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ON THE SEMI-ADDITIVITY OF THE 1/2-SYMMETRIC CALORIC
CAPACITY IN THE PLANE
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ABSTRACT. In this paper we study properties of a variant of the 1/2-caloric capacity,
called 1/2-symmetric caloric capacity. The latter is associated simultaneously with the
1/2-fractional heat equation and its conjugate. We establish its semi-additivity in R?
and, moreover, we compute explicitly the 1/2-symmetric caloric capacity of rectangles,
which illustrates its anisotropic behaviour.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study of removable subsets for caloric equations done by Mateu, Prat & Tolsa in
[MPrTo] and by Mateu & Prat in [MPr] introduces, naturally, caloric capacities associated
to such PDE’s. In the first reference (1,1/2)-Lipschitz caloric capacity was introduced, as
well as the notion of equivalence between the nullity of this quantity and the removability
of compact subsets for the heat equation, i.e. the one associated with the differential
operator © := (—A;) + 0, where (z,t) € R" x R. In [MPr], Mateu & Prat studied the
corresponding caloric capacities associated with the fractional heat equation. That is, the
equation associated with the pseudo-differential operator ©° := (—A,)*+09;, for 0 < s < 1.
The authors distinguished the cases s = 1/2,1/2 < s < 1and 0 < s < 1/2, focusing mainly
on the first. The study for s = 1/2 was quite successful, obtaining a removability result
for the ©/2-equation, as it was done for the heat equation. For instance, if f is a solution
of the 1/2-heat equation in R"*!\ E satisfying

| f1l Loo (mnt1y < 00,

then E will be removable if and only if the 1/2-caloric capacity of E is null. One of the
main features that characterized the case s = 1/2 is that the authors could work with an
explicit fundamental solution for the operator ©'/2, namely

t
P(x,t) = X{t>0} (7, 1)
(lef? +¢2) 072 o
a continuous function in R"*1\ {0}, harmonic in R"*1\ {t = 0}. This, together with the
fact that the Fourier symbols of (—A,)'/? and 8; share the same homogeneity, Mateu &
Prat were able to characterize the removability of compact sets in a simpler way than the
cases s # 1/2. More precisely, they established that the removability condition for E can
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be studied by controlling the supremum of expressions of the form |(T),1)|, where T is a
distribution supported on E satisfying the normalization condition || P * T feo(mn+1y < 1.
The latter supremum is known as the 1/2-caloric capacity of E, written yg1/2(E). On the
other hand, for s # 1/2, although there is a fundamental solution Ps(z,t), its expression
is no longer explicit. However, there are precise estimates computed by the probabilists
Blumenthal & Getoor [BlGe] who described the power-like tail behaviour of Py and allowed
the authors to carry out a similar study. Nevertheless, there was still a technical obstacle:
the fact that the Fourier symbols of (—A,)® and d; do not share homogeneity. This feature,
essentially, ended up by limiting the amount of results obtained.

In the present paper we aim at obtaining a more precise description of a smaller variant of
the 1/2-caloric capacity, introduced in [MPr, §4] only in the context of positive measures.
Denoted by ygi/2, we call it 1/2-symmetric caloric capacity and it is the supremum of
expressions of the form (T, 1)|, where T is a distribution supported on a compact set now
satisfying both conditions

1P s Tl pooery <1 and || P* 5 T gy < 1,

where P*(z,t) :== P(—x,—t) is the conjugate kernel of P. If the supremum is only taken
among positive Borel measures (with the same normalization conditions), we will write
ﬁel/zy 4+ The main result of this text is found in Section 6, where we prove:

Theorem. For E C R? compact,

Yo1/2 (B) ~ 7@1/2,+(E)-

Such result implies, bearing in mind the results of [He], the semi-additivity of g1/2 in R?
(Theorem 6.8). We also give a result in the general R"*! setting, also proved in Section 6,
where the same type of estimate is established for the typical multidimensional corner-like
Cantor set. Sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 are devoted to present the notation and preliminary
results necessary to prove the above estimates. In Section 2 we introduce basic terminology
and properties, in Section 3 we prove Theorem 3.5, which encapsulates all the different
ways to define, equivalently, yg1/2 . In Section 4 we use a particular characterization of
the latter via a variational approach. With it, we construct a Whitney decomposition of
a certain family of compact sets, so that we gain control of their ¥g1/2 capacity. Finally,
in Section 5, we prove Theorem 5.19, a general comparability result between ¥g1/2 and
Yo1/2 if an additional assumption Ajg is satisfied. In general, the arguments carried out
are influenced by those of Tolsa [To3, Ch.5] and Volberg [Vo], where the same type of
comparability results are studied for analytic and Lipschitz harmonic capacity respectively.

In our setting, taking into account that P is not an anti-symmetric kernel, such arguments
can be applied with some modifications inspired by the arguments presented to prove
general Tb-theorems such as those found in [NTVo2] and [HyMar]. The fact that P is
harmonic outside the hyperplane {t = 0}, an £"*!-null set, and that satisfies being an n-
dimensional Calderén-Zygmund kernel [MPr, Lemma 2.1] are essentially the features that
allow to carry out similar arguments. Finally, Section 7 is devoted to the computation of
the Jg1/2 capacity of a rectangle R C R?, obtaining:

—1
1 2 l L,
5 In (1 + é) + é arctan (@)] ,

You/2(R) ~ £
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where £, and ¢, are the horizontal and vertical side lengths of R. The above behavior differs
substantially, for example, with that obtained for v(R), the analytic capacity of a rectangle.
For the latter one has, as a consequence of the 1/4-Koebe theorem, v(R) ~ diam(R) (see,
for example, [To3, Proposition 1.5]), which is a significantly simpler expression.

Let us also stress one last feature of the above capacities associated to the 1/2-fractional
heat equations: the kernels P and P* are both nonnegative. This suggests that, maybe,
using classical arguments of potential theory (see [La, Ch.I & II], [Ra, Ch.3] or [Ki]),
the comparability between capacities defined through positive measures and distributions
should follow by a simpler argument similar to that of [Ve, p.10], provided that one is able
to prove the existence of an equilibrium measure. The author has not been able to deduce
its existence for yg1/2 |, the main obstacle being the incapability of obtaining an equivalent
formulation of the latter capacity in terms of an (inverted) infimum over energies. The
following simple example already illustrates some problems that arise by proceeding this
way: pick E C R? the horizontal line segment [0,1] x {0} and p := H!|g. In [MPr, §6]
the authors bound explicitly the potential P x u by m, obtaining that o 4 (E) > 7L
However, by the definition of P and the choice of p, it is also clear that P * u(x,0) = 0,
for any = € [0, 1]. Therefore, if we were to compute the energy of y we would obtain

1
Iy ::/P*udu:/o P s p(x,0)dH Y (z) =0,

which would imply that the yg1/2 , capacity of E is infinite. The latter example also
shows that the potentials P x u do not obey the so called mazimum principle, i.e. they do
not attain their maximum values at the support of . To avoid this problem, the author
has tried to work with the auxiliary potentials U, (z,t) := Hmsup(y o)) P * 1y, s).
For these the maximum principle holds (this can be deduced, essentially, from the fact
that P is subharmonic in R"*1\ {0}). However, the potentials U, still lack the continuity
principle, i.e.: if U, restricted to supp(u) is continuous, then U, is continuous everywhere
else; which is an essential tool in order to carry out the construction of possible equilibrium
measures. In any case, the above classical methods were finally discarded and we chose to
follow arguments similar to those of [To3, Ch.5] and [Vo].

About the notation used in the sequel: absolute positive constants will be those that can
depend on the dimension of the ambient space and possibly on the Calderén-Zygmund
(C-Z) constants of P, and whose value may change at different occurrences. The notation
A < B means that there exists such a constant C, so that A < CB. Moreover, A ~ B
is equivalent to A < B < A. Also, A ~ B will mean A = CB. We will write B,(z,t)
to denote the usual Euclidean ball in R"*! of radius » > 0 and center (z,t). We also
emphasize that the gradient symbol V will refer to (V, d;), with z € R™ and t € R.

2. NOTATION AND BASIC DEFINITIONS

Our ambient space will be R"*! and a generic point will be denoted as T = (z,t) € R+,
where z € R" will be usually referred to as the spatial variable, and ¢ € R the time variable.
Most of the results we will present in this text will be valid in a general multidimensional
context, i.e. n is any integer bigger or equal than 1. However, some of them will only hold
in the planar setting (n = 1), and the author will make clear when this is the case. Let
©'/2 be the 1/2-heat operator,

02 .= (=A)V2 + 9,
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where (—A)/2 = (=A,)"/? is a pseudo-differential operator known as the 1/2-Laplacian
with respect to the spatial variable. It may be defined through its Fourier transform,

(CAYT2f(6,1) = [€l (&, ),
or by its integral representation
f(x,t)—f(y,t) n
(_A)l/2f(x7 t) = p.v. - |x — y|n+1 dL (y)

f( + >t _2f( 7t)+f — 7t) n
z+y,t) |y‘f+1 @ =90 r ).

R
The reader may find more details about the properties of such operator in [DPV, §3] or
[St]. Borrowing the notation of [MPr], let P be the fundamental solution of the 1/2-heat
equation in R"*!, which is given by [Va, Eq. 2.2]

= @ == @)
U ) (DR O [T MO
where x is the usual indicator function. Notice that the previous kernel is continuous
in R**1\ {0} and not differentiable at any point of the hyperplane {t = 0}. Another
fundamental function that will frequently appear is P*,
—t

P(z) = P(-7) = T X{t<0} (T)-

More generally, for any function f : R*™ — R, the notation f* will always denote
f*(Z) := f(—x). Hence f being an even function is equivalent to f = f*. We will also
extend this notion for distributions as follows: given T" any distribution in R®*!, we define
T™* to be the distribution acting on test functions as

(T*, ¢) == (T, "), Ve CR"M).

We will say that a distribution is even if T = T™*. It is not hard to check (approximating via
test functions and using the associativity of [Ca, Theorem 8.15]) that for any T distribution
and S distribution with compact support,

(2.1) (T*8,¢) = (S,T* x ), V& CCR").

With this notions we observe that on the one hand, for any T = (z,t) € R"*! we have

‘y|n+1
_ /n P(—z —y,—t) — 2P’(y—‘:+,1—t) + P(—z +y,—t) 4L () = (—A)2P(—),

1) dL"(y)

That is, we have
(—A)1/2P* _ [(_A)I/QP]*
On the other hand, understanding 0,P distributionally (that makes sense, since P is

a locally integrable function in R™*! and thus a distribution) we have, for any ¢ test
function in R**+1,

((OeP)*, @) := (0P, %) := —(P,0yp%) = (P, (0rp)") = (P", Opp) =: —(0:P", ).
Therefore, the following distributional identity holds
(O,P)* = —0,P".
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Hence, if we define the operator
@1/2 — (7A)1/2 o 8t,

we have that s
6'%p* = [0V/2P]" = 6 = &,

implying that P* is the fundamental solution of @1/ ?. We will refer to P* and @
conjugates of P and ©'/2 respectively.

/2 as the

We recall the definition of the 1/2-caloric capacity and some of its fundamental variants
introduced in [MPr]. For E C R*"! compact, define its 1/2-caloric capacity as

Yor/2(E) = sup (T, 1)],
where the supremum is taken over all distributions 7" with supp(7') C E satisfying
”P*T”Oo = ||P * THLoo(RnJrl) <1.

Such distributions will be called admissible for vg1/2(E). In [MPr, Lemma 3.4] it is proved
that for a distribution 7" in R**! with |P * T||s < 1, if ¢ is a C! function supported on
Q C R a cube, with ||[V¢lloo < £(Q)71, then

(T p)| < CUQ)™,

for some absolute constant C' > 0, that we may assume C' > 1 without loss of generality. If
the previous property holds for a distribution 7', we say that T" has n-growth (with constant
C). Tt is easy to see that the previous definition of growth for a distribution generalizes
the usual notion of growth if T coincides with a positive measure. Recall that a positive
measure p is said to have n-growth with constant C' if

w(B(@,r)) <Cr", forall z e R™ > 0.
It is clear that the above properties are invariant if formulated using cubes instead of balls.
The fact that C' depends only on the dimension of the ambient space and the C-Z constants

of P, motivates the following redefinition of vg1/2, that will be the one used throughout
the whole text:

Definition 2.1 (1/2-caloric capacity). For a compact subset E C R""! define its 1/2-
caloric capacity as

V(E) = ve1/2(E) := sup (T, 1),
with the supremum taken over distributions satisfying ||P % T|lcc < 1 and belonging to
T (E), the set of distributions in R**! with supp(T) C E and n-growth with constant 1.

We also define the (1/2,+)-caloric capacity, denoted by Yo1/2 4, in the same way as yg1/2,
but with the supremum only taken with respect to positive measures. More precisely,

() = Yor2 () = sup {u(E) : p € S(E), | P plloo < 1},

where ¥(E) is the collection of positive Borel measures supported on E, with n-growth
with constant 1. We also define the following capacity:

Ve (EB) = Y172y (E) = sup {(E) : p € B(E), [|P* pll =) < 1}

L. . . =1/2 . . . .
Analogous definitions are associated with the operator © / , giving rise to the objects
— — —/ /
V=g T+ =Yguz, and V=g
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In some of the results presented in [MPr, §3], one encounters expressions of the form (7', ¢),
where ¢ is a compactly supported C! function, and 7T is a compactly supported distribution
satisfying ||P % T||oo < 1. This last estimate and the fact that (—A,)"2p € L'(R"t1),
proved in [MPr, §3], allows to give meaning to (7T, ) (that a priori may not have sense
since ¢ is not a test function) as follows:

(T, @) = (P T,8"°0) = (P« T, (~A,) 20 + 0yp).

We need to extend such definition to a slightly wider class of functions. We do not claim
that such class will be the largest where (T, ) can be defined if T' is a compactly supported
distribution with [|P x T'||oc < 1, but it will suffice for our purposes.

Definition 2.2. Let Q C R"*! be a cube, N C R a £l null set, and ¢ : R**! — R
a function. For m € NU {oo} we will write

e € CQN (CIQ.CMQ\N)),
or simply
@ € CINQ),

if ¢ is continuous and compactly supported on ), m times continuously differentiable with
respect to the spatial variables, and m times continuously differentiable with respect to
the temporal variable ¢ except for a null set ' (where it may not even be differentiable).
We also write

? €C(Q)N (CIQ).CI'Q\N)) = CR(Q).

if ¢ satisfies the above regularity properties on @, but we do not require it to be compactly
supported there (in fact, it may even have a larger domain of definition). In the sequel we
will only be interested in the case m = oc.

For ¢ € C"\/(Q) one can define (T, ) as above, assuming ||P* T < 1 and T' compactly
supported. Indeed, observe that we only have to give meaning to (P x T, (—A,)Y2¢)
and (P *T,0pp). The former term can be defined as in [MPr, §3], where the integrabil-
ity of (—A,)Y2¢ is proved using only regularity assumptions over the spatial variables.
Regarding the term (PxT, 0;), since P+T € L (R™1), it can be simply defined as

(P *T,8p) i= / P« T(z)0pp(z) AL™ (T),
supp () \N

since the set A has null £*!-measure.

Remark 2.1. We notice that if for ¢ € CéN(Q) it also happens that ||[Vil|le < £(Q)71,
then [MPr, Corollary 3.3] and [MPr, Lemma 3.5] also hold with exactly the same proofs for
such ; and therefore also do [MPr, Theorem 3.1] (localization of potentials) and [MPr,
Lemma 3.4] (n-growth of admissible distributions). Here, condition |[Vi|ls < £(Q)7*
must be understood as: for every test function v,

(V)| = \ [ vy acr

_ ' / (Vo) AL | < 0(@Q) [ 11
QW
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To end this introductory section, we define more capacities that are already presented in
[MPr] and some other auxiliary ones. First the so called 1/2-symmetric caloric capac-
ities, where the normalization conditions for the potentials against P and P* are both
required:

H(E) = Fou/2(E) = sup { (T, 1)] : T € T(E), |P*Too < 1,||P* #T|loo <1},
T (B) = Foue o (E) i= sup {u(E) : p € B(E), |P* pllow < L, P* * pllow < 1},
FE) =T (B) = sup {u(E) : p€ S(E), [|P* pllpegey < LIP * il gy < 1}

We also have the following auxiliary capacities, that we only consider in the context of
positive measures:

’Ysy,+(E) ‘= sup {N(E) Y € Z(E), ||Psy * ,Uf”oo S 1}7
Vi (B) == sup {u(E) : p € N(E), || Psy  pll ooy < 1},
where Py is the symmetric part of P, that is,

P +P(=7) |t

Psy(j) = 9 - 2|f|n+1’

Finally, we also consider the following capacities defined via a normalization condition
that involves an L2(u) operator bound:

Yop(E) = Yg1/2,0p(E) 1= sup {W(E) : 1 € B(E), [|Pullrzy-r2(0 < 1},
Ysy.op(E) == sup {u(E) : p € B(E), |Peyullr2y—r2g <1}

where P, and Psy ,, are the convolution operators associated to P and P, with respect
to the measure p. For any € > 0, we will also denote by P, . and Pgy .. the convolution
operators associated to the truncated kernels P(T)x{|z|>c} and Psy(T)Xx{jz|>c} respectively.
With this definition, we will understand

| Pull 22(y— 1200y = Sup I Puell 2 (uy—r2(u)s

and analogously for Ps,. We will frequently use the notation:

P(fu) :=Puf =P (fn),

and normally f will happen to be the constant function 1, so the reader has to understand
P as P,1. The same considerations will be done for Ps, and for P*, the latter being the
convolution operator associated to the conjugate kernel P*.

From the results of [MPr] and [He] one can deduce an important property of the above
different capacities: they are all comparable.

Theorem 2.1. The previous capacities defined through positive measures are all compa-
rable. That is, for any compact set E C R*H!,

V+(E) = 7, (B) = Y4+ (E) = ysy,+ (E
~ Y (E) = ¥, (E) = 7, (E) = 7y 4 (E)
=~ ’VOp(E) ~ ’YSy,op(E)‘
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Remark 2.2. To be precise, the capacities 7/, ’Yéy, 1 and 7y 0p are not introduced in the
aforementioned references. To justify the comparability of the capacity fyéy’ 4 to all the
rest, just observe that by the nonnegativity of Py it is clear that

V4 (EB) <94 (E) < 29, ().
To do the same with 7., we use that P* is the fundamental solution of the conjugate

operator @1/ 2, By an analogous proof to [MPr, Lemma 3.4] one deduces that admissible
measures for 7 present n-growth with respect to a dimensional constant. Therefore [He,
Lemma 3.10 & Theorem 3.11] admit an analogous version for P*, implying

T+(E) STLE) S vop(E) = V4 <7 (B).

Hence, 7/, is also comparable to all the capacities of Theorem 2.1. Finally, to deduce the
comparability of Ysy,op, it suffices to check vsy.op S Yop, since the reverse inequality can be
verified to hold easily. Fix p any admissible measure for vy op (£) with Ysyop(E£) < 2u(E).
Notice that since P, and P, are n-dimensional C-Z operators, then Py, also satisfies such
property. Therefore, following an analogous proof to [To3, Theorem 2.16] one deduces,
from the L?(p) boundedness of Psy > its boundedness as an operator from the space of
Borel finite signed measures M (R""1) to L*°(x). That is, there exists a constant C > 0
such that for any v € M (R"+1),

W({[Pay @] > A}) < C”KH’ Ve >0, VA > 0.

With this, and using that Psy = P, (the operator is its own adjoint), applying for example
[Ch, Ch.VII, Theorem 23], we can find a function h : E — [0, 1] such that [, hdp > pu(E)/2
and || Psy(hp)]|co < 4C. Then,

1 w(E) 1
BE)>— [ hdu>" L > — ~ o

that implies Ysy.op(E) S Ysy.+ (E) = Yop(E), and we are done.

(E),

3. EVEN MORE CAPACITIES

The main goal of this section is to add three additional ways of understanding 1/2-caloric
capacities: one via an L?(x) normalization condition, another using a uniform bound at
all points of the compact set, and a last one formulated in a variational way. All the
results proved in this section are summarized in Theorem 3.5.

3.1. L?(u) normalization. Suppressed kernels. Given a convolution kernel one may
define its suppressed version in terms of a general nonnegative 1-Lipschitz function (with
constant 1). However, for our purposes we do not need to work with such generality, and
we will focus on a particular type of functions. Given a closed set F' C R*"*! we will
typically have
A(Z) := dist(7, F), VT e R

The above A is indeed a 1-Lipschitz function: take any Z,7 € R™"! and observe that
for any z € F we have A(Z) < |7 —Z| < |T — Y| + [y — Z|. Since Z is arbitrary, A(T) <
|z —y| + AW) < A@) — A(y) < |T —7y|. Repeating the same argument changing the
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roles of * and y we deduce the desired Lipschitz property. We define the suppressed kernel
associated to P, that depends on A and a previously fixed closed set F', as:

N Pz —7)
o P = T PGy A AG
for all the pair of points where such expression makes sense. Notice that it is also a non-
negative kernel and differentiable, with respect to T or ¥, out of a set of null Lebesgue
measure. We may also define Py and Py 5 in an analogous way. In fact, for the sake of
notation, we shall prove three basic properties only for P, but they can be checked to
hold also for Py and Psy z with almost exactly the same proofs. Essentially the convolu-
tion kernels Py, Py and FPsy A in R™*! define n-dimensional C-Z operators. In fact, such
suppressed kernels satisfy & as an additional property.

Lemma 3.1. Let A : R*"™! — [0,00) be a I-Lipschitz function. Then, kernels Py, P}
and Psy p define n-dimensional C-Z operators which satisfy being “well suppressed” at the
points where A > 0. More precisely, if we fix any T # 3 points in R" L, the precise
estimates that Py satisfies (as well as Py and Psy p) are
1 [Py y)| < |z -y
2. For any @ € R"" satisfying |7 — 7| < |7 — ¥|/2,
= _ = = =
_ S T—7| _ _ |z — 7|
‘PA(%YJ) — PA(% ,y)‘ N W and {PA(y,x) — Pr(y,7 )‘ S W
In particular, where the differentiation is well-defined,

1

V=P, 9)] + [V5PA(@,7)| S Fogr

3. |Pa(z,7)| S min {A(Z)"", A(y)"}.

Proof. The proof of 1 is trivial, since |Py(Z,y)| < P(Z —y). We move on by proving the
first inequality in 2, and we will do it in a way that the arguments will also be valid for
P*, implying the validity of the second estimate of 2. Let us first assume A(Z') < A(T)
and define

9(x,7) == 1+ P(T - 5)°A@)"AG)"-
Using [MPr, Lemma 2.1] (that is also valid for P* and hence also for Py,) we get
|PA(T7Q) - PA(jlay”
L |PE—y) - PE -7
N 9(z,y)
U
L+ PE )

|P(z —5)*A@)" - P(@ —5)*A@)"|A@)"
9(x,7)9(7',7y)

|P(z —3)* — P( —5)*|A@)"A(m)"

9(@,5)9(T',y)
P —gP|A@)" — A@)"[A@)"
9(@,5)9(T',7y)
We only have to deal with II and III. For the first, we rewrite it as
II=|P(—y) - P —7)| 1V,

+ P(T' - 7)

|z — T
|f _ y|n+1

S

+ P(T —7) =: [+ I+ 1IIL
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where

IV — P(@ —g)|P(Z —7) + P(@ —y)|A@)"Ay)"
' 9(z,9)9(@,7) '

It is clear that by the definition of g
P —y) P -y AE)"A@G)"
9@, 9)9(T,7)
For the remaining fraction, if P(Z —y) < P(Z' —7) we obtain the same bound by 1. If on
the other hand P(z —y) > P(Z' — ¥), using that A(Z’') < A(Z) we also obtain the same

estimate and we are done with II. Regarding III, observe that there exists a point & in the
line segment joining T and 7’ such that

IVv<1+

nA©)"'A(y)"P(x — )
9(T,9)9(@,7) '

We distinguish two cases: if A(€) < [#—7y|. By the Lipschitz property of A, A(y) < 2|z—7|.
Thus,

NI < |z —7'|P(@ —7)

[PE-+|PE-7 - P -]

<u_$ﬁ$—m%1[,1 . m—mr]: m—x|ly+m—xq
- xz

-y -yttt E gt T -7

Q
—
8
<
~—
)
—
<
~—

that is the desired estimate. If on the other hand we had A(€) > |Z — y|, then notice that
by the Lipschitz property of A,

A® <A@+ F-E <A@+ -7l <A@ + 2T <@+ 29,
that is A(Z) > A(£)/2, and in particular g(E, 7) = 9(€,7). Therefore,

Iw—yl (é,y)g(w’,y) va—yl
1, ., o -7 -
< |P@ -5 - P@-9)|+ "x ’ﬂl < ’f_ ’ﬂl

that is what we wanted to prove. With this, we have proved 2 for the case A(Z') < A(Z).
The case A(T) < A(Z') can be treated analogously, using symmetric considerations with
respect to T and T'.

To prove the gradient estimates, let us fix j € {1,...,n + 1} and consider 0, Px(7,7%)
at the points where this expression is well defined. Observe that since A is a Lipschitz
function and P can be differentiated except for null Lebesgue sets, 0, PA makes sense out
of sets of null Lebesgue measure. In any case, choose 0 < |h| < 1 so that |h| < |Z —7|/2,
where |Z — 7| is strictly positive since T # 7 are two fixed different points. Hence, applying

the already proved estimates of 2 we get
[PA(+hegy)—P(@y)l o 1 o[ 1

Id ~nlE -yttt gt

so taking the limit as A — 0 the result follows.
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Finally we prove 5. Assume that A(Z) = max {A(Z), A(%)}. In this setting,

1 1 1 1

82 IBEIN= 55 | e )2+ AGrAG? | = PG ) A@AGE

Assume that
1 < A(Z)"™

pPx—-y) — 2r
In this case, |7 —7|" < P(z—7)~! < A(Z)"/2", that is [T — 7| < A(Z)/2. By the Lipschitz
property we also have A(y) > A(Z) — |Z —7|, so A(y) > A(T)/2, and applying this estimate
to (3.2) the result would follow. If (3.3) did not hold, we would simply have
| < L

- A@)™’
and we would be also done. Moreover, it is clear that if A(y) = max {A(Z), A(7)}, the
above proof can be carried out in an analogous way, obtaining the desired result. ([

(3.3)

[PA(Z —9)| < [P(T—-7)

For a fixed E C R™*! compact set, we will use the above suppressed kernels to study the
capacity

Vo2 (B) := sup {u(E) : p € B(E), || Py * pill 2y < n(E)"/?}.
It is clear that vy, | (E) < ysy2(E). The fundamental lemma that will imply the reverse
inequality is the following;:

Lemma 3.2. For E C R"! compact, the following inequality holds:
Ysy.2(E) S Ysy,op(E).

Proof. Let p be an admissible measure for gy 2(£). Then, by definition,

/E Py ot(3) PAp(T) < p(E), Ve > 0.
Consider the maximal operator

,Psy,*u(f) :=Ssup ”PSy78/'L(E)’7
e>0

that by the nonnegativity of Psy, and p is such that
fPsy,*.U(j) = ;I_I}%) Psy,au(f)y

which is well-defined for every point # € R"*!. In fact, by the monotone convergence
theorem, it is clear that the above L?(p) uniform estimate with respect to e > 0, can be
rewritten as

[ 1Pl Pan(@) < ().
Now we define
Fo= {f € B : Poy.u(@) < \/5}
and apply Chebyshev’s inequality to obtain

W(ENF) < 5 [ 1Pon@Pau@) < B and then () = 2,
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If we are able to prove
| Psy il L2(ulm)—L2(up) S

1
we will be done, since the latter would mean sy op(E) 2 u(F) > p(E)/2, and by the
arbitrariness of u the result would follow.

To proceed, let us observe that Pgy .p can be understood as a non-decreasing limit of
continuous functions. Indeed, we may rewrite, for each € > 0 and 7 € R"+1,

,Psy,eﬂ(f) = /Rn+1 Psy(f - y)X{\Efybs} dﬂ(?) =: Psy,xg * M(f),
where Py . (-) := Pay(-)X{|.|>¢}- Now, let us fix ¢ any test function such that 0 < <1,

¥ = 0 in By(0) and ¢ = 1 in R\ By(0). Assume also that ||[Vi)|e < 1. Write
Ye(+) :=1(-/¢) and define, for each 7 € R* 1,

Py e x u(T) = Py (T — y)e(T — 7)du(y).

Rn+l
Observe that since Py, > 0,

PSY7X25 * /'L(T) S Psy,d)s * M(f) g Psy,xs * ,U/(j), VT (S RTH_I,
which implies, by definition,

lim Py, . * 1(T) = Peyep(T), VT € R

e—0

Now, since g is in particular a finite measure, it is not difficult to prove using Fatou’s
lemma and its reverse version, that for each ¢ > 0 fixed, Py . * 11 is a continuous function.
Moreover, since p and Py, are nonnegative, it is clear that for €1 < e, then Poy e, 1 <
Pyy ., * . Hence, indeed, Psy . pu can be defined as a non-decreasing limit of continuous
functions. Therefore, Py «p is lower semicontinuous [Ba, Ch.4] and thus F is a closed set.
Now consider B a large open ball containing F inside and define G := B\ F. For any
zZe GNE =FE\F we define

e(z) :=dist(z, F) = A(2),

recalling the notation used when defining the suppressed kernels. First we estimate for
any € > £(z):

Psyehi(Z) = /

7-2>2¢

Pyy(z —y) du(y) + / Py (Z —7) du(y) = T+ 1L

e<|y—z|<2¢
Notice that by the n-growth of y we have
(3
| < (B2 (7)) < 1.
ETL
To deal with I, let T be a closest point to Z on F, so that £(Z) = |Zo — Z|. Then

1] < / Py (To — 7) du(y) + / |Pey(To — J) — Pay(Z — )| dp(y) =: LI +1V.
[J—%|>2¢ [y—z|>2¢

It is clear that III < /2, since Tp € F. On the other hand, since |(Z — 7) — (Zo — 7)| <
e < |z — y|/2, integration over annuli yields

i
| gs/ D) <y,
[y—z|>e ’Z - y’n
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So we have |Psy -11(Z)| < 1, for any € > ¢(Z). Now we shall prove
A= sy,A,aN(Z) - IPsy,aN(EH S, 1, Ve> 5(3)7
where Py A pu(Z) 1= f|?*§|>€ Py A(Z,7) du(y). Since e(z) = A(Z) by definition,

A< / | Py A (2,9) — Poy(Z — )| du(@)
[7—2|>A(Z)

Using the definition of Py, x we know

(3‘4) |Psy,/\(za @) - Psy(z - ?)‘ < Psy(z - @) 1+ Psy(z — y)ZA(E)"A(y)n

In the region of integration A(z) < |y —Z|, then A(y) < 2|y —Zz|, by the Lipschitz property.
Therefore, returning to (3.4) we get

|Pya(2,5) = Py (2 = 5)| < Py (2 = ) | Py (2 = 1)A)"A )"

Pyy(z = 5)°AE)"A®)" ] |

AEZ)"
= 2
<2"Py(Zz—7)"AR)" S Wv
so by the n-growth of u we obtain (again, integrating over annuli)
A =\n
AZ / % du(y) <1,

— — — n

[7—2z|>A(Z) |Z ‘
that is what we wanted to prove. Hence, combining this last estimate with |Psy -p(Z)| S 1,
for any € > ¢(z) we deduce

Psyaekt(Z)| S 1, Ve > e(2).
Now, fixing n € (0,e(%2)), using property & in Lemma 3.1 together with n < A(Z), we get
PoaG.3) ()| < e (B() < 1.
’/y—z|<n v A( )n !

All in all, we have proved

|Payasit(2)| S1, VZze E\F.

In fact, this last estimate also holds for Z € F, since in this case A(Z) = 0 and Py p = Py,
implying

‘Psy A *,UJ ‘ = sup / Psy,A(§7 y) dﬂ(y)‘
n>0 | J|g—2z|>n
“sup| [ Ry ) du()| = Paen(z) < VB
n>0 | J|g—z|>n

by definition of F. Hence, we get |Psyaftlpeo(n) S 1, where this estimate has to be
understood as || Psy a eftll foo(p) S 1, uniformly on e > 0. The same estimate also holds for
Py ams since Py, AZ,Y) = Psya(¥,T), by the symmetry of Ps,. Moreover, it is also clear
that for any cube @ C R"*! and any € > 0,

(Possexarall= [ ([ PoaGnawm ) we
< / Peyrcti(Z) du(z) < p(Q),
Q
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by the nonnegativity of Py, o. So bearing in mind Remark Lemma 3.1, we may apply a
suitable T'l-theorem, namely [To3, Theorem 1.3], to deduce || Psy A pull L2 () —r2(n) S 1- But

for f,g € L*(u) supported on F one has (Psyaf,g) = (Psyf, g), meaning that

1 Poyule L2t )~ L2ty S 15
and we are done. O

Remark 3.1. Due to the above Lemma 3.2, we may add ~ysy,2 to the statement of Theorem
2.1. In fact, defining

F2(E) = sup {u(E) : p € S(E), | P# pllr2gu) < n(E)? [P % pll 2y < p(E)?},
it is clear that 72(E) < 7sy2(E) and that ¥, (F) < 52(F). Meaning that 7, can be also
added to Theorem 2.1.

3.2. Normalization by a uniform bound at all points of the support. For a fixed
E c R™! compact set, let us consider now the capacity

V(E) = sup {u(E) : ue S(E), [P+ p(@)| < 1, Vz € E},

as well as all the variants 77, 7% and 7§, ;. It is clear that 73 (E) < v4(E) =~ yop(E). We
claim that the following holds:
Yop(E) S 73 (E).

Indeed, given p € X(F) admissible for vop(E) with vop(E) < 2u(E), proceeding as in
Remark 2.2 we can find a function h : E — [0,1] such that [,hdy > p(E)/2 and
|IP(hu)||ec < C, for some C > 0 absolute constant. We know that the latter estimate
implies || P(h)||gee(uy < C' for some other absolute constant C' > 0 (by a Cotlar type
inequality analogous to that of [MaP, Lemma 5.4]). Applying now Cotlar’s inequality of
[To3, Theorem 2.18], for example, we have

sup | P-(hp) (®)| < C" (M,|P (b)) ° @) + " (M, h)(T), VE € R™Y,
e>0

where
V) s [ e
Vh(a) = sup e | h@lautm)

5 € (0,1) is arbitrarily fixed and C”, C"" are positive constants that depend on the dimen-
sion, § and the L?(u)-norm of P, that equals 1 by hypothesis. Since 0 < h <1, it is clear

that M#h < 1; and since || P (hp)||poo () < C', we deduce for 6 = 1/2

M,|P(hu)|"/*(@) = sup 1P (hu) (@) du(m) < (C')2.

.
r>0 W( B3 (7)) Br(7)
Therefore, setting C := max{1,C’C" + C""} we get

|P(C~ hu)(@)| = sup [P-(C~'hp)(@)| < 1, VT € R*HL
e>0

So in particular C~'_1h,u is an admissible measure (up to a dimensional factor that makes
it an n-growth measure with constant 1) for v} (£). Thus,

1 1
*Ez~/hd > —_u(E),
Vi(E) s/, 20/1()

and by the arbitrariness of p we conclude that vop(E) S 75 (E).
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Remark 3.2. Therefore, we conclude that the capacity 7} can be added to the statement
of Theorem 2.1. In fact, since the operator L?(p)-norm of P, is the same as that of P,
following an analogous argument we may also add 7% as well as 7. Further, the same
arguments can also be followed to compare 7, | with 7y op, allowing us to also consider
Vay,+ in Theorem 2.1.

3.3. An equivalent variational capacity. We shall consider a construction already
presented in the proof of Lemma 3.2: let ¢ be a radial test function with 0 < ¢ < 1,9 =0
in By9(0), ¢ =1 in R\ B1(0) and such that [|[Vi|e < 1. Fix E C R"*! compact set
and p € X(E). For each 7 > 0, write 1. (-) := 1(-/7) and define, for each T € R"*! and
f = Lloc( )

PasssrF100@) i= Pt « ()@ = [ Pol@ = 5)0r(@ = 1) @),

Let us prove, using [MPr, Lemma 2.1] (also valid for P* and Psy) , that the regularized
(continuous) kernel Pyy1), defines a C-Z convolution operator with constants not depending
on 7. It is clear that |Psy9-(Z)| < |Z|™". Then, by the symmetry of Piy,, it suffices to
check that for any 7,7’ € R"*! with 7 # 0 and |7 — 7’| < |7|/2,

— | < olT=7I
(35) [ Pate () = Poytr(@)] < CHET
where C > 0 is an absolute constant independent of 7. To prove this, we distinguish two
cases: if T > |7|/4,

[Pyt (2) = Pyt ()] < | Poy(@) = Poy (@)t (&) + [ (2) = (2| Py (@)
-7, -7 1 _ a7
SR R/ e

where we have applied [MPr, Lemma 2.1] and ||V¢||s < 1. If on the other hand 7 < |Z|/4,

by definition of ¥, we have ¢,(Z) = 1. In addition, by the triangle inequality,

(3.6) Z| > |z - 7| — |z|
If|z-7|—|z|| =z — 7| — |:1:\ then |Z —7'| > |x] so |T —7'| = |Z|]. So in this case,
}Psydjr x) - sywr } ‘Psy - sy «75 ‘w'r x + |1 - wr(f/)‘Psy(f)
T — 7| 2 3z — 7|

A e L o e
and we are done. If on the other hand ||z—7'|—|Z|| = |Z|—|Z—7'|, then |Z'| > |Z|—|Z—7| >
|Z| /2 which implies ¢, (Z') = 1. Then, in this case,

= =/ |j_f/|
}Pswa(x)_ Poythr (T } - ‘PSY PSY(Q:)’ SJW’

and the proof of (3.5) is complete.
Let us also observe that for any f € L (u) any 7 > 0 and any 7 € E,

|,Psy,'r(fﬂ)(f) _’Psy,wf(fﬂ)(f)’ S/ - Psy T — ‘1 — (T — “f )| du (@)
T/2<|T—Y|<T
< sup @) du(m).

>0 T" [z—g|<T
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In particular, choosing f = 1, by the n-growth of u we get
(3.7) | Psyr11(Z) — Peyyo, (@) S 1, VT € E, 7> 0.
Let us define the auxiliary capacity, for each 7 > 0,
Vg r it (B) = sup {(E) : p € B(E), |Pythr * u(T)| <1, VT € E}.

Lemma 3.3. The following estimates hold:

1. limsup vy, (E) S 74 (E).
T—0
2. lign_}glf '7:y,¢7,+(E) 2 ’Y§y,+(E)'

Proof. We begin by proving 1. Let (7x)r be a monotonically decreasing sequence to 0,
and let uy € 3(F) be admissible for 'ys*wak’Jr(E) and such that 'y;wak’Jr(E) < 2ui(E).

Passing to a subsequence if necessary, assume py — po weakly [Ma, Theorem 1.23], i.e.

Jim /wduk —/wduo, Vi € Co(R™HH).
—00

It is not hard to prove that up € X(F). Now fix m > 0 integer and 7 € [T41, Tm], and
also assume k > m. By (3.7) we get that for = € F,

| Poyor b6 (@) < [ Poy,or 16 (@)| + | Poy,p 16(@) = Py (@) <1+ C,

for some finite absolute constant C' > 0. Since ui — po we obtain "Psy% u0| <1+C on
E and for each 7 > 0. In addition, using (3.7) again we get

|Pay,ri0(T)| < 1+20, Ve B, >0,

that is |Pgy o (E)‘ <14 2C for all T € E. Thus, by the semicontinuity properties of weak
convergence of [Ma, Theorem 1.24] we get

fo(E) ; : x
oot (B) 2 7056 2 Tgp tp e (B) 2 Mmsup iy, 1 ().

and 1 follows. To prove 2, take ;1 admissible for 7 +(E). Using (3.7) we deduce
Py t(@)| <1+C, VZEE, 70,

implying that 7, L(E) > %, and by the arbitrariness of u we have

iglf(‘) 'Y;y,wT,Jr (E) 2 7:y,+ (E)v

which implies the desired result. O

Remark 3.3. Let us observe that, for each 7 > 0, using the regularized (continuous)
kernel Pyt we may also define the rest of corresponding capacities, requiring different
normalization conditions over the potentials. In fact, the following chain of estimates holds
for any compact set £ C R™**1:
7s*yﬂ/JT,Jr(E) =< V;y,tbfﬁr(E) < Yoyr 2(E) S Vsyorop(E) S Ysypr 4 (B) < %*yﬂpT,Jr(E)-
1) ) (3) (4) (5)

Inequalities (1) and (2) are trivial. To verify (3), proceed, for example, as in the proof of
Ysy.2(E) S Ysy,op(£) in Lemma 3.2 (although the arguments could be possibly simplified
using the continuity of Piy1);). The proof of (4) goes as in Remark 2.2, and it relies
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on [To3, Theorem 2.16] and [Ch, Ch.VII, Theorem 23]. it is important to notice that a
fundamental property that ensures the validity of (3) and (4) is that the C-Z constants of
Pyy1); are independent of 7. Finally, (5) holds by the continuity of Py, 4 for each 7 > 0,
that has already been argued in the proof of Lemma 3.2. Observe that the previous chain
of estimates also holds changing every 7, for 7, where we ask the respective normalization
conditions in each case for both kernels P, and P*v..

Therefore, in particular, we shall restate Lemma 3.3 as

1. limsup Yey o, 2(E) S Yoy ,2(E),
T—0
2. ligljglf Yoy e 2(E) 2 Yoy 2(E).
Now, bearing in mind that we have found
* lim sup sy ¢, 2(E) < C1 Ysy2(E),
T—0

* Ysy,2(E) < C2ysy,0p(E),

for some positive absolute constants C7, Cy, we define the variational capacity:

Definition 3.1 (Operator S and variational capacity). Let £ C R"*! be a compact set
and choose 7y small enough so that

VSy,wTO,Q(E) < 20102 Ysy,op(E).

Let S be the convolution operator associated to the kernel Py1)7, (that depends on 7y and
thus on E). We define the variational capacity of E as

u(E)?
W(E) + [ 1SuFdn

We convey that expressions of the form g equal 0.

’Yvar(E> = Sup{ VRS E(E)}

Lemma 3.4. The supremum in Yyar(E) is attained. Moreover, Vyar(E) & Ysy.op(E), where
we remark that the implicit constants do not depend on E.

Proof. For each p € ¥(FE) define

1(E)?
W(E) + [5|Sul? du

As it has already been mentioned in the proof of Lemma 3.3, it is not difficult to prove that
Y(E) is closed and sequentially compact with respect to weak convergence of measures. In
fact, 3(F) is compact (since it is contained in the space of finite signed Radon measures on
E, which is metrizable, thought as the dual of the separable space C.(R"*1)). Moreover,
it is clear that if ux — pp on X(F), then pg(E) — po(E). In this setting, we also claim
that

(3.8) lim / (Spuel? dp = / 1S p0l? duo.
k—oo E E

F(p) =
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To prove the claim (3.8) we argue as follows: given continuous functions ¢;,; for i =
1,...N in C.(R™""1), by definition of weak convergence of measures we get

(3.9)

klggo < / Z% y) dug(T )>2duk(y)
- lm {i:j / ( /E (@) (7) dpn (@ >)2duk<y>

w2 ¥ [ ([ e@uman@)( [ e@unmanm)dum)

1<i<j<N

- X ([ rerane )</¢ ()
w2 ¥ ([e@um)( [ a@aw@)( [ soumam)]

1<i<j<N

z/E</Eiﬁ;%(@%(y)duo(fﬁ)>2dﬂ0(y)'

Observe that the collection of continuous functions on the compact set E¥ x E of the form
sz\i 1 ¢i(Z)1;(y) is an algebra that contains the constant functions (on E) and separates
points. Therefore, by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, every continuous function f : E x
E — R can be uniformly approximated by such sums. Namely, consider

(9;(.9)), (Z% )i (7 >

J
so that ||f — gjlleo == |f — gjllLe(ExE) — 0 as j — oo. Observe:

E(/Ef(ﬂfvy)dﬂk(ﬂf)> du - [ ([ 1@m it ) ()

(/ f<m,y>duk<w>> - [ ([ gj<x,y>duk<x>>2duk<y>]
L[ gj<x,y>duk<x>>2duk<> [ ([o@naua >)2duo<y>)
/E(/Egj(x,y)dﬂo(ﬂf)>2duo - [ ([ r@nane >2duo(y)‘

=: I+ II 4 III.

+

+

Choose j large enough so that ||g;|lec < 2||f]lcc. We estimate I as follows

/E (/E(f +9;)(Z,7) dm(:c)) (/ (f—9,)(=,79) duk(x)> duu(y)

< 3| |oo - diam(E)*||f = gl 0.

I=
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Term III can be treated the same way. For II use that pux — po as k — oo and apply (3.9)
to deduce that II also tends to 0 as j — co. The latter can be done since the supports of
the measures py, are all contained in F, so we may understand each factor ¢; ; and v; ; of
the summands that define g; once extended continuously onto C.(R"*1). Hence, by the
arbitrariness of ¢ we deduce

Jim E</Ef(:v,y) duk(m)>2duk(y)z/E(/Ef(w,y)duo(:v)fduo(y),

for any f continuous on E x E. Therefore, applying this result to f := Psy¢r | > 0 we
get (3.8). All in all, we have proved that F' defines a continuous functional on a compact
space, meaning that it attains its maximum and thus the supremum that defines vy is
indeed attained.

In order to prove Yyar(E) = Ysy,op(£), we claim that it suffices to prove

’yvar(E) ~ ,}/Syﬂp‘l'o?Q(E)'
Indeed, since 0 < Pyytpr, < Psy, we trivially have vey op(E) < 'yswaO,g(E); and by the
choice of 79, we also have sy, 2(E) < 2C1Cs Ysy,op(£), s0 the claim follows.

Further, observe that we can restrict ourselves to the case that there exists u € ¥(FE) such
that (1) > 0. If this was not the case, since [, |Su|dp < diam(E)?" /7§ < oo, we would
have, necessarily, u(E) = 0, implying, by definition, Yvar(E) = 0 = Y5y, 2(E).

So let us assume that there exists u € 3 (F) such that F(u) > 0, meaning ~yyar (E) > 0 .
Let us begin by proving that any extremal pg for F' in this setting satisfies

(3.10) [ 1Sl o < (B,

If this was not the case, then [, |Suol* dpo = Mpuo(E) for some M > 1. Define py =
M~1255 € ¥(E) and notice that
M_l,u() E 2
Fu) = —1/2 E) 2
M=12po(E) + [5 S l* dm

_ M~ po(E)? _ mo(E) _ po(E) Fluo)

M71/2M0(E)+M71/2/‘L0(E) 2M1/2 1+M ’
that is a contradiction. Then, (3.10) holds, and it implies, by definition, uo(E) <
Yoy ry,2(£). So we have

7var(E) = F(NO) < MO(E) < 'Ysy,wro,2(E)‘
On the other hand, for any p admissible for vgy ., 2(E),

WE) WE)? u(E)?
- S S ’YV r E bl
2 wWE)+u(E) T wE)+ [yISpdp = (E)
and the proof is complete. O

Remark 3.4. Let us notice that (3.10) holds in general for any extremal measure pg for
F'. Indeed, in the case that for any p € ¥(E) one had F(u) = 0, then pu(E) = 0. So any
measure would be extremal and (3.10) would hold trivially.

Finally we give a new version of Theorem 2.1 that relates the capacities presented in this
section:
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Theorem 3.5. All of the above capacities defined via positive Borel measures are compa-
rable. More precisely, for E C R compact,

+(E) = 74 (E) ~ V(E),
where the respective bounds of the potentials can be taken indifferently and independently
for P, P*, Py, or both P and P* simultaneously. Moreover, they are also comparable to

;?Q(E)a 75y,2(E)7 70p(E)a ’Ysy,op(E) and 7var(E)-
In addition, for each T > 0 the following holds
Yoy et (E) ~ ’Y;,y,w,,Jr(E) ~ ’Ys*y,wT,Jr(E) X Yoy e 2(E) 2 Yoy ipr0p(E)

as well as
lim sup ey 4 () S ey, (E) < i inf ey, 4 (B).

7—0
The latter relations for the capacities depending on ; also hold changing each sy for 7.

4. THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE CUBES

The goal of this section is to use Theorem 3.5 to carry out the construction done in [Vo,
§5.2] for Riesz kernels. The aim of this section is to prove the following result:

Theorem 4.1. Let E C B1(0) C R™! be a compact set consisting of a finite union of
closed cubes, with sides parallel to the axes. Then, there exists a finite collection of dyadic
cubes {Q1,..., 9N} that cover E and such that %Ql, e %QN have disjoint interiors.
Moreover, if F :=UN,Q;,

P;. %QiﬂE#Q, foreachi=1,... N.

Pa. 74(F) < Cov+(E).

P3. 1,71 (2Qi N E) < C174.(E).

Py. If 74(E) < Cydiam(E)", then diam(Q;) < {-diam(E), for eachi=1,...,N.

Ps. The family {5Q1,...,5Qn} has bounded overlap with constant Cy.
Constants Cy, C1, Co, Cy. are absolute.

Before proceeding, let us clarify the from this point on £ C R"*! will be a fixed compact
set and po will always denote a maximizer of vy, (E). Let us also write explicitly the
following expression, that will appear repeatedly, for the sake of clarity: for u,v say
positive finite Borel measures supported on E, we have, in light of Definition 3.1,

Su(Sv)(@) = /E /E Poy(F — ) Pay (5 — 2oy (T — Tt (7 — 7) do(2) du(@).

Lemma 4.2. Let H be a positive Borel measure supported on E such that for any Ao > 0
and any X € [0, No], px := po + AH € X(E). Then,

H(E0(E) (o(B)+2 [ (Sualdua) < o) [ (1Spol? + 28, (Spo))
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Proof. Let us begin by noticing that

[10(E) + AH(E)]?
po(E) + AH(E) + [ |Spal? dpy”

where the integral in the denominator can be expanded as
18P = [ (S0 duo+ 2 [ (Spal?att +2 [ (Spo)(SH) ap
E E E E

+ 2N / (Spo)(SH) dH + \2 / (SH)? dpo + X / (SH)?dH.
E E E

F(uy) =

Observe that for v € {ug, H}, since Py, and 1, are symmetric functions,
/ESuol(a;)SH(a;) dv(z)
= /E ( /E Poy(T = 9)tbry (T~ 7) dm(y)) < (@ =2 (7 -2) dH(z)) dv(7)
[ ([ ([ 2o = 00 =) o)) Pz = 2 e~ 7)ot ) )
- [ susm)e)anc).

Therefore, we may rewrite | £ lSu A2 dpy as

[ 18 = [ (Suoans +A{ [ Swopam+2 [ Sﬂo<suo>dﬂ}
E E E E

+A? U (SH)?dpo + 2/ Su(Spo) dH} + /\3/ (SH)?dH.
E E E
So condition F'(uo) > F(py) can be written as

po(E)?
po(E) + [p(Spo)? duo

S po(E)? + 2\uo(E)H(E) + N H(E)?
T wo(E) + AH(E) + [,(Spo)?dpo + Al ]+ X[ ]+ A3+ ]

or equivalently

A{MO(E)2<— H(E) + /E(S,ug)QdHJr Z/ESMO(SMO)dH>

~ 20l EVH(E) |

(Suo)Qduo} + N[ ]+ /\3/ (SH)*dH > 0.
E E

Assume that A > 0 and divide both sides of the previous inequality by this factor and
make A — 0 to obtain the desired estimate. Let us notice that the kernel associated to S is
continuous, meaning that the terms in [---] and [,(SH)?dH are finite, since H(E) < 0o
due to the fact that py € X(E) for any A € [0, A\g] with Ag > 0. O

We remark that in the particular case we will apply this lemma, F will be a finite union
of cubes, so pp(E) > 0. Moreover, we will choose a specific measure H so that H(E) > 0.
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Therefore, in this setting, the inequality in Lemma 4.3 can be rewritten as

po(E) +2 [ [Spol*dpo _ 1

1) io(E) = H(E)

[ (18P + 28, (Sp)) i

which is a similar estimate that resembles that of [Vo, Lemma 5.6].

We shall apply (4.1) to prove an auxiliary lemma, but first let us introduce the following
notation for a certain maximal function applied to a measure:

Muy(T) := sup vB: (@)

>0 "

Lemma 4.3. Let E be a finite union of cubes. Then, for the potential
UM == Mupo + Spo + SpueStio,
there is an absolute constant agy > 0 such that

UM (T) > ap, VT € E.

Proof. Choose a; € (0,807"). If Ty € E is such that Muo(To) > a1 then we are done
at Tp. So assume Mpuo(Zo) < ai. Pick e1 < 19, R := €1/10 and By := Bpg,(To). Set
Hoo = Hol2p, and define

G:={yeByNE : Muy(y) <4"}.

We shall prove that the complement of G in Bo N E is small. If y € (By N E) \ G, then
there exists 7 = r(y) > 0 so that

HO(BT (@))

rTL

> 47"
If we had 7 > ¢, /20 = Ry /2, then

L<“0(BT@)) <u0(320r(fo))
80" —  20mrm T (20r)™

< a1, since Mpuo(To) < aq,

and this cannot be. Then r < £;/20, implying B,(y) N (2By) = B,(y), which in turn
implies 100(Br (7)) = po(Br(7)). So we have found

fo0(Br(¥)) o4

(4.2) Vg € (BoNE)\ G, Ir(y) >0 such that

We continue by choosing £; (that was already smaller than 75) small enough so that
LY (ByNE) > a(n) Ry =: aRYH,

for some dimensional constant a > 0. This can be done since F is a finite union of cubes.
Notice also that the dependence on E of the previous estimate is in Ry, since €1 depends
on 79, that depends on E. Using (4.2) and [Ma, Theorem 2.1] we obtain a countable
covering {Bs,; (7;)} of (BoN E)\ G with {B,,(y;)} disjoint and also satisfying (4.2). Now,



ON THE SEMI-ADDITIVITY OF THE 1/2-SYMMETRIC CALORIC CAPACITY IN THE PLANE 23

L ((Byn E)\G) < 5"+1Zrn+1 <2.-5" R, Zr

<10-4".5"1R, Z 1100 (Br; (1)) = 10 - 20" Ry 100 < U By, (%))
j J
<10 - 20" Rg io(2Bo) < 10 - 40" R oy =: A(n) R oy
A
< fa1£n+1(Bo NnE),
a

where we have applied the hypothesis M uo(Zg) < . Therefore, by definition of G,

LG > ( o

- 1) L' ((BynE)\ G).

We pick a1 € (0,807™) depending only on n so that
L7YG) =L ({geBynE : Muo(y) <4"}) > 0.
We will now prove that for all sufficiently small A > 0, o + AL" |5 belongs to $(E), i.e
M (po + AL G) <1, on E if A€ (0, ).

Let us fix Z € E,r > 0 and write uy := uo + AL"!|g. Distinguish three cases: first, if
B,(Z) NG = @ then it is clear that

/’LA(BT‘(Z)) _ ,U/O(Br(z)) <1,

that is the desired estimate. If B,.(Z) NG # @ and Z € G, then
B2 _ wo(BeE) | LNBAENG) 1 min L R
If » < Ry, then

B.(Z 1 1
Ln()) < ™ + Ar < o + ARy <1, for A small enough.
r
If on the other hand r > Ry, we also have

B,(z 1 R”“ 1
7/”( (%)) <—4+2A—— < — 4+ ARy <1, for Asmall enough.
rh 4n 4n

Finally, for the third case, that is, 1f B, (Z)NG # @ and z € G, take § € B,(Z) NG so that

ia(B:(2) _ (B2 | min (LR o(Ba(®) |
rn rn rm - (2r)n

1
< ? + (2” + I)ARO,

where for the last inequality we have applied the reasoning of the second case. Hence, in
general, we deduce that for A > 0 small enough, p) € X(E).

Now we argue as follows: choose 5§k) < g1 a sequence converging to 0. For each k set

R(()k) = sgk)/l() and build a set G}, in B (To) as above. Let Hy := L], and apply
0

Lemma 4.2, or in this particular case (4.1), to get
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Mo(E)+2fE|S,u0|2d,uo 1 / 9
1< < (Suo + 28, (Spo )de.
Since the measures Hy/Hy(FE) converge weakly to a point mass probability measure at
To, by the continuity of the kernel associated to & we have

1
1< [Spol*(To) + 28,0 (Spo)(@o) = 5 < [Spol*(To) + Syo (Speo) (To).
Therefore, either |Suo|?(Zo) > 1/4 or S,y (Spo)(To) > 1/4, so in any case we get

1
Sho(To) + Sy (Sho)(To) > 7

by the nonnegativity of each term. Since this last estimate follows if M pug(Zy) is smaller
than «q, chosen to depend only on n, setting ag := min{ay,1/4} the result follows. O

4.1. The construction. Both of the above lemmas are enough to carry out the con-
struction of the desired cubes in a similar way to [Vo, pp. 38-42]. Fix E C B1(0) C 2Qq
compact consisting of a finite union of cubes, and define the auxiliary potential
U (T) = UM (T) + M(Spo dpuo) (7).
Apply Lemma 4.3 to E and obtain its corresponding constant «g, and pick 0 < § <« 1
depending only on n, to be fixed later on, and set
G:={geR"™ : U"(y) > Bay} D E.

Consider {Q;}; a Whitney decomposition of G (see [St, pp. 167-169], for example), that
is: a countable family of closed dyadic cubes with disjoint interiors that cover G and such
that for some absolute (possibly dimension dependent) constant A > 0,

e 20Q; C G for each j,

e (AQ;) N G° # o for each j,

e The family {10Q;}; has bounded overlap. Moreover, if 10Q; N 10Q; # @, then
U(Q;) =~ Q).

From those @; satisfying %Qj N E # &, choose a finite subcovering and enumerate them
as Qjy,---,Qjy- We shall check that

Qi:IQQﬁ, izl,...,N

is the desired family of cubes that satisfies the properties in Theorem 4.1. It is clear that
properties P; and Py are satisfied by construction, so we are only left to verify Py, P3
and P4. The first two will be checked for gy 4 instead of ¥4, which is enough due to the
comparability of both capacities.

Proof of Po in Theorem /J.1. We shall prove that property UHo (Z) > Pag on F, implies

C
Ysy,op(F) < MMO(E%

where pg is an extremal measure for vy, (F) and C > 0 is absolute. If this is the case, we
are done, since we have

C C C
Yoy, +(F) = Ysy,op(F) < m’Yvar(E) < %'Ysyﬂﬁrov?(E) < m 2C1Cosy,0p(E) = Yoy, +(E),
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where for the third estimate recall Remark 3.4 and the fact that relation (3.10) holds in
general, and in the fourth inequality we have used the definition of 7.

So let us choose p admissible for sy op(F) With Yy op(F) < 2u(F) and observe that

1Sull2(y—r2(m) < Psypllzzy—r2 <1,

since Py, and the measure p are nonnegative. Therefore, S,, becomes a C-Z convolution
operator (with continuous kernel), so that it satisfies the weak estimate

p({Smo = A}) < C,Mog\E)’

where C’ > 0 is absolute. By definition, for each T € F,

UM (T) := Mpuo(T) + Spio(T) + Spuo (Sho) (T) + M (Spo dpio) (T)

=:1(z) + II(z) + 11I(Z) + IV(Z),
so at least one of the four terms is larger than % =: a. In fact, if we name
Fr:={z€F :1(z) >a}, Fo:={z e F :1(z) > a},

Fy:={zeF :1(x)>a}, Fi:={TcF :IV(T)>al,
we have F = U F;. So in particular u(F) < 2?21 w(F;) and then, necessarily, there
exists i € {1,2,3,4} such that u(F;) > u(F)/4. Let us study separately each possibility:

a) If i = 1. In this case Mpuo > a on F; with u(F;) > pu(F)/4. For each T €
JF1 choose a ball Bz := B,z (T) so that uo(Bz) > ar(T)". Apply Besicovitch’s
covering theorem [Ma, Theorem 2.7] to extract a countable collection of balls
{ Bz, }; with bounded multiplicity of overlapping (with constant depending only
on the dimension) that covers F;. Then,

M < ) < S uBe) < ) < -3 (B 5 1Y <
J J J

a a

to(E)

)

since pg is supported on E.

b) If i = 2. Now Spo > a on Fo with u(F2) > u(F)/4. Using the weak estimate
presented above we get the desired estimate

.U(f) < u(Fo) = M({SMO > a}) < Ca’/,UJO(E)'

c) If i = 3. Now S, (Spo) > a on Fz with p(Fz) > pu(F)/4. By (3.10) we obtain

M) < p(F) = w((Su(Sr0) 2 ) < [ Sang
a Jg

a

/ 2 !
< Coa(e)2( [ (Sl ) < Lol

d) If i = 4. Now M (Suopdpo) > a on Fy with u(Fy) > p(F)/4. Proceeding analo-
gously as in the first case, we deduce

F 1
Lﬁ)ﬁ/suoduo,
aJE

and arguing as in the third case we obtain the desired result.
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To prove P3 we will need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.4. Fori=1,..., N define u; :== u0]5jS and consider the auxiliary potential
WH = Mpi + Sy 1+ S (Spo) + M(Spo dpsi)-
Then, there exists an absolute constant ofy > 0 such that for each i =1,...,N,

WM( ) > 050040, VT € 4jS NnE.

Proof. For the sake of notation, in this proof we rename @; := @;,. Fix¢=1,...,N,
T €4@Q;NE and z € (AQ;) N G¢, which is non-empty by construction. So in particular
(4.3) Mpo(z) < Bao,  Spo(z) < Bag.
Now choosing, for example, R := 2(4 + A)diam(Q);) it is clear that we have

R

-7 < (4+ A)diam(Q) < 5

Therefore, using the C-Z estimates for Py, the nonnegativity of the latter kernel and
relations (4.3) we have

Saiol@) = /| BT - D
r—y|>

S 5040 + / _ Psy(j - @Wm(f - ?) - Psy(z - y)¢70(5 - ﬂ)‘ d:U’O(y)
[z—y|>R

_ dpo (7 o dpo (7
< Bag + [F - D) < oy + 77 _duol®)
T—g>R [T =Vl z—gl>Rr/4 |2 =T
R & MO(BQJ'JrlR(z)) Bao(2T1R)"
- Lt ANt el 1 AN [ S
(4.4) < Bag + 5 JZ; @Rt S Pty Z @R~ B

We also notice that there exists A = A(n) > 0 such that
(4.5) M pio(z) < max { A Bag, Mpi(T)}.
Indeed, if > £(Q;)/20 then

po (B (7)) < Ho(Baoymar (%)) < A(n)Bay.

If » < £(Q;)/20 use that T € 4Q; and p; := 9|5, to simply have
po(Br (7)) _ pi(Br(T))

TTL T’I’L

)

so indeed M puo(T) < max {A Bow, M p1; (T )} Having made this observations, we recall that
by Lemma 4.3 we always have

Mupo + Spo + Spy(Spo) > g, on E.

Now we distinguish three cases:
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a) If Mpuo(Z) > /3. Then (4.5) implies
% < max {Zﬂao, M,ui(i)},

so choosing 8 < (64)~! we deduce My;(T) > ag/6 and we would be done.

b) If Suop(T) > ap/3, by (4.4) there exists C' > 0 absolute such that
L« o'
S(plpp@) (@) 2 5 — Chag > 7,
for B small enough. In addition, by definition of R,
(B2r(7)) R’

Slklmaenoa) ) < CHQNT < 2 Chavgg = e

Hence N N
Spi(T) = S(polsq,) (T) > ZO — C"Bayg > 307

for B small enough, and we are done.
c) If §,,,(Spo)(T) > /3. Let us observe that for zZ € (AQ;) N G¢, by definition of G
we also have
M(Spoduo)(z) < Bao,  Spuo(Sto) () < Bao.
So choosing again R := 2(4 + A)diam(Q;) we would be able to prove analogously
as in (4.4) that
Spuo,r(Sp0)(T) < CPa,

for some C' > 0 absolute. Moreover,

fB2R(E) S'LLO dpo
Q)"

where we have used, again, the definition of R and that M (Suoduo)(Z) < Bap.

Therefore,

Sps(SH0)(@) = S0 (S10)(®) = Syl o150, (SHO) @) = Suo,1(S10) ()
> 20 = C"Bag — CBag > 2,
for B small enough, and the proof is completed.

< C"Bay,

S,U«O|BR(§)\5QZ. (SHO)(E) < c’

g

Proof of Pg in Theorem 4.1. Repeating the same arguments presented for the proof of P,
one deduces that property Wi (z) > aja, for every T € 4Q;, N E and every i = 1,..., N,
implies

C
Ysy.op(4Qj;, N E) < — <N0(5jS) + /5Q Suo du()).

ahH
But notice that the bounded multiplicity of overlapping of the family {10Q);}; and the
fact that pg is supported on E yield

N

> <M0(Qj¢) +/5Q_ Spo dMo) < po(E) +/ES#0 dpo < 2p0(E),

i=1
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where for the last inequality we have used (3.10). Therefore, by the latter relation and
using the definition of 79 we get

Z’yser 4Q;, NE) Z%yf)p 4Qj, NE) < po(E)

=1
= 'Yvar(E) < ’Ysyﬂllro,?( ) < QCICQ'YSypp(E) 5 ’Ysy,-i—(E)a
that is the desired estimate. O

Finally, we prove P4. Let us first observe that the assumption
Y4+(E) < Cydiam(E)",  for Cy > 0 absolute to be fixed below,
is not at all restrictive. Indeed, if it failed, [MPr, Lemma 4.1] would imply

V(E) <A(E) S HL(E) < diam(E)" T+(E),

< Ci_i_
and we would be done.

Proof of P4 in Theorem 4.1. Fix T ¢ E and observe that the following estimates hold

(@) < dls‘éi’ffé
8u0<8uo><>_de [ [ o= 20 7= 2) ) ()

po(E)
dlbt (z, E / Sho(5) duo(y) < dist(z, E)’

where for the last inequality we have applied (3.10). Since supp(pg) C E, we have
B.(z B.(z E
sup po(Br (7)) sup po(Br(T)) <_ Ho(E) ,
>0 rr r>dist (7, E) rh dist(z, E)"

and moreover, due to (3.10) again,

1 1
sup — Suo(¥) duo(y) =  sup  — Suo(y) duo(y)
r>0T" JB,(z) r>dist(Z,E) T JB.(F)
1 _ _ to(E)
< < —F—
= dist(z, B)" /ES“O(‘”) @) < G5 By
All in all, we get
i (= 4po(E)
Ho < =77
U@ < Gz, By

Let us pick T € G N E° (which is non empty, since E C G with G open, by the lower
semicontinuity of the potential U#0) so that UH°(T) > Loy and observe that using the
definition of pp and 79 as in the previous proofs, we get

8C1Cy 8CC1C,
< —Z < — =
>~ OZOB FYSy,op(E) >~ CVOB ’Ysy,—i-(E)

1600102~ 1600102
< — << ———=
S aof V+(E) < 0B

Choosing C';. appropriately to neglect the effect of all the above constants that have already
been fixed, the result follows. Indeed, this is because the previous estimate is valid for all

dist(z, E)"

., diam(E)".
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T € G N E°, implying that one can make 0G say di?gg(f ) close to E. Since we also know

that 20Q; C G we have

diam(2Q;) < %dist(@g&?j),

where dist(0G, Q;) is comparable to dist(0G, F) since the cubes @; have been also chosen
so that %QjﬂE#Q. g

5. A COMPARABILITY RESULT UNDER AN ADDITIONAL ASSUMPTION

Let £ C R*""! be a compact set. As it is stated in P4 in Theorem 4.1, we shall work
under the following additional assumption:

A;: 74 (F) < Cydiam(E)", with C > 0 absolute.

By the translation invariance and J(AE) = \"Y(E), 74+ (AE) = A"y, (F) (see [He, Propo-
sition 3.1]), it is clear that we may assume E C Bj(0) without loss of generality. In fact,
in order to apply Theorem 4.1 let us check that we can assume:

As: E is contained in the unit ball and consists of a finite union of dyadic cubes be-
longing to a dyadic grid in R™"1 (with sides parallel to the coordinate axes), all
with the same size and with disjoint interiors.

Let us verify that if we deduce the comparability between 7 and 74 for E satisfying A,
we obtain the same result for a general E. So fix E C R™"! any compact set and let
Us(E) be the closed §-neighbourhood of E. Consider a grid of dyadic cubes in R**! with
sides parallel to the axes and diameter smaller than 0/2. Name Fy the collection of dyadic

cubes that intersect £ and notice that E C Ey C Us(E). Now we would have

Y(E) <H(Eo) S 3+(Eo) <9+ Us(E)) < 74 (Us(E)).
Letting § — 0 and using the outer regularity of v, we deduce, by Theorem 3.5,
Y(E) S 7+(E) S7+(E),
and the result follows.

Finally, we present the final additional assumption that motivates the title of this sec-
tion:

Ag. Let {Q1,...,9n} be the family of cubes provided by Theorem 4.1 and Cy the
constant appearing in point Ps of the same theorem. We will assume that

N
F(E) > Cr' Y 3(2QiNE).

i=1

The aim of this section is to prove the comparability between 7 and 74 under assumption
Ag. Later on, we will get rid of these hypotheses in some particular cases, for which we
will obtain the desired comparability in full generality.
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5.1. Basic definitions and properties. Let £ C R"™"! be a compact set verifying
Aj1,A2 and Ag. We begin our argument by fixing a distribution 7j admissible for 7(E)
so that [(Tp,1)] = v(E)/2. We know that T has n-growth with constant 1 and

[P % Tolloc < 1, [ P*  Tplloo < 1.

Let F := Ul S Q; be the covering by cubes provided by Theorem 4.1. Recall that Q; = 2Q;,
where {Q;}Y, is the finite subset of dyadlc cubes with disjoint interiors of a Whitney
decomposition of G D E, with the property 4Qz NE # @. We write

N
F=JQicrF
i=1
It is clear that £ C F' and moreover, by monotonicity and the properties in Theorem 4.1
we also have

Py 74(F) < Cov4(E),

Py SV, 34 (2Q:NE) < C174(E) and by Az we also have 1 | 7(2Q;NE) < C17(E).

P). diam(Q;) < sydiam(E), for each i = 1,..., N,

P5. The family {10Q1,...,10Qx} has bounded overlap. Moreover, if 10Q,N10Q; # @,
then £(Q;) ~ £(Q).

In order to simplify the arguments, in this section we will work with the cubes Q1,...,Qn
instead of Q1, ..., Qn, and with F instead of F. Let us choose for each @); a ball B; C %Qi

concentric with @; with radius r; comparable to 7(2Q; N E)l/ ™. Notice that
7(2Q: N E)Y/™ < 4(2Q0)!" = 4(Q0).

Therefore, we may choose r; ~ 7(2Q; N E)l/ "™ with constants depending at most on the
dimension and still have B; C 2@Q;. Notice that dist(B;, B;) > 1 min{¢(Q;), ¢(Q;)}, for
i # j. We define the positive measure

N N n
7‘ n
(5.1) u:zzui ::ZULT()E +1|B
i=1

Apply [HPo, Lemma 3.1] to pick test functions ¢; € C°(2Q;),0 < ¢; < 1, satisfying
IV@illo < £(2Q;)~* and with Zf\il @i = 1in F. We also define the signed measure

n+1 n
rt
i=1 ?

N T N (T >
(5.2) Zﬁ 0, 93) cn+1|Bl., thatis  v=Y 0Py,

Since supp(v) C supp(p) C F and v < p, have v = bu, where b is the Radon-Nikodym
derivative.
Lemma 5.1. The following hold for some positive absolute constants ci,c3 and c4:

1. ||blloo < 1.

2. (F) =7(E)/2.

3. 3(B) < csu(F).

4. Q)| < csl(Q)™ for any cube Q C R,



ON THE SEMI-ADDITIVITY OF THE 1/2-SYMMETRIC CALORIC CAPACITY IN THE PLANE 31

Proof. Let us prove 1. By the localization result [MPr, Theorem 3.1] we get || Px(©;10)||co <
Ay, for every i, where A; = A1(n) > 0. Analogously, the same localization result holds for
P*, so there also exists As = Aa(n) > 0 with || P* * (¢iT0)|lecc < A2, Vi. Therefore, since
supp(golTo) C 2Q; N E we have

(53) ’<T0,(pl>| = |<<P1T0a1>| S?(2QzﬂE) %7"?, Yi=1,...,n,
which yields the desired result.
To prove 2 we simply use the definition of v, B; N F' = B; and supp(7y) C F C F:

‘ Z Eﬁi@z / £n+1 <T0, Z 90z>

Finally, 3 follows by the choice of radii r; and the admissibility of ¢;Tp for 7(2Q; N E),

1

— (T, 1)| = 7(E)

N
F(E) = 2[(Tp, 1) |<2ZIT0,%|<272Q10E> > o= p(F).

=1

The proof of inequality 4 can be followed analogously to that given for property (g) of
[To3, Lemma 6.8]. We refer the reader to this last reference for the detailed arguments. [

Remark 5.1. In the proof of inequality 4 it is used that for a Borel signed measure v
satisfying || P * |l < 1 one has |v(Q)| < C¥(Q)™, for some absolute constant C' > 0 and
any cube Q@ C R™*!. In order to justify that this holds in our context we will prove the
following: given ¢ € C°(R™*!) such that ||P* || < 1, then | fQ pdLnT < oUQ)", for
some C' > 0 absolute. If this is the case, we will be done by mollifying v to be v 1= v *x ),
with (1)) a proper approximation of the identity. Let us estimate | f @ AL as follows:

/Qw() 4L (3 /&st )ALz ]/ V(P o)) AL (7)

For the first term of the right-hand side we set @ = Q1 x Ig C R™ x R where Ig is the
temporal interval, that we write as Ig = [a, b] for some a,b € R with a < b. This way, by

Fubini’s theorem,
’/at(Pw)( ydLr iz ‘/ </ (P = ) azt)dt>d£”()
Q Q1
= ‘ / P x ¢(x,b) —P*cp(:p,a)) dL"(x)

S IP# @l £™(Q1) < U(Q)".

For the second term we recall that we have the following representation

)P Z&R

where R;, 1 < j < n are the Riesz transforms with Fourier multiplier &;/|¢;|. Notice
that if we prove that P x (Rjp) € L®(R""1) for each j = 1,...,n, we are done, since
we may argue as above decomposing the cube @) as a cartesian product of an interval

and an n-dimensional cube. To study P * (R;p) we consider its Fourier transform %ﬁ@
Notice that P € (L* + L?)(R"!) (just decompose it as Pxz1<1 + PX|z|>1), and therefore
Pe (L* + L?)(R™*1), and we write its decomposition as P + Py. Now it is immediate
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to check that %Aoocﬁ € LY(R""1) and we also have %ﬁg(ﬁ € LY(R™!) using Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality. Therefore the Fourier transform of P x (R;¢) is integrable, implying
P x (Rjp) € L°(R™™!) that is what we wanted to see.

5.2. The exceptional sets Hp and Tp. In light of the third property in Lemma 5.1,
assume we find a compact set G C F' such that

op(F) S @),
ii. p|c has n-growth,
iii. P, is a bounded operator in L*(yq).

Then, p|¢ is admissible for v,,(G), and we are done, since we have

(5.4) V(E) S uF) S u(G) < 70p(G) < v0p(F) =74 (F) S 74+(E),
where the first inequality is due to Lemma 5.1 and the last is by property P4 above.

The construction of G is inspired by the T'b-theorems found in [To3, Theorem 5.1] and [Vo,
Theorem 7.1], which are presented for the particular case of Cauchy and Riesz potentials
respectively. To apply this kind of results we need to introduce the notions of Ahlfors
ball, Ahlfors radius and Ahlfors point in our context. Due to [MPr, Lemma 4.1] there are
positive dimensional constants ai, as such that

Y(F) < a; diam(E)",
and also
a;lr? <75(2Q;NE) < agrl,
for each ¢ = 1,..., N, where r; is the radius of the ball B; C @Q; constructed at the
beginning of Subsection 5.1. Let
L= 100”(11@26’1,

where C] and Cy are the constants appearing in Theorem 4.1. The factor 100 is arbi-
trarily chosen; we may pick, for convenience, any other large constant. Assumption Ag
implies

N N

p(F)=> "1 <ay» F(2Qi N E) < aaC1F(E) < ayasCy diam(E)".
=1 =1

Therefore:

1
Vz € F, VR > ﬁdiam(F) . w(Bgr(T)) < LR".

A ball Bg(z), T € F, is an Ahlfors ball if precisely the estimate pu(Bgr(Z)) < LR™ holds.
Notice that if R > t$5diam(F’), then the ball is an Ahlfors ball. We also define the Ahlfors

radius,
(5.5) R(Z) :=sup {r > 0: B,(T) is non-Ahlfors }.

Ahlfors points are those for which R(Z) = 0. For every T € F, we have R(z) <
risdiam(F). Set

H' := | ] Br@ (@),
TEF
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where we convey By(T) := &, and apply a 5r-covering theorem [Ma, Theorem 2.1] to
choose a countable family of disjoint balls { B, } := { Br(z,)(Tk) }x such that

(5.6) H' C H :=| | Bsg,,
k

so that all non-Ahlfors balls are contained in H. Observe that since pu(Bg,) > LR} and
the balls B, are disjoint, we have

SORE< 1 S u(Br) < ().
k k

Let DY be the usual dyadic lattice in R”*! and for 7 € R"t! we write
D(z) ;=7 + D",

the translation of D° by the vector Z. Let D = D(Z) be any fixed dyadic lattice from
the family of lattices {D(y)}yern+1. Consider the subcollection of dyadic cubes Dy C D
defined as follows: @ € Dy if there is a ball Bsg, (T)) satisfying

(57) B5Rk (fk) NQ # 2 and 10R;, < E(Q) < 20R;.
Then, it is clear that

UBsr.@r) c |J @
k QeDy

Pick a subfamily of disjoint maximal cubes {Qg}r from Dg so that we may define the
exceptional set Hp as follows

U @=J@r = Hp = Hpp).
QeDy k
By construction one has
HC HD(E), VT € Rn+1,

and since for each ball Bsg, (T}) conditions (5.7) can only occur for a number of cubes in
Dy which is bounded by a dimensional constant, there is ¢y = cg(n) > 0 so that

(5.8) S UQ" < e YRR < Lp(F),

We define the exceptional set Tp in a similar manner but imposing a proper accretivity
condition on the Radon-Nikodym derivative b. Consider the family Dp C D of cubes
satisfying

(5.9) (@) > erlv(Q)|,

with e = ep(n) > 0 big constant to be fixed below. Let {Qx}r be the subcollection
of maximal (and thus disjoint) dyadic cubes from D7. We define the exceptional set
TD = TD(E) as

TD = U Qk
k

The next result shows that p(F \ (Hp UTp)) is comparable to p(F'). The reader can find
its proof in [To3, Lemma 6.12].
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Lemma 5.2. If L and cr are chosen big enough, then
1
v(Hp UTp)| < Sv(F)| and  u(Hp UTp) < dou(F),

with g < 1 absolute.

5.3. Verifying the hypotheses of a Tb-theorem. The goal of this subsection is to
prove the lemma below, analogous to [To3, Lemma 6.8 (Main Lemma)]. We remark
that in order to apply the T'b-theorem found in [NTVol] we will still need to check an
additional weak boundedness property for a particular suppressed kernel, due to the lack
of anti-symmetry of our kernel P. Following the proof of the aforementioned reference or
that of [To3, Theorem 5.1], one notices that such condition needs not to be verified, since
the Cauchy kernel satisfies being anti-symmetric.

Lemma 5.3. Let E C R be a compact set verifying A1, Ag and Ag. Let F := Uf\LlQi
be the covering provided by Theorem j.1, and F = U,']\L1Qi = UﬁiléQi, that still satisfies
E C F. Let u and v be the measures defined in (5.1) and (5.2). Then, there ezists a
subset H C F, such that

1. v = bu for some b with ||b]|ec < c1.

2. [(F) =7(B)/2

5. ¢'3(E) < u(F) < 57 (B).

4. For any cube Q C R™™ | [(Q)| < csl(Q)".
5

. If Py and P} denote the mazximal convolution operators associated to P and P*
respectively, we have

Pov(®@) du() < 5 u(F), P:v(@) du(®) < es u(F).
F\H F\H

6. If w(B,(T)) > Lr™ ( for some big constant L), then B,(Z) C H. In particular, for
any T € F\ H and r > 0, one has u(B,(T)) < Lr".

7. H is of the form Uyey,, Bry,(Tk), for some countable set of indices Iy. Moreover
ZkeIH e < %/‘(F)'

The constants c1,c3,cq and cs are absolute, while L can be chosen arbitrarily large.

Let us check that many of the hypothesis in Lemma 5.3 are verified for our particular choice
of p and v. Properties 1, 2 and 4 are proved in Lemma 5.1, and 8 follows from the third
property of the same lemma, and by assumption Ag combined with r] ~ ¥(2Q; N E).
Moreover, taking H C F to be as in (5.6), properties 6 and 7 are also guaranteed by
definition. So it remains to check hypothesis 5. To do so, let us begin by presenting a
series of auxiliary results.

Lemma 5.4. Let T be a distribution supported on a compact set E C R with ||P *
Tloo <1 or |[P**T|o < 1. Let Q C R™ ! be a cube and ¢ € C!,/(2Q) such that
lolloo < DUQ) and [|[Vo|loo < AD. Then

(T, )| S D Q)™
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Proof. Recall Remark 2.1 to notice that the proof is simply an application of [MPr, Corol-
lary 3.3] to ¢ := [2AD{(Q)] “loe Cl\/(2Q) that is such that ||V < £(2Q)~!. Observe
that [MPr, Corollary 3.3] is also valid for P*, which can be proved analogously using that

P* is fundamental solution of the conjugate operator @l/ %, U

Lemma 5.5. Let E C R™ be compact set and Q C R* q cube. If T is a distribution
supported on E C @Q, then the following holds:

1 If|PxT|oe <1 or ||P* Tl <1 and ¢ € C3r(2Q) satisfies ||| o 2q) < D Q)

and ||Vl Lo q) < D, then
(T, o) < D@

2. If [P+ T|oo <1, ||P*+T|loc <1 and ¢ is as above, then
(T, )| S DUQ) - Y (E).

Proof. We prove 1 under the assumption ||P * T'||s < 1 (the proof is analogous for P*).
Consider a test function v € C°(2Q) with ||1]leec < 1,]|VY s < £(2Q)~F and 9| = 1.
Notice that 7 := @i belongs to C} /(2Q) and ||7]lsc < D#(Q) and ||Vl < 2D. Then,

by Lemma 5.4 and the fact that supp(T) C E C @Q,

(T, o) = KT,n)| S DUQ)"™",
To prove 2, assume that ||P % 7|« < 1 and ||P* * T||sc < 1. Consider 1) as before and
define the auxiliary function
~1
n = [4DUQ)] ¢ € C. A (2Q),
that is such that |V7]|eo < £(2Q)~!. By Remark 2.1, we shall apply [MPr, Theorem 3.1]

to deduce [|[P* 0T ||oo S 1 and ||P**nT||s < 1. Hence [(nT,1)| < 7(E), that by definition
means

(T )| S DUQ) -A(E).
O

Let us now consider a distribution 7" supported on E C Q = Q(cg, {(Q)) with ||PxT|« <1
and ||P* * T||so < 1. Fix any z € R"*1\ 3Q and set

pz() = PE—-) - PE-cq), ¢x()=P(EF—)-P(Z-cq)

Write Z = (2,7) and let ¥ = (y,s) be a generic point in R*". We define the null set
N = N (Z) to be the horizontal hyperplane

N = {yeR”“ : 3:7}.
This way ¢z, o3 € C37(2Q). Moreover, for any 7 € 2@Q, by [MPr, Lemma 2.1],

- o _ 7 — cql U(Q)
e=@) = 1P =5) = PE = <o)l S =i ® Gz, Byt

and for any y € 2Q \ N,

v (7)‘ _ VPG 7)’ < 1 < gn+1 < 1
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and the same bounds clearly also hold for ¢%. Therefore we have
“Q) * )

17 oo < \=) Sl [ =)

Q) 1

ST < \=) 1 oo D —
IVezllieeo) S Gop pyr 1V9Elieeo S Gap mm

Hence, using the identities
|P«T(z) = (T,1)P(Z — cq)| = T, ¢z)|
|P*«T(z) — (T, 1)P*(z — cq)| = (T, %)
5 y1elds

lxoul

a direct application of the second statement in Lemma 5

Corollary 5.6. Let E C R"™ be a compact set contained in the cube Q = Q(cq,{(Q)),
and T a distribution admissible for 5(E). Then, for any z € R"*1\ 3Q,

PAT(E) ~ (1)PE - o) £ g gyt 1)

|P* * T(Z) — (T, 1)P*(Z — cq)| S (m(gz(%)mv(fﬂ)-

Lemma 5.7. Let ( >
T07<)0 .
SO@TO DLTU)‘C”J’_”BN 1= 1,...,N.
For eachi=1,...,N, we have
1. ||P * piTolleo S 1 and || P 802T0||oo <

2. For any zZ € R"1\ 3Q;,

— 0(2Q; _

The same results hold changing P by P*.

Proof. The first estimate in 1 is just a consequence of the localization result [MPr, Theo-
rem 3.1]. Regarding the second, fix 7 € R"*! and compute:

[(To, i) / ety _ 1 / ALt (y)
P x ;T — S* E——
| @ 0‘( ) £n+1( ) |;v—y|" r; |m—y|"

where we have used that |(Tp, p;)| < rP’, that has already been argued in (5.3). We deal

with remaining integral as follows:

/ dﬁn'H(@) _/ dﬁn+1(y)+/ dﬁ"+1(y)
B, IT-Y Bin{fz—gi>ri} [T =U"  Jpinga—gl<ry [T

[z — g
n+1 . n+1 /7
SN sl D
B47‘

i S T

< —
T — 7|

=
Let us prove 2: fix z € R*"!\ 3Q; and notice

— ilo, 1 _
|P o To(z) — PxpiTo(z)| = ‘P x 0 TH(Z) — WP * i (%),

i
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where
P = [ (P15~ PE-en) P+ P - ),

T

Therefore
|P x0Ty (2) — P * 0 To(2)]
’P*%To( ) — (piTo,1)P(Z — cB,)

ZT7 n —
(5.10) Efﬂe |/ |P(z—y) — P(z —cp,)|dL (@)

Apply Corollary 5.6 to T := ¢; Ty, admissible for 7(2Q; N E) to deduce
£(2Q:)
(Ea QQZ N E)n+1

£(2Q;)
— dist(z, 2Q;)" !

|P o To(z) — (0iTo, 1) P(Z — cB,)| S 7(2Q; N E)

(5.11) 7(2Q; N E).

By [MPr, Lemma 2.1] and estimates in the proof of Lemma 5.1 we also have

SOZT()a n _
(B ’/ ‘P zZ—7)— z—cBi)‘dE (@)
1 1
S—— [ [g—cp|dL"(y
S E—epp /B [y —ca,| ©)
£n+1(Bi) T ~
~ 20, N E
S Ttz 200~ Tz, 2 (20 E)
02Q:) .
Hence, using (5.11) and (5.12) in (5.10) we finish the proof of 2. O

Our next goal will be to obtain a regularized version of statement 2 in Lemma 5.7. Con-
sider ¢ a smooth radial function v supported on Bi(0) with 0 < ¢ < 1, [¢ = 1 and
IVY]leo <1, and set

_ 1 T
\IJE("L') = ETL‘HQ’Z)<€>’ e > 0.
Notice that [ U, =1 for every ¢ > 0. Define the regularized kernels
R, =V,.xP, R: .= U, x P*,

as well as ‘R, . and R,
Borel measure pu.

1,e» 1ts associated convolution operators with respect to the finite

Remark 5.2. Observe that, in particular, for a point Ty = (x¢,tp) with |[Tg| > & and
to # 0 we have

Rg(fg) = P(f{)) and R: (f()) = P (f@)
This follows as in [Vo, Equation 3.32], using the harmonicity of P and P* in R**1\ {t = 0}

and the mean value property in that domain. Notice that we need the spherical symmetry
of ¥, and [ W, =1 to ensure this.
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On the other hand, for any Ty such that |Ty| < ¢ we have
< L *im N < 1
‘Ra(xo)’ ~ &,7 and ‘RE<$O)‘ ~ Eirn/
Indeed, using the definition of ¥ and the fact that 0 < <1, we get

n+1l (= n+1l /=
D A e R T
5 2

— e o) [To—Z" T e Jop gy [To— " T e

and analogously for R} (7).

Lemma 5.8. For any Z € R"*1\ 4Q;, any ¢ > 0 and eachi=1,...,N,

— £(20);
|Re % 0iTo(Z) — Re  ¢iTo(Z)| S Tist (290)

dist(z, 2,1 2O 1)

The same result holds changing R. by R}.

Proof. We will proof the result only for R,, since the arguments for R} are analogous. Fix
Z € R"1\ 4Q; and ¢ < %dist(?, 2Q;). Notice that for any 7 € R"!\ 3Q; we have

diSt(g, 2Qz) ~ diSt(f, 2Qz)
Therefore, applying Lemma 5.7 we deduce that for any 7 € B.(z),

‘P* 0iTo(y) — P * %‘To@)‘ S dist(z, 2Q)
9 A

Y(2Qi N E).

Using that 1 = [ ) Ve(Z —7) dL"1(7) we then have

|R. % 0iTo(2) — Re % 9 To(2)| < / . V. (z —9)|P* 0 To(m) — P * i To(7)| AL (7)
B:(z

£(2Q;)

N W%QQ nE),

for any z € R*™!\ 4Q;, the desired inequality. Hence, we are only left to study the case
€ > %dist(?, 2Q;). Observe that in this setting, since z & 4Q); we have ¢ 2 ¢(Q;). Write
a; = ¢ilo — piTo,

so that

| Re * i(Z))] S/ Pz —9)|¥. * a;(g)| AL (7).

supp(¥exa;)

Observe that supp(¢;Tp) C B, supp(¢iTh) C 2Q; N E and supp(¥.) C B(0). Then, the
support of W, * a; is contained in U.(2Q);), an open e-neighborhood of 2Q);. This implies

d£n+1 =
|Re 0 (Z)] < [|We * ailloo/ 777(2) S Qi) +e) - [[We *+ aif oo
U:(2Q;) \Z - y\

S e [[We * aifloo,
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by integrating over decreasing annuli centered at Z, and using that dist(z,2Q;) < 2¢ and
€ 2 0(Q;). On the other hand, if n; € C2°(3Q;) with 0 <n; <1, n; =1 on 2Q; (where the
support of «; is contained) and ||Vn;lc < £(Q;)~!, we have
Ve x ai(w) = (Ye(W —-), i) = (Ve (W — ) = Ve (W — cq,), o)
= ((Pe(@ =) = Ve(@ — cq,))mi, i),
where we have used (p;Tp, 1) = <§;i\f07 1).

We claim that for each w € R"*!, the function
p(€) = (Pe(W — &) — V(W — cq,))mi(£),
satisfies ||¢]loo S e~ 20(Q;) and ||[V@lleo < e~ 2. Then, using that statement 1 in

~ ~

Lemma 5.7 implies that ¢Tj is admissible for 7(2Q; N E) and that oTp is admissible for
v(B;), we have, by Lemma 5.5,

)

e ol = [, 00)| S D) (5(2Qi 1 ) + (B}

i) (~ l i)~
S 5(32) (32Q:iNE) + 17} ~ 5&?2)7(2@ nE).

~

Therefore,

Qi)

gn—‘rl

~ £(2Q:)
20;NE) < —————
VRQINE) S 555 20,7
where we have used dist(z, 2Q;) < 2¢, and we deduce the desired estimate. Hence, we are
left to prove the claim. Let us fix w € R™*! and compute: on the one hand
1 e 4en
[elloo = llellLee(3qs) < @;gg €= cqil - IV¥llo S -5
€305

|Re % i(Z)| Se- [|Ve * il S 7(2Q: N E),

while on the other hand
Vel = [IVellLe g

1 = _
< 1oy S (W@ — &) — V(W — cq,)

Hence, we are done. O

1 1
+ @HWIIM N e

Let us finally prove property 5 in Lemma 5.3:

Lemma 5.9. The following estimates hold:

Pov(y) du(y) < u(F), Piv(y) du(y) S w(F).
F\H F\H

Proof. We only prove the first estimate, since the proof of the second is analogous. Begin
by noticing that

Po5) du(g) = /F sup |Pov(@)| du(@)

F\H \H >0

< [ sup|Pa) - Rev@)| dn@) + [ sup [Rev()] ()

\H >0 \H >0
=: 11 + I5.
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For I, observe that for each ¢ > 0 and 7 = (y,s) € F'\ H, since v < p < L™, we have
v({(z,7) e R"™ 1 7 =5}) =0,
so applying Remark 5.2 we deduce
|Pv(y) — Rev(y)]

= R.(y—2)dv(z R.(y—2)dv(z) — Ply—2z)dv(z
‘ [ re2ees [  m-awE- [ Pa-9we)

/|_|<E Ry — ) du(z)

Then, using that 7 € F'\ H we get |I1| S u(F). So we are left to estimate Io. We introduce
the notation

< S W(B-3)) $ p(Be(3)) < M)

Ry xv(y) := sup|R. * v(y)|,
e>0

so that

I2 = R* * l/( )du( ) R* * T[)(@) d,u(@) +/ R* * (V - TO)(?) d,LL(@)
F\H F\H F\H

Since || P * Tp||co < 1 by construction, we also have ||R; * Tp|lcoc < 1, uniformly on € > 0.
For the second integral in I,

/F\HR* (v —To)[@) du(@) < Z/ gOzTO — %To) @) du(m)
N T —_—
— ZZ; <AQ1- Ry * (@iTo — 0iTo) (7) du(y) + /F\(4QiUH) R, * (piTo — iTo) () d#(y)>

N
= Z Iin + 1 9,
=1

where in the first inequality we have used that >, ¢, =1 on Fand v =), g;;]/’ 0. For
each i = 1,..., N we set a; := p; Ty — p;Ty and apply the first statement in Lemma 5.7
to deduce || P * a;|lcc S 1. Hence, I;1 S p(4Q;). To estimate I; o we will use Lemma 5.8.

~

Let N be the smallest integer such that
Ay = (A"T1Q\4NQ) \ H # 2.
Then,

X p(4F1Q;
Iip S 0(2Q:)7(2Q; N E) Z/ W” {(2Qi)7(2Qi N E) ZW

k=
Observe that for any T € Ay, we have for each £k > N

1(41Q;) < p(By.diamar+10,) (@) < (470(Q:))",
where we have used that T ¢ H. Therefore,
1

2 SL2Q)TRQINE) Y o~ STRQiNE) ~ 1] = p(By).
k=N

(Q:)
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Since the cubes 10Q)1, ..., 10Q v have bounded overlap we conclude that

N
/F e - T G) £ 36100 £ (P
O]

The proof of 5 concludes that of Lemma 5.3. In order to apply the T'b-theorem of [NTVol]
or [To3, Theorem 5.1] we still need to check an additional weak boundedness property for
our n-dimensional C-Z kernel, which fails being anti-symmetric.

5.4. The exceptional sets S and Wp. The additional eighth property. Assume
that F' C Byn-3(0) for some integer N large enough. Observe that assumption Ag together
with properties 1 and 4 in Theorem 4.1 imply that we can take N = 4, for example. We
write

Q e [ _ 2N—17 2N—1)n+1

and consider the random cube Q°(w) := w + [—2V,2N)"*+! with w € Q. Observe that
F C Q°(w) for any w € Q. Let P be the uniform probability measure on €2, that is, the
normalized Lebesgue measure on the cube €.

When carefully reviewing the proofs of the the non-homogeneous T'b-theorems of [T03, §5]
and [Vo], one encounters expressions that, in our context, would be of the form

(Pan(xab), (xab) = /A /A PA(7,7) dv() dv(3),

where A is a certain 1-Lipschitz function associated to the suppressed kernel Py, A =
P NS is a parallelepiped obtained as the intersection of two cubes P € D(w;) =: Dy,
S € D(wq) =: Do, with wy,ws € Q, and D; and D, are two dyadic lattices which are
reciprocally good to one another. Moreover, such cubes P, S satisfy P C F'\ (Hp, UTp,)
and S C F'\ (Hp, UTp,). The latter inclusions imply that P is a transit cube with respect
to Dy and we write P € D, and analogously for S with respect to Dy (we will specify
the precise meaning of the terms good and transit in Remark 5.3). P, S and all their
dyadic children have M-thin boundaries (with respect to u), for some M > 0 dimensional
constant. Recall that we say that a set X ¢ R"*! has M-thin boundary if

p({7 e R™ : dist(7,0X) < 7}) < M7™, for all 7> 0.

As one may expect, expressions of the form (Pa ,(xab), (xab)) are null if the kernel
associated to the operator P is anti-symmetric, as it occurs in [To3] with the Cauchy
kernel, or in [Vo] with the vector Riesz kernel. If this is not the case, following the proofs
of general non-homogeneous Tb-theorems and, more precisely, the arguments of [NT Vo2,
§10.2] or [HyMar, §9], the latter expressions can be dealt with if we have ||Pa cv|| ooy S
L, [[PRe¥llpeoqny S 1 uniformly on e > 0, as well as the following weak boundedness
property
[(Paulxab) (b)) S Q) A>T,

that suffices to hold for cubes @ with M-thin boundary and contained in parallelepipeds A
of the form PN.S, where P and S are as above. Such kind of restricted weak boundedness
property for cubes with thin boundary is already checked in the proofs of [MPrTo, Theorem
5.5] and [MPr, Theorem 4.3].

Our goal in this subsection will be to verify the above conditions by choosing a proper
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1-Lipschitz function A which will depend on an additional exceptional set S. If such
additional properties hold, the proofs of the Th-theorems found in [To3, Ch.5] and [Vo]
can be adapted to our non anti-symmetric setting. To define the exceptional set S, we
will follow an analogous construction to that of [To3, §5.2]. We begin by writing

Si={Te€F : Pw(@) >al,
Sy:={TeF :P; 1= > a},

for a large constant a > 0 to be chosen below. For the moment, let us say that a > ¢ L.
We also write,

for z€ Sy : e1(z) :=sup{e >0 : |Pv(z)| > a},
=sup{e >0 : |P; 1(T)| > a}.
Ifz e F\ (S1US)) we convey e1(Z) = ea(T) := 0. We define also

S = U Bel(g)(f) and Sy = U Be2(§)(f),

zeS] TES)

for 7€ Sy ea(T

D

as well as the exceptional set
(5.13) S :=85US,.

Let us first show that for any T € R*"*1, (S \ Hpz)) is small if « is taken big enough.
The proof of the following lemma is analogous to that of [To3, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 5.10. Let Tgp € R"™! and D := D(Zy). Then, for a > 0 big enough,

p(S\ Hp) < "2 p(F).

Proof. Let 7 € S\ Hp and assume, for example, 7 € §1. Then § € B, (7)(Z) for some
T € §y. Let £o(7) be such that [P,z v| > a and § € B, () (Z). Observe that
Pes@v (@) = Peo@? @) < [Peo@ (XBoey oy @) D) + | Peo(@) (X By oy @)7) @)

+C1/ \P(Z — %) — P(7 — 7)| du(3).
R HI\By. (z) (7)

Since § € Hp, the first two terms are bounded above by
11(Baco () ()
(& e —
eo(T)"
Regarding the third term, if A is the C-Z constant of P from property (c¢) of [MPr, Lemma
2.1], integration over annuli and using again that 7 ¢ Hp yield

c1 / |P(T —%z) — P(y—2z)|du(z) S 2"ALc;.
R HI\ By &) (@)

S 2nL01.

Therefore, naming r := 2"Lc1(2 + A), we have | Py z)V(T) — Pey@v(¥)| < £, and thus
| Pey@v@)| > — &,

which implies, in particular, P.v(y) > o — k. If we have had § € Sy we would have
obtained the same bound for P}v(y), since P and P* share the same C-Z constants. In
any case, pick

a > 2k,
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and observe that

M(S\HD)S/ du+/ dp
S1\Hp S2\Hp
2 2 4
S/ P*Z/d,u+/ Pfyd,ugﬁ,u(F).
& JP\Hp & JP\Hp «Q

O

One of the implications of the above lemma is the following: by setting d; := (1 + dp)/2
(where g is the parameter appearing in Lemma 5.2), we have §y < d; < 1, and choosing
a = max{2k,8c5/(1 — dp) }, we get

1(Hpz UTp) + (S \ Hpw)) < iu(F),  VZeR™.
With this in mind, and defining the total exceptional set
Wp@) = Hpa) UTpe US,
one obtains
(5.14) u(F\ Wpe) > (1= 61)u(F),

which is a necessary inequality in order to carry out the final probabilistic argument in
the proof of the Th-theorem (see [To3, §5.11.2]).

The exceptional set & exhibits additional important properties regarding suppressed ker-
nels (see subsection 3.1), provided their associated 1-Lipschitz function A satisfies certain
conditions. In order to prove them, we present two preliminary results. Fix o any finite
Borel measure in R"*! and A : R"*! — [0, 00) a 1-Lipschitz function. The following result
will be useful in the sequel, and its proof is analogous to that of [Vo, Lemma 8.3].

Lemma 5.11. For any T € R"™! and any e > A(T),
B(z
|P-0(Z) = Ppeo(T)| S sup o|(B- (@) 2(1‘))
r>A(T) r

The same result holds changing P by P*.

In light of the previous result, the following lemma also follows and its proof is analogous
to that of [To3, Lemma 5.5].

Lemma 5.12. Let T € R"™ and ro > 0 such that u(B,(z)) < Lr™ for r > rq, as well as
|Pv(Z)| < o and |Piv(T)| < a for e > ro. If A(T) > 19, then

| Prev(E)| S+ el and [ Piv(@)| S o+ al,

uniformly on € > 0.

Bearing in mind the above result, we choose our 1-Lipschitz function A : R** — [0, 00)
to satisfy, for some Tp € R" 1,

A(T) > dist(z, R"\ (Hp(z,) US))-

This choice is consistent with the Lipschitz functions A that appear in the proofs of the
Tb-theorems presented in [To3, Ch.5] and [Vo], in the sense that they are constructed to
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ensure that the previous inequality is satisfied. This way, since Hpz,) U S contains all
non-Ahlfors balls and all the balls B, (z)(T), Be,(z) (T) for T € I, we have

A(@) = max{R(T), e1(T), e2(7)},

where R(Z) is the Ahlfors radius defined in (5.5). So by the definition of S and choosing
ro = max{R(T), e1(T), e2(T)}, Lemma 5.2 yields

Lemma 5.13. Let 7y € R"™! and A : R"™! — [0,00) a I-Lipschitz function such that
A(x) > dist(z,R"T\ (Hp(z,) US)) for allT € R™*1. Then,

Prsv(T) <en and Py v(T) <cp, VT EF,

with cp depending only on c1,cs5, L and dg.

Hence, if we choose such a A, we have [P v p<( <1 and ||P} v|pe, < 1 uniformly
on € > 0. So we are left to verify the weak boundedness property for cubes with M-thin
boundary contained in the parallelepipeds presented at the beginning of this subsection. In
order to do it we will need two auxiliary results, similar to those found in [MPr, §3].

Lemma 5.14. Let ¢ be a function supported on a cube Q C R™™ with ||p|lw < 1.
Then, Pa(pv) is a locally integrable function and moreover, if u(Q) < (Q)", there exists
Tg € iQ and an absolute constant cy such that

"PA(gou)(Tg)‘ < ¢p.

Proof. In [MPr, Lemma 3.5], the authors deal with general distributions with n-growth.
In our statement, however, v is a specified signed measure and the cubes () satisfy the
additional growth condition p(Q) < ¢(Q)™. To prove the local integrability of Py (pv), let
us fix T € R" and name I := {j =1,...,N : QN B; # &}. We compute, bearing in
mind Lemma 3.1:

’PA ov)(

TO’ 90] = 77\ n(77 n+1 /-
=13zt ., PEDRD AL D

]EIQ
£n+1 1 B
/ T |n = —I;(@).
]EI QNB; 4 jelg 7
To study I;(Z) we split the integral into the domain
D= QN B;n {ﬂ : 2’f — @’ > diam(Bj N Q)},

and its complementary Dy ; := (Q N B;) \ Di. For the first domain of integration we
directly have

[ e E(Dii) < giam(B;nQ) < 1y
D

L TE—gl ~ dam(B; 0 Q)"
For the second one notice that

Dy; =QNB;N{y : 2|z —y| <diam(B; N Q)} C Bidiam(s;0q)(T)-
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Therefore, considering the annuli Ay := By-r3diam(;nQ) () \ Ba-k-13diam(B;nq) (%) for
k > 0 we obtain

n+1 n+1
/D e Z/A e <d1amB ﬂQZk_rj.

2,5 |x_y|7’L k>0 k |.',U_y| k>0

Hence
| Pale)(@)| S gl < N < oo,

and thus the local integrability of Pa(¢v) follows. To prove the second assertion, we use
w(Q) < L(Q)™ together with Tonelli’s theorem and Lemma 3.1 to obtain

[ IPaten@]ac @) / \ Py(3,7) <y>du<y>]d£”“<x>
Q FnQ

,Cn'H( ) _ B - -
<[ ([T ewlanm <@ [ iewlaum
< UQUQ) £ HQ™ = L(Q)

Therefore,
1 / _ 1/—
T Palev) (@) AL H(T) S 1,
Lr+1(3Q) Jig | |
and the desired result follows. O

With the above lemma, we are able to prove a weaker localization-type result for Py,
analogous to [MPr, Theorem 3.1]. It will be valid for our particular signed measure v
and cubes contained in F'\ H. Recall that the latter inclusion implies, by property 6 in
Lemma 5.3, that for any = € @, if R(Z) is the cube centered at T with side length ¢(R),
then p(AR(T)) < v/n+ 1LLAR)™ ~ {(AR)", for any A > 0.

Lemma 5.15. Let Q C F'\ H be a cube and ¢ a test function with 0 < ¢ <1, [|[Vp|leo <
Q)Y and such that p =1 on Q and ¢ =0 on (2Q)°. Then,

Paler)@)| 51, vVrel.

Proof. Let us fix any T € @) and consider Ty € %Q the point obtained in Lemma 5.14.
Observe that ¢(T) = ¢(Tp) = 1. We rewrite Pa(¢v)(-) as follows

Pa@IO = [P0 o) o)
+ [ P - e@) @ + @) [ Pl ),
4Q

and we apply this decomposition to Pa(pv)(Z) and Pa(pr)(To). Therefore
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[Pa(ev)(T) — Palev)(Zo)|

<[ (PA<x,y>—PA<xo,y>><so<y>—so(x))du(y)\
RA+1\4Q

+

[ P - o) w)|+ | [ a0, )(65) — 2(7) dv(p)

+e@ [ Pae avia)
Regarding I, observe that Lemma 5.13 implies
| P@nae

The same estimate holds for I5. To study I» observe that

I _ du(y)
/ P D) - @(x))dV(y)' < el Vel | e =R

; ‘90(96) [ Preon du<y>\ B4 bt Tyt Lit s

o(Z)] = [Pav(z)] < 1.

where we have used that T € Q C F'\ H, so that we are able to integrate over decreasing
annuli using the n-growth of p for cubes centered at T. The same holds for I3 because
Tp € %Q and o(T) = p(To), so that I3 < 1. Finally, for I; we apply property 2 of Lemma
3.1 and integrate over increasing annuli to deduce

du(y)
1 S 20(Q oo/ —— f, 1
1 ( )”SOH RA+1\4Q |{L’—y|n+1

Therefore, the desired result follows:

Palev)(@)] < [Palpr) (@) — Paler)(To)| + |Palev)(To)| S 1.
O

The previous lemma implies the main result of this subsection, which concerns a particular
weak boundedness property for Pp. We call it property 8, in the sense that it is the
additional property needed in Lemma 5.3 in order to apply a Tb-theorem.

Corollary 5.16 (Property 8). Let Q C R™! be a cube contained in F\ H with M -thin
boundary. Then,

[(Pau(x@b): (x@b))| < csu(2Q),
for some cg > 0 absolute constant.

Proof. Fix a cube Q C F'\ H. We shall assume that @ is open, since the involved measures
1 and v are null on sets of zero Lebesgue measure. Observe that since the center of Q
does not belong to H, in particular we have u(2Q) < L£(2Q)™. Take a test function ¢
with 0 < ¢ < 1, ||[V¢|lso < #(Q)~! and such that ¢ =1 on Q and ¢ = 0 on (2Q)¢. Then,

[(Pau(x@b)s (x@b)) | < [(Pau(eb); (x@b)) | + [(Pau((p — x@)b), (x@b))| = A+ B.

To estimate A we observe that P ,(¢b) = Pa(pr) and apply directly Lemma 5.15 to
deduce

A<e /Q Palen) @) du(@) < #(Q).
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To estimate B, set 1 := (p — x0)b and @2 := xb. Observe that supp(¢1) C 2Q \ Q C
R\ @ and supp(p2) C Q. We now apply [T03, Lemma 5.23] with €; := @ and
Qg := R+ \(Tl The proof of the previous result is almost identical in our context: one
just needs to change the function d(z)~'/? appearing in the previous reference by d(z)~"™/2.
In any case, we deduce

B < lellizgo el < e p@QN\ Q) (@) < e n(2Q),

and we are done. O

The previous corollary suffices to prove an analogous Tb-theorem to that of [To3, Ch.5],
since the weak boundedness property needs only to be applied to cubes contained in
parallelepipeds A := PN S with P, S cubes having M-thin boundary (and all their dyadic
children too) that belong to D; := D(w1) and Dy := D(ws) respectively for some w1, ws €
Q2. Moreover, P C F\(Hp, UTp,) and S C F\(Hp, UTp,). Therefore, since in particular
H C Hp, N Hp,, the cubes contained in A do not intersect H. Hence, Corollary 5.16 can
be applied to such cubes, yielding the following result:

Theorem 5.17. Let i be a positive finite Borel measure on R supported on a compact
set F' C R, Assume there is a finite measure v and, for each W € §, two subsets
Hpw), Tpa) C R consisting of dyadic cubes in D(w) so that:

1. v = bu for some b with ||b]|co < cp.

2. Bvery ball satisfying u(B;) > Lr" is contained in (\yeq Hpw)-
3. If @ € D(w) is such that Q ¢ Tpe), then p(Q) < erlv(Q)|.

4. M(HD@) U TD@)) < dou(F), for some &g € (0,1) .
5

. If Py and 73;,‘7* denote the maximal convolution operators associated and P and
P* respectively with respect to v, we have for each w € €,

/ Pov(@) du(@) < con(F). / Prv(@) du(g) < coulF).
F\Hp () F\Hpw)

6. Let Q C R be a cube contained in F'\ MNwea Hp@) with M-thin boundary, and
A :R"M 5 [0,00) a 1-Lipschitz function satisfying

A(Z) > dist(z, R"\ (Hp) US)), vz e R,
where S is the exceptional set defined in (5.13). Then,

[(Pan(x@b), (x@b)| < ewn(2Q),
where Py is the operator associated to the suppressed kernel Py defined in (3.1).

Then, there is G C F'\ (\gepntt (HD@) U Tp(ﬁ)) compact, and positive absolute constants
Ay, As and As so that

i. p(F) < Aip(@G),
ii. pla(Br(T)) < Agr™, for every ball B,.(T),

1. HPH|GHL2(;L|G)—>L2(M|G) < As.

Constants cy, L, cp, 6o, ¢+, cyy and M are absolute.
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Remark 5.3. Let us give some details on how to prove Theorem 5.17, although the
arguments to follow are just those given in the proofs of [To3, Theorem 5.1] or [Vo, Theorem
7.1], using, essentially, the weak boundedness property instead of the anti-symmetry of
the Cauchy and Riesz kernels. Let us recall that we wrote, for N > 4 integer,

Q= [ 2Nl Nl

Fix w € Q. Recall F ¢ Q°(w) := w + [-2V,2V)"*+1. A dyadic cube Q € Q°(w) with
(@) # 0 is called terminal if Q C Hp(g) U T and we write Q € D*"™(w). Otherwise
is called transit and we write Q € D' (w). With this, one considers a martingale decompo-
sition of a function f € L () in terms of Q°(w). For any cube @ C R™™! with 1(Q) # 0

one sets 1
= — d
o=~ /Q f d

=f = ()o@

{b)@o ()
It is clear that Zf € L?(u) if f € L?(u) and =2 = Z. Moreover, the definition of Z does
not depend on the choice of w € Q.

and defines the operator

S

If @ € D(w), the set of at most 2""! dyadic children of @ whose p-measure is not null is
denoted by CH(Q). For any Q € D¥(w) and f € Li (u) we define the function Agf as

loc
0 in Rn+1 \ URECH(Q) R,
Agf = (% — <b>>;9>b in R if ReCH(Q)ND"(w),

f=420 i Rif ReCH(Q ND™ (@),

The fundamental properties of the operators = and Ag are proved in [To3, Lemmas 5.10,
5.11] and, essentially, allow to decompose f € L?(u1) as

f=Ef+ Y Aof,

QeDw

—~

where the sum is unconditionally convergent in L?(p) and, in addition,
2 =12 2
11220 ~ 121220 + 3 180 B2
ertr

At this point, one of the fundamental steps of the proof of the Th-theorem consists in
using the above decomposition to estimate the L?(p) norm of the suppressed operator Py
when applied to the so called good functions. To define them, we need to introduce first
good and bad cubes. Let wy,ws € Q and consider Dy := D(wy), Dy := D(ws) two dyadic
lattices. We consider as in [NTVo2, Definition 6.2] the parameter

_ 1

C2(n+ 1)
and we will say that Q € DY is bad with respect to Dy if either

1. there is R € DY such that dist(Q,dR) < £(Q)“/(R)'™ and ¢(R) > 2™¢(Q), for
some positive integer m to be fixed later, or

2. there is R € DY such that 27™4(Q) < ¢(R) < 2™¢(Q), dist(Q, R) < 2™¢(Q) and,
at least, one of the children of R does not have M-thin boundary.
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If @ is not bad, then we say that it is good with respect to D,. An important property
regarding bad cubes is that they do not appear very often in dyadic lattices. More precisely,
given g, > 0 arbitrarily small, if m and M are chosen big enough, then for each fixed
Q € Dy, the probability that it is bad with respect to D5 is not larger than ;. That is,

P({Eg € Q : Q € D, is bad with respect to D(@g)}) < &p.

In light of the above notions, we say that a function f € L?(u) is Di-good with respect
to Dy if Agf = 0 for all bad cubes @ € D" (with respect to D3). Now one proceeds as
follows: define the 1-Lipschitz function

Ap)(T) = dist (Z, R"™\ Wp)), w € Q.

It satisfies Ap(m)(T) > dlst( RHL\ (HD (W) US)) so that Lemma 5.13 can be applied to
Apw), and then we have:

Lemma 5.18. ([To3, Lemma 5.13]) Let D; = D(w;) and Dy = D(ws) with wi,wy € Q.
Given e > 0, let A : R"! — [¢,00) be a 1-Lipschitz function such that

A(Z) > max {Ap, (Z), Ap,(T)}, vz € R*L

Then, if f € L?(u) is D1-good with respect to Dy and g € L?(u) is Da-good with respect
to Dl,

[{PA(f 1), ) S N2y lgllz2 oy

where the implicit constant depends on cy, L, cp, 6o, ¢+, ey and €, but not on .

The proof of this result uses the above martingale decomposition of the functions f, g, so
that one is left to estimate:

(Pa(fu),g) = (Pa(Efu),Zg) + (Pa(Efn), 9) + (Pa(f1), Eg)
+ > (Pal(Aqf)m), Arg).

QeDYr ReDY

If our kernel were anti-symmetric, the first term of the right-hand side would be null.
Although this is not our case, it can still be estimated as follows (notice that the weak
boundedness property will not be used in the arguments below):

(PA(Ef1),E9) < IPAEL) L2 1291l 2 ()
Observe that supp(p) C F C Q°(w1) N Q°(w2) and by definition

Tg = (9) Qo w2)

= b.
<b>Q0(@2)

This implies, since Q°(ws) is always a transit cube (this is easy to see just arguing by
contradiction and using assumption 4 in Theorem 5.17),

_ 1(Q° (W) /2 ) 1/2
ol < gy ([P dn) lolieg

1/2
1/2 ;
= (O (@ N1 < .
C(wwwmnﬁ%“m>!wwm_qwmmw
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Moreover, by Lemma 5.13 and using that Q°(w;) is a transit cube, we deduce

)| (Poc@yl o 1/2
T IPa(d 2 o U
(B oo IPa )| 22 () < ca Bhgon) w(Q" (wy))

< eacr|{f)gon Q% @1))? < eacr|| fllz2()-

IPAEf) I z2(n) =

Hence

[(PaEf), B S 12w llgll 2 -

The terms (Pa(2Efup),g) and (Pa(fr),Zg) can be estimated similarly (see [To3, p. 155]),
and it is important to notice that to do so one uses Lemma 5.13 for the adjoint suppressed
operator Px. Hence, the only term left is

> (Pal(AQf)m) Arg).

QEDtr ReDY

The above sum is studied in [To3, §5.6, §5.7, §5.8 & §5.9], and the arguments can be
followed analogously up to [To3, §5.9]. Obviously, there are changes that need to be
done regarding the dimensionality. Such modifications were already done in a general
multidimensional setting in the study carried out in [Vo] for Riesz kernels. In any case,
it is in [To3, §5.9] where the weak boundedness property needs to be invoked in order to
deal with expressions of the form

(Pau(xab), (xab)),

where A is a certain parallelepiped introduced at the beginning of Subsection 5.4. Such
expressions were already tackled in [NTVo2] or [HyMar], and they can be deduced from
the estimate

[(Pau(xqb), (xgb))| < 1(2Q),

where in our setting we may assume @ to be contained in F'\ H and with M-thin boundary.
This precise bound is covered by assumption 6 in the statement of Theorem 5.17. From
this point on, the rest of the proof can be followed as in the remaining sections of [To3,
Ch.5] to obtain the desired result. Let us also remark that the proof can be followed
almost identically (apart from some dimensional changes) taking into account that we
have constructed unique measures p and v so that assumption 5 holds for the operators
P and P* simultaneously. This enables to obtain relation (5.14), which is essential to
carry out the final probabilistic arguments in the proof of the Th-theorem found in [To3,
Ch.5] or [Vol.

In any case, in light of Theorem 5.17 and also bearing in mind the argument of (5.4) and
that assumptions A1 and A are superfluous, we have proved the following;:

Theorem 5.19. Let E C R™! be a compact set satisfying As. Then,

V(E) =7+ (E).
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6. SOME GENERAL COMPARABILITY RESULTS. THE SEMI-ADDITIVITY OF ﬁ IN R?

The main goal of this section is to obtain similar results to Theorem 5.19 but removing
assumption Ag. We will be able to do this for any compact set in R? and for a particular
family of sets in R™*!, which in particular contains the usual corner-like Cantor sets
presented in [He].

6.1. The capacity of some parallelepipeds in R"*!. First, let us present some prelim-
inary results that extend that of [MPr, Proposition 6.1]. Let us remark that throughout
the forthcoming discussion, any parallelepiped will be closed and will have sides parallel
to the coordinate axes.

Lemma 6.1. Let a € R and R C R™ x {a} be a parallelepiped contained in the affine
hyperplane {t = a}. Then
Y+ (R) 2 H"(R).

Proof. Let p:= H"|g and pick any T = (z,t) with |t — a|] > 0. Observe that
|t — al |t — al

Py * pu(z,t) = /R T e dH"(y) = /R_x a2t P ot dH"(u),

where v := y— 2 and R —z denotes a translation of R with respect to the vector (—z,0) €
R"*L. Let us pick D,, an n-dimensional ball embedded in R" x {a}, centered at (0,a) €
R"™ x {a} and with radius 79 = ro(Z) big enough so that R —x C D,,. Then, there exists
a dimensional constant C' > 0 so that

t— t—
Py * pu(z,t) < / [t =al T dH" (u C’/ [t —al Lﬂr”_ldr
Dro [(t—a) +|u\] [(t—a)?+r?] >
t—alry n—
[(t—a)2ry® +p2] 2

where in the last step we have introduced the change of variables rgp = r. Naming
7:= |t —alry* the previous integral can be finally written as

1
/ ﬁpn_ldpa
0 [7-2 + pQ] 2

which admits an explicit representation in terms of Gauss’s (or Kummer’s) hypergeometric
function (use [Bu, §1.4, eq.(13)], for example), obtaining the estimate

C(p\" nn+l nt+2 p 2
< —[ = —| =
Py x pl,t) < n<7’> 2F1(2 2 2 (7‘

p=1

p=0

1 nn+lnt+2 1
T’ 1(2 o g T2>

C 1 I n+2 1
ZEIT(I—FTQ)(”_U/Q 2F1< X 2;_7'2>'

In the last step we have applied [AbSt, Eq.15.3.3]. This last expression, thought as a
function of 7 > 0, is bounded uniformly on (0, +00) with respect to a dimensional constant
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(and in fact attains its maximum when 7 — 0). In other words, we deduce that Py, *
w(xz,t) < 1 whenever |t —a| > 0. On the other hand, it is clear that if ¢ = a, then
Pyy + p(x,t) = 0, meaning that in general
Py s p(z,t) S 1, V(x,t) e R™L
Therefore we conclude
Yoy, + (R) 2 u(R) = H"(R),

and using Theorem 3.5 we obtain the desired result. O

The above lemma characterizes the 7 capacity of parallelepipeds contained in affine hy-
perplanes of the form {t = a}. We will refer to such hyperplanes as horizontal hyperplanes.
Observe that the above bound combined with [MPr, Lemma 4.1] implies

H"(R) S 7+(E) < 74+(R) <v(R) S HE(R) < H'(R),
for any parallelepiped contained in a horizontal hyperplane. Hence, for such objects,

H'(R) = 74(R) = (R).

Our next goal will be to study the capacity associated to parallelepipeds contained in
vertical hyperplanes, that is, sets of the form {x; = a} for some a € R and some i =
1,...,n. Previous to that, we need to make an auxiliary construction: let us assume that
we have a compact set £ C R""! contained, for example, in {z; = 0}. Consider T a
distribution in R™*! with supp(7) C E as well as the maps

7: R R™ L:R" — R
(x1,2) — x +— (0,x)
the canonical projection onto the last n coordinates and the canonical inclusion into the
hyperplane {x; = 0}. Let us take ¢ € C®°(R"™) a smooth function and define 3y, for
some M > 0 (a positive parameter that we may take as large as we need), a smooth bump
function in R"*! that equals 1 in an open M-neighborhood of E, i.e. Sy = 1 in Ups(E).
Also, we require that 337 = 0 in R"*1\ Uy (E) and 0 < By < 1. We set
¢ = (pom) Bu,

that is a smooth extension of ¢|g to R™"! with compact support contained in Usays (E).
With this, we define the following distribution in R™ associated to T":

(T,p) = (T,§), ¢eCR"),
which is a definition independent of the choice of By, since supp(7') C E. Observe that
supp(T) C 7(E) (a compact set of R™) and also that for any ¢ € C>°(R"*1),

(T,p) =(T o).
Notice that the previous identity is accurate because, even though v and 1 ot om may not
coincide in R"™1\ {z; = 0}, we have supp(T) C E C {z1 = 0}, that ensures the validity of
the above equality. Let us take (®.). an approximation of the identity in R™ and set
TVE =T x P,
for 0 < € <« M, so that the following inclusions hold

supp(Tz) € Vae(n(E)) C m(UM(E)),
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where the notation V is used to emphasize that we are considering an open neighborhood in

R™ and not R™*!. So (T.). defines a collection of signed measures in R” that approximates
T in a distributional sense:

lim <T€7 ‘10> = <Ta ()0> = <T7 (15>a pE COO(RR)

e—0
Let us stress (although the reader may have already noticed), that the spaces of functions
we have been considering are of the form C*> and not C°. This can be done since our

distributions are compactly supported. Let us proceed by naming Y. := Va.(7(E)), and
observe that for any ¢ € C°(R"*1)

(T, ¢) = (T, o) =1limC [ Te(z)ou(z)dH"(x)

=limC | T.om(0,z)¢(0,z)dH" ()

e—0 B

= lim C T. o 1(@) (@) dH"| (5, (T)

e—0 Rn+1

= lim (C(T: o 7).,

where i o7 is smooth and supported on R x ¥; C R x R"™, and C' > 0 is some dimensional
constant. Therefore, the previous construction implies the following remark:

Remark 6.1. Given a distribution 7' in R"*! supported on E C {x; = 0}, there is a
family of signed measures (v.). with supp(v:) C ¢(2:) =: t(Voe(7(E))) of the form

Ve = ¢s : Hn|b(25)7

where 1. is a smooth function that satisfies 1. o1 = TE (a function of C2°(R™) supported
on ¥.), that is such that

(T,9) = lim(v,v), & € CX(RY).

The reader may think of the above result as a construction that exploits the fact that the
support of T' is contained in a hyperplane where x1 is constant, so that we may approximate
T via an approximation of the identity with respect to the remaining variables xa, ..., Tni1
(here x,41 = t). Moreover, notice that if one starts assuming a condition of the form
|P*T|loo <1, by choosing ¢ small enough we can assume, for example, ||P * v|oo < 2.
Indeed, just fix any ¢ € C2°(R™"1) and observe that

(PeT,0) = (T, P 5 ) = lim (v, P* 5 9) = lin (P vz, ),

meaning that lim. o [(P * ve,%)| < ||¢0| g1 (gn+1), which implies the desired estimate. In
the previous argument we have used that P*x*1) is a smooth function, which can be argued
thinking of P* as an L, (R"™!) function and thus as a regular distribution. This allows
us to prove the following lemma:

Lemma 6.2. Let E C R™! be a compact set contained in an affine hyperplane of the
form {x; = a}, for somea € R andi=1,...,n. Then

~v(E) = 0.
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Proof. We shall assume that FE is contained in {1 = 0} for the sake of simplicity. Consider
D,, an n-dimensional ball in {z; = 0} centered at the origin and with radius rg. Let
us assume that y(D;,) > 0 and reach a contradiction. If v(D,,) > 0, there exists a
distribution 7" admissible for ygi/2(Dy,) with [(T,1)| > 0. By Remark 6.1 we obtain a
family of signed measures that approximate 7" of the form

Ve = e - Hn|DrO+25?

for some 1. smooth, such that 1. ot € C°(R™) with supp(¢: 0 t) C 7(Dyyr2:). We may
also choose ¢ small enough so that ||P * v.|lcc < 2. Since [(T,1)| > 0, we are able to
pick some Ty = (x0,tp) € Dryt2: such that [1p-(To)| > 0, as well as an n-dimensional ball
centered at Ty with radius 7 satisfying D, (Zo) C Dyy+2. and [¢pc| > A > 0 there, for some
constant A > 0 (this can be done by the continuity of 1. o ¢).

Proceed by fixing Q = Q(Zp) a cube in R"! centered at 7y with 44(Q) < 1 and ¢ €
C(R™1) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢|g = 1 ; Plretnog = 0 and [[Volleo < 4(Q ) 1. Also
take Bg(To) a ball in R™*! centered at Tp with radius ¢ so that 46 < (Q), a
D¢ (7o) := Be(Zo) N {x1 = 0}, that is such that

Dé(fo) C Q(T@) N {1'1 = 0} C Dn(fo).
We finally define the positive measure

=A- ,Hn’Dg(fo)
and observe that by the choice of ¢ and the non-negativity of P, we have
1P ' lloe = HP * AHn‘Dg(fo)Hoo - HP* (pA,Hnbg(fo)Hoo
<||P+ o v H b, ..

where the last inequality is due to the localization estimate [MPr, Theorem 3.1]. There-
fore, we have constructed D¢(Zp) an n-dimensional ball that admits a positive measure
1 supported on it, proportional to ’H"|D§(EO) and with [|P * pllcc < 1. Let us prove
that this last condition is not possible. Indeed, for each T = (0,%2,...,Zn,t) € De(Zo)
pick an n-dimensional ball D,(Z) centered at # and with radius p small enough so that
D,(z) C D¢(Tp). We write A ,(T) its lower temporal half, which is obtained from the
intersection D,(Z) N {t —s > 0}; as well as A4 ,(Z) the upper temporal half, obtained from
D,(z) N {t — s < 0}. Now, integration in (n-dimensional) spherical coordinates yields

name

oo = 1P xprefloo ST,

t—s
P*M(E)ZA n+1dH <y27"'7yn78)
ALe@) [(t—s)2+ (m2 —y2)2+ -+ (Tn — yn)?] 2
P d
~ A T ——duy - dupdr = AL [ =L = 4o,
B0 [724ud + - +ul] 2 o 7

where L is a positive dimensional constant obtained from integration in the angular domain
(notice that 7 > 0 in A4 ,(0)). So by the arbitrariness of Z we get that || Px [ oo () = +o0,
since p(Dy(Zo)) ~ AH"(Dy(Zo)) > 0. But this is contradictory with [|P * pfjee < 1,
because such condition implies, in particular, || Pxf| () S 1 (use a Cotlar type 1nequahty
analogous to that of [MaP, Lemma 5.4]). Therefore we conclude that v(D,,) = 0 for any
radius rg, implying the desired result, by the monotonicity of ~. O

Corollary 6.3. Let R C R""! be a parallelepiped and 01, .. 0, ¢ its side lengths. Let
Ry denote the upper face of R (contained in a horizontal affine hyperplane),
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1) if ¥(Ry) = 0, then () =0,

2) if by <min{ly,...,0,}, then yv(R) = v+ (Ry).
Proof. To prove 1, begin by noticing that v(Ry) = 0 implies H"(R4) = 0, by the comments
made after Lemma 6.1. Embedding R4 into R" via m, : R"* — R" 7,(Z) = z, the

canonical projection onto the spatial coordinates; we deduce that @ = 7, (R) is such that
L"(Q) = 0. But @ is itself a parallelepiped of R™, i.e.

Q = [a1,b1] X -+ X [an,by], for some a;,b; € R, a; < b;.
So there must exist some [aj, b;] such that a; = b;. Hence,
R =[ay,b] x -+ X |aj1,bj1] x {aj} x [aj11,05401] X -+ X [ant1, bnya],
and thus R C {z; = a;}, a vertical hyperplane. Applying Lemma 6.2 the result follows.

Moving on to 2, let us assume ¢; > 0 (if not the result is trivial) and notice that by [MPr,
Lemma 4.1] and Lemma 6.1 we have

O
bl

and we are done. O

V(R) SHL(R) < [ 1] 0~ H(Ry) S e (Ry),

6.2. General comparability for parallelepipeds in R"*!. In light of the above results,
we shall obtain a first estimate analogous to Theorem 5.19 for parallelepipeds, where
assumption Ag will not be needed.

Lemma 6.4. Let R C R™t! be a closed parallelepiped with sides parallel to the coordinate
azres. Then,

V(R) =74 (R).

Proof. Let us denote by ¢1,...,£0,, ¢ the side lengths of R. Notice that by Lemmas 6.1
and 6.2 we already know the above result if any ¢; is null. So let us assume that
(6.1) ;> 0, for each i =1,...,n,t.

Moreover, we will also assume without loss of generality that R is contained in Bj(0), the
unit ball of R**1. The argument that follows is inspired by that presented in [Vo, Ch.6].
Let us begin by applying Theorem 4.1 to the compact set E := R to obtain a first family
of cubes {Q1,..., Qn, } satisfying properties P1 to P5. We observe that:

e Regarding property Py, if oy := max{l1,...,0,, 0}, we get for each i; = 1,..., Ny,

1 vV 1 1
diam(Q,) < - diam(R) < %emx and then  ¢(Qi) < 1 fmax.

e Regarding Py, we get %Qil N R # @ for each iy = 1,...,N;. We wish to study the
intersections 2Q);, N R using the previous property. Notice that %Qil N R # @ implies
that the sets 2Q;, N R are parallelepipeds such that their side with maximal length
presents length between 1£/(Q;,) and 2£(Q;,). On the other hand, we distinguish two
cases for the sides with minimal length, depending on lyiy := min{ly, ..., 0y, }:
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A) If it happens
11

fmin 2 76 5, Jpy, (@)

then the parallelepipeds 2Q;, N R have minimal side length between %E(Qil) and
20(Q;,)-
B) If on the other hand

11
emin e L i1/
< 164, 200y, (L)
the parallelepipeds 2Q;, N R have minimal side length bigger or equal than the
quantity min {Emin, %K(Qil)} and smaller or equal than min {Zmin, 2€(Qi1)}, for
each i1 = 1,..., Ny.

For each iy = 1,..., Ny we call R;, :=2Q;, N R and consider two cases
1) Assumption Aj is satisfied for £ := R.
2) Assumption Ag is not satisfied for £ := R.

If 1) occurs we are done, by Theorem 5.19. If 2) occurs, notice that if A) also occurs
we get that Ryp,... Ry, are parallelepipeds such that all of their respective sides have
comparable lengths. In other words, there exists a cube S;, C R;, so that ¥(R;,) =~ 7(S5;,),
for each iy = 1,...,N;. Then, using that Ag is not satisfied together with point 2 in
Corollary 6.3, we get

N1 N1
(6.2) F(R) < CT'> A(R:,) S OTY DAL (Ry)
=1 =1

where we have also used property Pg in Theorem 4.1. So the only case left to study is
when 2) and B) happen simultaneously.

In this case we apply again, for each i; = 1,..., Ny, the splitting given by Theorem 4.1
to all the parallelepipeds R;,. This way, we obtain a second family {Q;,1,...,Q;, Nil}
associated to each R;,, satisfying properties Py to Ps. Let us fix i1 = 1,...,N; and
observe that:

e Regarding property P4, now we have for each io = 1,..., N;,,
. L .. vVn+1 1
diam(Q;,4,) < Edlam(Ril) < BT 20(Q;,) and then £(Q;i,) < gE(Qil).

This implies, in particular,
2 11
(6'3) QE(Qiﬂz) < ge(gu) < T6€(Ql1)
e Property P; now reads %Qm‘g NR;, # @. Therefore, 2Q;,;, NR;, are now parallelepipeds

such that their maximal side length is between 150(Q;,4,) and 26(Q;,;,) (where we have
applied (6.3)). For their side with minimal length, we distinguish:



ON THE SEMI-ADDITIVITY OF THE 1/2-SYMMETRIC CALORIC CAPACITY IN THE PLANE 57

A) If it happens

11

gmin Z E igzrlr}?.XN E(thz))

»4Viq

then the parallelepipeds 2Q;,;, N R;, have minimal side length between %K(Qim)
and 26(92112)

B) If on the other hand

11
Emin < E ’L'QZIZLI}%),(NZ'I g(Q?:l’L‘Q)?
now the parallelepipeds 2Q;,;, N R;, have minimal side length bigger or equal than
min {Emin, %Z(Qim)} and smaller or equal than min {Emin, 2£(Qm-2)}.

For each iy = 1,...,Ny and iy = 1,..., N;, we call R; i, := 2Q;,i, N R;,. Two cases may
occur for each i1:

1) Assumption Aj is satisfied for E := R;,, that is

N,
?(R'Ll) > Cfl Z :YJ(R’HW)

i0=1

2) Assumption Ag is not satisfied for E := R;,, that is

Ny,
Y(Ri,) < Cl_1 Z Y(Riyiy)-

io=1

We are interested in proving Y(R;,) ~ Y4+(R;,) for every i1, since if this is the case,
arguing as in (6.2) we are done. The only indices i; where we would not be able to
deduce Y(R;,) =~ 7+(R;,) are, again, those for which 2) and B) occur simultaneously.
For such indices i; we would again apply the splitting provided by Theorem 4.1 to every
Rij1,..., Ri;n,, and construct for each R;,;, a third family of cubes {Qiyigls- -+ Qm'szg }.
Now, for each i2 = 1,... N;; one similarly obtains

1 .
E(QiliQig) S g£<Qi1i2)7 Vl?) - 17'-'7Ni1’i27
and that 20Q;,4,i, N Rii, are now parallelepipeds such that their maximal side length is
between 160( Qi iyi;) and 20(Q; i) for each i3 = 1,..., Njj;,. Regarding their minimal
side lengths we again distinguish cases A) and B) in the current setting. Finally, for each
ip one calls R; iyis = 29 iqis N Riji, and studies two cases:

1) If assumption Ag is satisfied for E := R;,,
2) or if assumption Ag is not satisfied for £ := R; ;,.

Combinations 1)A), 1)B) and 2)A) lead to the estimate 7(R;,i,) =~ Y4+ (Riyi,). If one
obtained such result for every iy, proceeding as in (6.2) it would yield ¥(R;,) ~ 7+ (R;,),
and we would be done. However, 2) and B) may occur simultaneously for some in-
dices i2. In this setting, we would repeat the above splitting argument for the families
Rijis1,- -, Riyipn; ,, associated to those R;,;, where 2) and B) occur.

We repeat this processes iteratively and we notice that after a number of steps large
enough, say S > 1 steps, B) will no longer be satisfied. This is due to the fact that
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relation (6.1) ensures fni, > k > 0, for some positive constant « depending only on R;
and also because the size of the cubes at each step strictly decreases. Indeed, at step S
of the iteration, property 4 in Theorem 4.1 and the fact that R; ;,..;;_, has maximal side
length bounded by 2¢(Q;,iy...is_,) imply

1 1 1 .
e(Qiligmis) S gg(QiligmiS,l) S e S FﬁemaX7 VZS - 17 e 7Ni1i2~~'i571'

So choosing S large enough, depending on &, it is clear that A) will be satisfied instead of
B). Therefore, whether if 1) occurs, or if 2) and A) occur, one equally deduces (arguing
as in (6.1) in the latter setting),

&/(RiliZ"‘iS—l) ~ ?+(Ri1i2"‘is—1)'
So tracing back all the steps of the iteration one gets, in general, ¥(R) ~ 71 (R). O

Corollary 6.5. Let E := Ri URs U---U Ry be a finite union of disjoint closed paral-
lelepipeds with sides parallel to the coordinate axes. Then,

V(E) =7+ (E).

Proof. The iterative scheme of the proof we have given for Lemma 6.4 can be also applied
in this case, but now taking into account the parameter

6 := min {dist(R;, R;)} > 0.
i#]
More precisely, for example, at the first step of the iteration it may happen:

A) E; :=2Q;, NE has one connected component (and thus it is a parallelepiped) for
every i1 = 1,..., Nj.

B) Or there exists an index i1 such that F;, presents more than one connected com-
ponent.

We would also distinguish whether if:
1) Assumption Ag is satisfied for E.
2) Assumption Ag is not satisfied for E.

If 1) happens, we are done. If 2) happens, observe that if in turn A) occurred for every iy,
applying Lemma 6.4 and the same estimates of (6.2) we would also be done. So we are left
to study the case where 2) occurs and there exist indices i1 so that E;, presents more than
one connected component. In this setting, we would repeat the above argument for the
every compact set Ey,..., Ey,, based on the splitting given by Theorem 4.1. We repeat
this process iteratively, that is: at step S > 1 of the iteration we would obtain (for a set of
the form Ej j,...is_, (where we convey F;, := E), with multiple connected components con-
sisting of parallelepipeds) a family of cubes {Qim...isfll, e thzwis_lNiliQmiS_l} with
diameters comparable to 5~*diam(FE). Now we would distinguish the cases

A) If Eijigeig = 2Qiigig N Eiyiy.ig_, has one connected component for every ig.

B) Or if there exists an index ig so that Ej ,...;q presents more than one connected
component.

As well as
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1) Assumption Ag is satisfied for Ej j,...i5 ;-
2) Assumption Ag is not satisfied for E; j,...is_,-

The possibilities 1)A), 1)B) and 2)A) are good in the sense that lead to the estimate
V(Eivigis_1) S A+ (Eiyigeig_, ). If on the other hand 2) and B) occur simultaneously, we
would move on to the next step of the iteration, by applying again Theorem 4.1 to each
Eijigoig 115+, s The key point, however, is that for a finite number

of steps S large enough (depending on §) we would have 5~°diam(E) < §, so that B)
can no longer happen, and thus we obtain the desired estimate tracing back all the steps
of the iteration as in Lemma 6.4. O

192851 Niqig-ig_q*

Remark 6.2. Observe that in the proofs of Lemma 6.4 and Corollary 6.5 the constants
appearing in Y(R) =~ 74+ (R) and 7(F) ~ 74+ (F) do not depend on the minimal side length
fmin of the parallelepiped R in the first case, nor on § > 0 in the second; both being
strictly positive parameters. Such quantities, however, do determine the number of steps
needed to carry out the iterative argument of the proofs. But this is not an issue, since
the constant appearing in assumption Ag is precisely taken to be C7, the same constant
of property Pg3 in Theorem 4.1. This enables to carry out the estimates of (6.2) and avoid
any possible dependence on /y,;, or § when tracing back each step of the iteration, since
C1 cancels itself out with its own inverse. Again, let us remark that this type of argument
has been inspired by that of [Vo, §6].

Let us apply Corollary 6.5 to the usual family of corner-like Cantor sets of R"t!. Let
A = (Aj); be a sequence of real numbers satisfying 0 < A; < 1/2. Define its associated
Cantor set £ C R™*! by the following algorithm. Set Q° := [0,1]"*! the unit cube of
R+ and consider 2"+ disjoint cubes inside Q° of side length £ := )\, with sides parallel
to the coordinate axes and such that each cube contains a vertex of Q°. Continue this
same process now for each of the 2"*! cubes from the previous step, but now using a
contraction factor Ay. That is, we end up with 22(n+1) cubes with side length f5 := A1 As.
Proceeding inductively we have that at the k-th step of the iteration we encounter 2k +1)
cubes, that we denote Qf for 1 < j < 260+D  with side length £}, = H§:1 Aj. We will
refer to them as cubes of the k-th generation. We define

ok(n+1)

Be=E(,.... M) = |J @QF,

and from the latter we obtain the Cantor set associated with A,
oo
:ﬂm.
k=1

If we chose \; = 2~ (/7 for every j we would recover the particular Cantor set presented

in [MPr, §5]. Let us introduce the following density for each k > 1,
9—k(n+1)
ek’ = )
0

Where QF is any cube of the k-th generation. We also set fy := 1. Combining Theorem
5, the results of [He, §4] and Corollary 6.5 we deduce:
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Corollary 6.6. Let (\;); be a sequence of real numbers satisfying 0 < \j < 19 < 1/2, for

every j. Then,
F(Ex) ~ 34 (Ex) ~ (Ze> ,

where the implicit constants only depend on n and 9. Moreover,
o0 —
78 =78~ (3 0)
j=0

Proof. The result for Ej is a direct application of [He, Theorems 4.1 & 4.2], Theorem 3.5
and Corollary 6.5. To obtain the result for E notice that for each generation k we have,

TE) < (B ~ T () < e (Br) =~ (29)

Therefore, using the outer regularity of v4 [He, Proposition 3.1] we get

5(E) 74 (B) ~ (zzej)_l,

and by Theorem 3.5 we are done. 0

6.3. General comparability for compact sets in R?. This subsection deals with the
proof of the following result:

Theorem 6.7. Let E C R? be a compact set. Then,
V(E) = 74+(E).

Proof. Let E C R? be a compact set, that we assume without loss of generality that
satisfies assumptions A; and Ags. So in particular F is contained in the unit ball and
consists of a finite union of dyadic cubes belonging to a dyadic grid in R? (with sides
parallel to the coordinate axes), all of the same size and with disjoint interiors. We
denote by

0 := diameter of the cubes of the dyadic grid.

Again, we repeat the iterative scheme of Lemma 6.4: in general, at step S > 1 of the
iteration we would obtain for a set of the form

Eiliyig . =E, if S=1,
Eijigig y = 2i1igig_ 1 N Eijigeig_gs it §>1,
a family of cubes {Qi1i2~~-i57117 - Qi1i2~~-is_1Ni1i2miS,1} with diameters comparable to
5~9diam(F). Now we would distinguish the cases

A) If Ejigeig = 2Qi1ipig N Eijig.ig_, has diameter smaller than 6/4 for every ig =
1, . 7Ni1i2"'i5—1‘

B) Or if there exists an index ig so that diam(E; ,...;q) > /4.

As well as
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1) Assumption Ag is satisfied for Ej j,...i5 ;-
2) Assumption Ag is not satisfied for Ej j,...is ;-
If 1) occurs we are done, in the sense that we can deduce the estimate

&/(EiliZ"‘iS—l) S ?+(Ei1i2"~is_1)'
If 2) occurs, we move on to the next step of the iteration up to the point where S is large
enough (depending on §) so that option B) is no longer possible. That is, the iteration
stops once the only two possible scenarios are: 1) or 2)A). In this setting, we are left to
study the case where 2) and A) occur simultaneously. To deal with this case, we write
the precise definition of E;;,...;q, which is

Ei1i2--~is = (2Qi1i2--~is N 2Qi1i2~~-ig,1 N---N QQZ'“'Q N 2Qi1) NE =: 2Ri1i2~~-is NE,
where R;,..is is a rectangle with diameter comparable to 5~9diam(F) < §. In fact, ap-
plying properties P; and P4 in Theorem 4.1 at each step, one easily deduces the inclusions
11
16
The latter is trivial for S = 1. If § > 1, the argument is similar to one that is presented
in the proof of Lemma 6.4. For example, if S = 2, Py yields, for each i =1,...,N;,,

(6.4) Qivigeig C 2Rijineig C 2Q4140mig-

5 )
ész N(2Q;, NE) # @, so in particular éQm? N2Q;, # 2.
On the other hand, Py4 yields diam(Q;,;,) < %diam(2 Q;, N E), which implies
1 .
E(thz) S gZ(Q“), for each 19 = 1,...,Ni1.

All in all, one easily gets % Qii, € 294,i,N2Q;, =: Ry,i,, which are the desired inclusions.
Such scheme can be repeated at each step to obtain, in general, relation (6.4). The latter
inclusions imply that the rectangle R; ,...;s behaves as a square, in the sense that its side
lengths are comparable and thus, by the second statement in Corollary 6.3,

A’V’(Rili?"is) < 2’7(Qi1i2~"is) ~ '7+(Qi1i2'"is) < % '7+(Ri1i2"-is) ~ %—F(Riliz"-is)'
That is, Y(Ri ig-ig) = Y+ (Rijio-ig). In addition, since A) occurs, by the definition of
0 we get that 2R, ;,..;s can only intersect one connected component of E. Moreover, if
2R;,i,..ig intersects one of the dyadic squares that conform F, it can only intersect, in
addition, those squares which are adjacent to it (a maximum of four). Therefore, there
is only a finite number of possible compact sets that E; ;,...iq 1= 2R;,i,..is N E can be.
We represent them in Figure 1. There, 2R;,;,...;5 is assumed, without loss of generality by
(6.4), to be a (red) square; and some of the dyadic squares conforming E are depicted in

gray.
It is clear that in cases a), b), ¢) and d), a direct application of Lemma 6.4 yields

V(Eiyiyis) S+ Eiyigig)-

H
119218

the horizontal side of Fj ;,...;s with such length. Then,

;?(Eili?"is) < §(2Ri1i2~"is) ~ ;ﬁ_ (Ii[fignds) < §+(Ei1i2“'is)7

Regarding f), ¢g) and h), we write 2/
Iilrl{iz--'is

the horizontal side length of 2R; ;,....s, and
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‘N L
a) b) c) d)

ekl

F1cUrE 1. In black, the eight possible intersections that can be obtained
from Ej jy...ig = 2R;iy.igNE, for S large enough so that 5_Sdiam(E) < 0.
In red the rectangle 2R; ;,...;s (assumed to be a square by relation (6.4)),
and in gray some of the dyadic squares conforming E. Let us remark that
in d) we also contemplate the case where 2R; j,...i¢ N E = 2R; iy..ig-

where for the second inequality we have used the second statement in Corollary 6.3 and
relation (6.4), and the third follows simply by the monotonicity of the capacity. Hence
we also obtain the desired estimate. Finally, case e) can be dealt with in a similar way,

just noticing that at least one of the diagonally opposed rectangles R! and R

111218 i112-1g"?
H

P
figige Assumeitis R ;. .

obtained in Fj ;,...;, presents horizontal side length half of 2¢
Then,

?(Eiué-"is) < ?(2Ri1i2-“is) ~ ﬁ-f— (I’L'Iliig'"is) < 2?—1— (R1T1i2~~~is) < 2§(Ei1i2'"is)'
Therefore, in all possible scenarios we get
:Y'(Ei1i2'"is) 5 :Y'-l— (Ei1i2'~~is)7

so applying the same type of estimates of (6.2) (since we are assuming that Ag is not
satisfied) we deduce

:Y'(Eilir"isq) 5 :Y“-l— (Ei1i2"'i571)’

the necessary estimate to trace back the iterations and obtain the desired result. O

The previous result combined with the fourth statement in [He, Proposition 3.1} yields:

Theorem 6.8. The capacity 7 is semi-additive in R?. That is, there is an absolute
constant C > 0 so that for any E1, Fs, ... disjoint compact sets of R?,

i U B)<c gwj)-

=1
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7. FURTHER RESULTS IN R%2. THE 5 CAPACITY OF RECTANGLES

In this section we compute the 5 capacity of a closed rectangle R C R? with sides parallel
to the coordinate axes and respective side lengths ¢, > 0, ¢, > 0. More precisely, we
obtain the following result:

N 1 2\ 4 Y|
Y(R) = Uy [2 In <1 + @> + 7 arctan <€t>]

Proof. Let R C R? be such a rectangle and assume, without loss of generality, that its
lower left corner coincides with the origin. To simplify the computations, we also normalize
its temporal side length ¢; to be 1 by dilating R by the factor A := 6;1. We name the
resulting rectangle Ry, that is such that

Y(R) = A'3(Ro) = £:7(Ro).

Theorem 7.1.

We introduce the parameter
by
ri=—,
Cy
that is nothing but the spatial side length of Ry, as well as the measure
2
p = L7| Ry

By a direct computation, one obtains that the potential Py at a point T = (z,t) is given
by the following explicit expression:

(if t <0, 0,

T 12 r—x 12
if 1 —In{l1+ — In{l+ ———=
rre @1, Fu(i+ )+ Ftn (1 )

+t| Zsgn(x) tan () + arctan [~
—Sen(xr) — arctan — arctan
2 & T t ’

sl [a:Q f(ji)?] +gin [(m (—xryf(jfl)?]

41 ¢ r—x n ¢ T
rctan [ —— rctan | ——
arcta, P arcta, P
t—1 t
+t| arctan — arctan | —
x x
r—x r—x
+arctan | —— | — arctan .
| (7)ot (57

In the previous formula we have written the factor 1 in the fifth line just to emphasize
that such factor would be ¢; if R was not normalized to be Rgy. It is not difficult to prove
that the above expression defines a continuous function in the whole R? (once extended
to x =r and x = 0 when ¢ > 0 by taking limits). Also, using the following identity

2 1
sgn(x) = — | arctan(z) + arctan ()],
x

™

ift >1,

P (@) =
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it follows that for any fixed ¢,
P p(z,t) = Px*p(r—x,t),

or in other words, the one variable function z — P x u(x,t) is symmetric with respect to
the point x = r/2, for any t € R. Moreover, it is clear that it is nonnegative, tends to 0
as r — +oo and in fact, for ¢ > 0, it attains its maximum precisely at x = r/2. This last
property can be argued as follows: begin by fixing ¢ € (0, 1] and noticing that

. . r t2 r
ili%P « u(x,t) = il_}nriP s« u(x,t) = B In <1 + 1"2) + ¢ arctan (t) =: C}.

Compute the derivative with respect to x of P * u at points x # 0, x # r, that is given by

0uP + (. ) :;[m (1+Z> I <1+(Ti)2>]

and that satisfies 0, P+ pu(-,t) < 01in (r/2,r)U(r,00), Oz P* u(-,t) > 0in (—o0,0)U(0,7/2)
and 0, P * u(r/2,t) = 0. Therefore, P * u(-,t) may attain its global maximum at z = 0,
x =r/2or x =r. The value of P x u(-,t) at z =1r/2 is

42
P*M(;t) - gln (1 + 7’2> + 2t arctan <2rt) > C;.

Hence, for t € (0,1), Px*u(-,t) attains its global maximum at z = r/2. For ¢ > 1 a similar
study can be carried out, yielding the same conclusion.

Now, by restricting P * u to the vertical line z = r/2 we obtain a nonnegative piece-wise
continuous function of ¢ given by the expression

ift <0, 0

)

4¢2 T
In(1+ — 2t t —
n< + r2>+ arc an<2t>,

r
2
r 2 2
P*,u< t>: » T re 4+ 4t r
) t>1 T | 222 4 garet
2 ! ’ SR e te] Ik T

—2t B — arctan <2(tr_ 1)) — arctan <2Tt>] :

which also tends to 0 as t — 400 and it can be proved that it attains its maximum for
t = 1, for any value of > 0. Combining the above computations, we have obtained

P (%) < P p(r/2,1), VZeR2

if t € (0,1],

\

For the sake of clarity, Figure 2 depicts the graph of the potential P x p for a particular
value of r (that already represents its qualitative behavior).

Using the particular value of M (r) := P * u(r/2,1) we are able to obtain a lower bound
for ~4:

1

Y4 (Ro) > M(r) ' u(Ry) = M(r) " tr = [2 In (1 + ;) + %arctan (;)] _1.
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To obtain an upper bound we shall work with the capacity vsy,4 (comparable to v by
Theorem 3.5). By definition of Py, we get

Pyy + p(z,t) := %(P*u(x,t) + P s p(z,t)) = %(P*u(:c,t) + P p(z,1—1)),

where the last equality can be easily deduced from the definition of P* and the symmetry
of R with respect to the horizontal line ¢t = 1/2. By a similar study to the one done
for P s p, it can be proved that (Psy * pt)|g, attains its minimum at the vertices of Ry.
Just proceed by fixing t € [0,1] and studying the one variable function z — Py, * p(x,t)
restricted to the domain [0,7]; and by fixing € [0,1] and studying ¢ — Py * p(x,t)
once restricted to [0, 1]. The former is again symmetric with respect to the point z = r/2
and attains its minimum for x = 0 and x = r, while the latter is symmetric with respect
t = 1/2 and attains its minimum for ¢t = 0 and ¢ = 1. In Figure 3 the reader may visualize
the graph of Py, * pu for a particular value of 7.

Therefore, for any (z,t) € Ry we have
Py« p(x,t) > lim Py p(z,t) = "In (1 + %) + larctan(r) =: 1m(r)
(z,t)—(0,0) 4 r 2 2
Now take any admissible measure v for sy 1 (Ro) and observe that
(v, 1) < 2m(r) v, Py # ) = 2m(r) " (Pey * v, 1) < 2m(r)  u(Ro) = 2m(r)~tr,

where we have applied Tonelli’s theorem, the symmetry of Psy and the fact that p < £2.
So by the arbitrariness of v and the comparability of v, with 75y + we deduce that there
exists an absolute constant C' > 0 so that

1+ (Bo) < Cmnlr) s = € [g w14 4)s t_<>]

FIGURE 2. Graph of P« p for r = 1/2.
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Finally, using that M (r) — 4m(r) < 0 for any r > 0, we get the following estimate
1 1 t -
T (Ro) % m(r) 1 = [5 (10 )+ _<>]

Therefore, regarding the original rectangle R and applying Theorems 3.5 and 6.7, Theorem
7.1 follows. 0

Remark 7.1. Let us check how the above relation extends to cases ¢, = 0 (i.e. r = 0)
and ¢; = 0 (i.e. 7 = +00). For the first case, notice that if » < 1/2 we have

-1
1 1 1 arctan(r) 1
- < |imm(14+= )+ <
3|1n<r>|—[2“( *r?)* r ] = ()]

where the hypothesis of < 1/2 is used in the first bound. Therefore, we deduce

Uy
In (E)

which is a result consistent with the outer regularity of v, and the fact that a vertical
line segment has null y capacity (see [MPr, Proposition 6.1]). On the other hand, for the
regime r — +00, the following holds if r > 1

-1
r 1 1 arctan(r)
S< (142 ) Y <
2_[211( +r2)+ r ] =0

(in fact, the lower bound holds for any 7 > 0) so in this case we deduce

-1

Y(R) ~ ¥, , ity < 4y)2,

that is what we expected by point 2 in Corollary 6.3.

FIGURE 3. Graph of Py, * p for r =1/2.
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