ri ≤ ̺ for any i

 ,
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where the infimum is taken over all such finite or countable ball covers {B(xi, ri)}i of K that ri ≤ ̺

for any i. When δ = n, there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, such that, for any

Lebesgue measurable set K ⊂ Rn,

C−1Hn (K) ≤ |K| ≤ CHn (K) .(4.1)

Here |K| denotes the Lebesgue measure of K. For more properties of the Hausdorff measure we

refer to [14, Chapter 2]. In particular, we have the following relation between the Hausdorff

content and the Hausdorff measure when δ = n (see [18, Proposition 2.5]): There exists a positive

constant C, depending only on n, such that, for any K ⊂ Rn, Hn
∞(K) ≤ Hn(K) ≤ CHn

∞(K).

Combining this and (4.1), we easily conclude that there exists a positive constant C, depending

only on n, such that, for any Lebesgue measurable set K ⊂ Rn,

C−1Hn
∞(K) ≤ |K| ≤ CHn

∞(K).(4.2)

Thus, when δ = n, the Hausdorff content Hδ∞ is equivalent to the Lebesgue measure. In this case,

the space Lp,q(Rn,Hδ∞) coincides with the classical Lorentz space Lp,q(Rn).

The boundedness ofM on Lp(Rn,Hδ∞) is presented below, which is exactly [36, Theorem].

Lemma 4.1. Let δ ∈ (0, n]. If p ∈ ( δ
n
,∞), then, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn,Hδ∞), it holds

‖M( f )‖Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞) . ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞)

and, if p = δ
n
, then

sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λHδ∞
({

x ∈ Rn : M( f )(x) > λ
})1/p

. ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞),

where the implicit positive constants are independent of f .

As an analogue of (3.1) for Lorentz spaces, we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 4.2. Let Ω ⊂ Rn with n ≥ 2 be a domain, δ ∈ (0, n], p ∈ (0,∞), and q ∈ (0,∞]. Then, for

any Lebesgue measurable function f ,

(4.3) ‖ f ‖Lp,q(Ω) . ‖ f ‖
L

pδ
n ,q(Ω,Hδ∞)

with the implicit positive constant independent of f and Ω.

Proof. By (2.1), we find that, for any Lebesgue measurable set E of Rn, Hn
∞(E) ≤ [Hδ∞(E)]

n
δ ,

which, together with (4.2), further implies that |E| ∼ Hn
∞(E) . [Hδ∞(E)]

n
δ . From this, together

with the definitions of ‖ f ‖Lp,q(Ω) and ‖ f ‖
L

pδ
n ,q(Ω,Hδ∞)

, we further infer that (4.3) holds. This finishes

the proof of Lemma 4.2. �

We now prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. To show (i), let p, q ∈ ( δ
n
,∞). We may assume ‖∇u‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) is finite.

Since
pn

δ
> 1, it follows from the Hölder inequality of Lorentz spaces (see [16, (v) and (vi) of

Theorem 1.4.17 and p. 73]) and Lemma 4.2 that

∫

Ω

|∇u| dx . ‖∇u‖
L

pn
δ
,q

(Ω)
‖1Ω‖

L
(

pn
δ

)′,q′
(Ω)
. ‖∇u‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞),(4.4)

where we used the assumption that the domain Ω is bounded in the last inequality. This further

implies |∇u| ∈ L1(Ω) and hence both the Riesz potential and the maximal function of |∇u| are well

defined.
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By [38, Theorem] (see also [8, 29]), we find that, for any given (α, β)-John domain Ω with the

John center x0 ∈ R
n and for any u ∈ C1(Ω),

|u(x) − uB| ≤ C(n)

(
β

α

)2n ∫

Ω

|∇u(y)|

|x − y|n−1
dy, ∀ x ∈ Ω,(4.5)

where C(n) is a positive constant depending only on n,

B := B

(
x0,C(n)

α2

β

)
, and uB :=

1

|B|

∫

B

u(x) dx.

Moreover, by [49, Lemma 2.8.3] (see also [22, Lemma]), we conclude that the Riesz potential

on the bounded domain Ω can be estimated by the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator, which

further implies that, for any u ∈ C1(Ω) and x ∈ Ω,

(4.6) |u(x) − uB| .

(
β

α

)2n

diam(Ω)M|∇u|(x).

With the understanding that |∇u| is zero outside Ω, combining (4.6) and Theorem 2.1 with µ = 0,

we conclude that

‖u − uB‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) .

(
β

α

)2n

diam(Ω)

{∫ ∞

0

λq
[
Hδ∞({x ∈ Ω : M|∇u|(x) > λ})

] q

p dλ

λ

} 1
q

∼

(
β

α

)2n

diam(Ω) ‖M|∇u|‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) . β

(
β

α

)2n

‖∇u‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞),

where we used diam(Ω) ≤ 2β in the last inequality. This finishes the proof of (i).

For (ii), similarly to the proof of (i), we also find that |∇u| is well defined. If p = δ
n
, by (4.6)

and the weak boundedness ofM in Lemma 4.1, we obtain

‖u − uB‖Lp,∞(Ω,Hδ∞) .

(
β

α

)2n

diam(Ω) sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λ
[
Hδ∞({x ∈ Ω : M|∇u|(x) > λ})

] 1
p

.

(
β

α

)2n

diam(Ω)‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞) . β

(
β

α

)2n

‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).

Therefore, (ii) is true, which completes the proof of Theorem 1.5. �

We next show Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let µ ∈ [0, 1) and δ ∈ (0, n]. We first prove (i). To achieve this, suppose

p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ) and q ∈ (

δ(δ−µp)

n(δ−p)
,∞). Then, applying (4.4), we also obtain |∇u| ∈ L1(Ω). From (4.5) and

Proposition 3.1(i) with the understanding that |∇u| is zero outside Ω and α = 1, we infer that, for

any x ∈ Ω,

|u(x) − uB| ≤ C(n)

(
β

α

)2n ∫

Ω

|∇u(y)|

|x − y|n−1
dy .

[
Mµ|∇u|(x)

] δ−p

δ−µp
‖∇u‖

p(1−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

,

where B is the same as in (4.5). Thus, by Lemma 2.5 and Theorem 2.1 with the fact that
q(δ−p)

δ−µp
> δ

n
,

we find that

‖u − uB‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,q
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )

. ‖∇u‖
p(1−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
[
Mµ|∇u|

] δ−p

δ−µp

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,q
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )
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∼ ‖∇u‖
p(1−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

∥∥∥Mµ|∇u|
∥∥∥
δ−p

δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )

. ‖∇u‖
p(1−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

‖∇u‖
δ−p

δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

∼ ‖∇u‖
L

p,
q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

,

which completes the proof of (i).

For (ii), let p = δ
n
. By (4.5) and Proposition 3.1(ii) with the understanding that |∇u| is zero

outside Ω and α = 1, we conclude that, for any x ∈ Ω,

|u(x) − uB| ≤ C(n)

(
β

α

)2n ∫

Ω

|∇u(y)|

|x − y|n−1
dy .

[
Mµ(|∇u|)(x)

] δ−p

δ−µp
‖∇u‖

p(1−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Ω,Hδ∞)
,

which, combined with Lemma 2.5 and the weak boundedness ofMµ in Lemma 2.6, further implies

that

‖u − uB‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,∞
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )

. ‖∇u‖
p(1−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Ω,Hδ∞)

∥∥∥Mµ(|∇u|)
∥∥∥
δ−p

δ−µp

Lp,∞(Ω,H
δ−µp
∞ )

. ‖∇u‖
p(1−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Ω,Hδ∞)
‖∇u‖

δ−p
δ−µp

Lp(Ω,Hδ∞)
∼ ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).

Thus, conclusion (ii) is proved. This then finishes the proof of Theorem 1.7. �

We would like to mention that, after this article is near finishing, we find that Harjulehto and

Hurri-Syrjänen [19, Theorem 3.6] and [20, Theorem 4.11] have also obtained an analog of The-

orem 1.7(ii), while our article concerns quite different topics from [19, 20]; hence, these articles

cannot cover each other and are of independent interest.

We now prove that the exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−p
in Theorem 1.7 is the best possible. To show this, we

give the following example.

Example 4.3. Let Ω := B(0, 1)\{0} and u0(x) := |x|η1Ω(x) for any x ∈ Rn, where η ∈ (−∞, 0)

is chosen later. Then u0 ∈ C1(Ω). Let δ ∈ (0, n], µ ∈ [0, 1), and p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ). We claim that, if

s ∈ (
p(δ−µp)

δ−p
,∞), then there exists η such that ‖u0−b‖

Ls,q(Ω,H
δ−µp
∞ )
= ∞ for any b ∈ R and q ∈ (0,∞),

but

(4.7) ‖∇u0‖Lp,̃q(Ω,Hδ∞) < ∞ for any q̃ ∈ (0,∞).

Given any b ∈ R, since η < 0, it follows that there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that 1
2
u0(x) > b for any

x ∈ Rn satisfying |x| ∈ (0, r). Then we obtain

‖u0 − b‖
q

Ls,q(Ω,H
δ−µp
∞ )
&

∫ ∞

0

λq
[
H
δ−µp
∞ ({x ∈ B(0, r) : u0(x) > 2λ})

] q

s dλ

λ

∼

∫ ∞

0

λq
[
H
δ−µp
∞

({
x ∈ B(0, r) : |x| < (2λ)

1
η

})] q

s dλ

λ

&

∫ ∞

rη

2

λq
[
H
δ−µp
∞

(
B

(
0, (2λ)

1
η

))] q

s dλ

λ
∼

∫ ∞

rη

2

λ
q+

(δ−µp)q
ηs

dλ

λ
.

The last integral is infinite when q +
(δ−µp)q

ηs
≥ 0, that is, η ≤ −

δ−µp

s
.

On the other hand, observing that |∇u0(x)| = |η||x|η−1 for any x ∈ Ω, we find that

‖∇u0‖
q̃

Lp,̃q(Ω,Hδ∞)
∼

∫ ∞

0

λq̃
[
Hδ∞

({
x ∈ Ω : |η||x|η−1 > λ

})] q̃

p dλ

λ
(4.8)
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.

∫ 1

0

λq̃
[
Hδ∞(B(0, 1))

] q̃

p dλ

λ
+

∫ ∞

1

λq̃
[
Hδ∞

(
B

(
0, cλ

1
η−1

))] q̃

p dλ

λ
,

where c := 1
|η|1/(η−1) . By the fact that q̃ > 0 andHδ∞(B(0, r)) ≤ rδ, we conclude that the first term of

the right-hand side of (4.8) is finite. For the second term of the right-hand side of (4.8), we have

∫ ∞

1

λq̃
[
Hδ∞

(
B

(
0, cλ

1
η−1

))] q̃

p dλ

λ
∼

∫ ∞

1

λ
q̃+ δ
η−1

q̃

p
dλ

λ

is also finite if q̃ + δ
η−1

q̃

p
< 0, that is, η > 1 − δ

p
. By s >

p(δ−µp)

δ−p
, we find that 1 − δ

p
< −

δ−µp

s
is

reasonable. Thus, we could take the parameter η such that 1 − δ
p
< η ≤ −

δ−µp

s
. Therefore, in this

case, ‖u0 − b‖
Ls,q(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )

= ∞ for any b ∈ R, but ‖∇u0‖Lp,̃q(Ω,Hδ∞) < ∞ for any q̃ ∈ (0,∞), and

hence the exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−p
in Theorem 1.7(i) is the best possible. Similarly, one can show that the

exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−p
in Theorem 1.7(ii) is also the best possible.

As a by-product of the proof of Poincaré–Sobolev inequalities, we give the proof of the bound-

edness of the Riesz potential on Choquet–Lorentz integrals as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let α ∈ (0, n), δ ∈ (0, n], and µ ∈ [0, α). To prove (i), suppose p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
α

)

and q ∈ (
δ(δ−µp)

n(δ−αp)
,∞). From Proposition 3.1(i), Lemma 2.5, and Theorem 2.1, we infer that

‖Iα f ‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−pα

,q
(Rn,H

δ−µp
∞ )

.



∫ ∞

0

λq

H
δ−µp
∞



x ∈ Rn :
[
Mµ( f )(x)

] δ−pα
δ−µp
‖ f ‖

p(α−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn ,Hδ∞)

> λ







q(δ−pα)
p(δ−µp)

dλ

λ



1
q

. ‖ f ‖
p(α−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn ,Hδ∞)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
[
Mµ( f )

] δ−pα

δ−µp

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−pα

,q
(Rn ,H

δ−µp
∞ )

. ‖ f ‖
p(α−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn ,Hδ∞)

∥∥∥Mµ( f )
∥∥∥
δ−pα

δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn,H

δ−µp
∞ )

. ‖ f ‖
p(α−µ)
δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn ,Hδ∞)

‖ f ‖
δ−pα

δ−µp

L
p,

q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn ,Hδ∞)

∼ ‖ f ‖
L

p,
q(δ−pα)
δ−µp (Rn,Hδ∞)

,

which completes the proof of (i).

For (ii), by Lemmas 3.1(ii) and 2.5 and the weak boundedness ofMµ in Lemma 2.6 for p = δ
n
,

we find that

‖Iα f ‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−pα

,∞
(Rn ,H

δ−µp
∞ )

. sup
λ∈(0,∞)

λ

[
H
δ−µp
∞

({
x ∈ Rn :

[
Mµ( f )(x)

] δ−pα

δ−µp
‖ f ‖

p(α−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Rn,Hδ∞)
> λ

})] δ−pα

p(δ−µp)

. ‖ f ‖
p(α−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Rn,Hδ∞)

∥∥∥Mµ( f )
∥∥∥
δ−pα

δ−µp

Lp,∞(Rn,H
δ−µp
∞ )

. ‖ f ‖
p(α−µ)
δ−µp

Lp(Rn,Hδ∞)
‖ f ‖

δ−pα

δ−µp

Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞)
∼ ‖ f ‖Lp(Rn ,Hδ∞).

Thus, conclusion (ii) is also true. This then finishes the proof of Theorem 1.9. �
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We next show that the exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
in Theorem 1.9 is sharp, that is, replacing this exponent

by any s >
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
, then Theorem 1.9 must be false. To construct a counterexample for this,

the basic idea comes from Example 4.3, in which the crucial point of that example working is

the singularity of u0 near the origin. However, Theorem 1.9 requires the function to be locally

integrable. Thus, the function u0 with singularity near the origin is not permitted. To overcome this

difficulty, we construct a sequence of locally integrable functions { fε}ε∈(0,1), whose limit function

as ε→ 0 has singularity near the origin.

Example 4.4. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), let fε(x) := |x|η1B(0,10)\B(0,ε)(x) for any x ∈ Rn,where η ∈ (−∞, 0)

is chosen later. Then fε ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) for any ε ∈ (0,∞). Let α ∈ (0, n), δ ∈ (0, n], µ ∈ [0, α), and

p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ
α

). We claim that, if s ∈ (
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
,∞), then there exists η ∈ (−∞, 0) such that, for any

q ∈ (0,∞), limε→0 ‖Iα( fε)‖Ls,q(Rn,H
δ−µp
∞ )
= ∞, but, for any q̃ ∈ (0,∞), supε∈(0,∞) ‖ fε‖Lp,̃q(Rn,Hδ∞) < ∞.

Indeed, for any ε ∈ (0, 1) and x ∈ Rn with 2ε ≤ |x| < 10ε, we have

Iα( fε)(x) ≥

∫

B(0,|x|)\B(0,
|x|
2

)

|y|η

|x − y|n−α
dy & |x|η+α.

Then, with the assumption η + α < 0, we find that

‖Iα( fε)‖
q

Ls,q(Rn ,H
δ−µp
∞ )
≥

∫ ∞

0

λq
[
H
δ−µp
∞

({
x ∈ B(0, 10ε)\B(0, 2ε) : |x|η+α > λ

})] q

s dλ

λ

≥

∫ (2ε)η+α

(10ε)η+α
λq

[
H
δ−µp
∞

({
x ∈ Rn : 2ε ≤ |x| ≤ λ1/(η+α)

})] q

s dλ

λ

≥

∫ (2ε)η+α

(10ε)η+α
λq

[
λ
δ−µp

η+α − (2ε)δ−µp
] q

s dλ

λ
& ε[η+α+(δ−µp)/s]q → ∞,

as ε → 0 if η < −
δ−µp

s
− α. On the other hand, for any q̃, by an argument similar to that used in

the proof of (4.7), we conclude that, with η > − δ
p
, ‖ fε‖Lp,̃q(Rn,Hδ∞) ≤ C for some positive constant

C independent of ε. By the assumption that s >
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
, we find that − δ

p
< −

δ−µp

s
− α. Therefore,

it is possible to choose the parameter η satisfies − δ
p
< η < −

δ−µp

s
− α and, for any such η, the

above claim holds. This proves that the exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
in Theorem 1.9(i) is the best possible.

Similarly, one can show that the exponent
p(δ−µp)

δ−pα
in Theorem 1.9(ii) is also the best possible.

We end this section by giving a Poincaré–Sobolev inequality for C1(Ω)-functions with compact

support. First, by [30, p. 22, Theorem 2], we find that there exists a positive constant C such that,

for any u ∈ C1
c (Ω) (the set of all continuously differentiable functions on Ω with compact support

in Ω) and x ∈ Rn,

|u(x)| ≤ C

∫

Ω

|∇u(y)|

|x − y|n−1
dy,

which further implies the following conclusion; we omit the details.

Theorem 4.5. Let δ ∈ (0, n].

(i) If Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded domain and p, q ∈ ( δ
n
,∞), then there exists a positive constant C,

depending only on n, δ, p, and q, such that, for any u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

‖u‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞) ≤ Cdiam(Ω) ‖∇u‖Lp,q(Ω,Hδ∞)

and, if p = δ
n
, then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, δ, and p, such

that, for any u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

‖u‖Lp,∞(Ω,Hδ∞) ≤ Cdiam(Ω) ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).
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(ii) If Ω ⊂ Rn is a domain, µ ∈ [0, 1), p ∈ ( δ
n
, δ), and q ∈ (

δ(δ−µp)

n(δ−p)
,∞), then there exists a positive

constant C, depending only on n, µ, δ, p, and q, such that, for any u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

‖u‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,q
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )
≤ C‖∇u‖

L
p,

q(δ−p)
δ−µp (Ω,Hδ∞)

and, if p = δ
n
, then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, µ, δ, and p, such

that, for any u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

‖u‖
L

p(δ−µp)
δ−p

,∞
(Ω,H

δ−µp
∞ )
≤ C‖∇u‖Lp(Ω,Hδ∞).

References

[1] D. R. Adams, A note on Riesz potentials, Duke Math. J. 42 (1975), 765–778.

[2] D. R. Adams, A Note on Choquet Integrals with respect to Hausdorff Capacity, in: Function

Spaces and Applications (1986), pp. 115–124, Lecture Notes in Math. 1302, Springer, Berlin,

1988.

[3] D. R. Adams, Choquet integrals in potential theory, Publ. Mat. 42 (1998), 3–66.

[4] N. J. Alves, L. Grafakos and A. E. Tzavaras, A bilinear fractional integral operator for Euler–

Riesz systems, arXiv: 2409.18309.

[5] K. Astala, A. Clop, X. Tolsa, I. Uriarte-Tuero and J. Verdera, Quasiconformal distortion of

Riesz capacities and Hausdorff measures in the plane, Amer. J. Math. 135 (2013), 17–52.

[6] C. Bennett and R. Sharpley, Interpolation of Operators, Pure and Applied Mathematics 129,

Academic Press, Inc., Boston, MA, 1988.
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