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A NEW LOOK AT THE SUBREPRESENTATION FORMULAS

CONG HOANG, KABE MOEN, AND CARLOS PEREZ

ABsTRACT. We extend the subrepresentation formula

|f(@)] < en L(IVF])(2)
in several ways. First, we consider more general A1-potential operators on the right-hand
side and prove local and global pointwise inequalities for these operators. Second, we show
that we can improve the right-hand side using fractional derivatives. Finally, we extend our
results to rough singular integral operators, similar to the main result in [HMP1].

1. MoTIvATION

It is well known that the pointwise inequality in R™, n > 2,

[f(@)] < en L(IVF)(2), (D
plays a central role in relating a function and its smoothness by L? type estimate. Recall

here that I; is the Riesz potential operator of order o = 1 given by

Iaf(x)zjnﬂdy, 0<a<n.

x =y

This estimate goes back to Sobolev and gives rise to the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev in-
equality
HfHLp*(]Rn) <C HVJCHLP(]R”)7
% — % Moreover, local versions of (1), like,

when f € C}(R™),1 < p <n, and pi* =

|f(x) = fBl < CL(1B|V[)(z), z€B,

are paramount for studying the Poincaré-Sobolev inequalities

(f 17~ fB|qu); <o (f viras)

where B could be euclidean ball in R"”, or other type of domains. With this result as a
model, many similar results can be found where the gradient operator V is substituted with
generalized gradients, and the Riesz potential operator is replaced by other types of potential
operators. More precisely, one can bound the norms of f by the norms of X f provided there
is an integral operator 7" which is bounded on appropriate weighted L? spaces and for which
the pointwise estimate

[f (@) < e T(IX f(2)])
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is valid. Such inequality is called a subrepresentation. For example, this pointwise estimate
is known to hold for vector fields of Hormander type when T is given by

_ d(z,y)

where d(z,y) is the associated Carnot—Carathéodory metric, B(x,r) denotes the metric
ball with center = and radius r, and | B(z, )| is the Lebesgue measure of the ball.

More generally, there are "potential type operators” within the context of doubling metric
measure spaces (S, d, ) of the form

Tf(z) = LK(xvy)f(y) dp(y). @)

where the kernel K (x,y) is non-negative and satisfying appropriate estimates. An im-
portant class of examples with metrics other than the usual Euclidean metric consists of
potential operators related to the regularity of subelliptic differential equations. In particu-
lar, vector fields of Hormander type (see [H]) as well as the classes of non-smooth vector
fields studied in [FL] lead to integral operators of the type we will study. In addition, the
differential operators of Grushin type considered in [FGuW] (at least in the simplest case
of Lebesgue measure) are related to integrals of type (2). In fact, for all these examples, the
associated potential operator has the form

_ [ d=y)
Tf(zx) = JS u(B(z,d(z,y)))

where d(z,y) is a distance function that is naturally related to the vector fields. For a nice
survey on these operators we refer the reader to the work of Kairema [AK].

Motivated by these results, we propose improvements of (1) by considering measures p
induced by a non-negative locally Lebesgue integrable function w. More precisely, we will
consider potential type operators 7T, defined by

,_ |z —yl w
Twf(x) = JR wBlo o — ymf(y) (y) dy, )

where w(B) = §{ w(z) dz. We shall also consider the fractional version of T, defined by

f(y) du(y), 3)

- [z —y|* w
Toaf @)= | i ) wi) dy

forany 0 < a < m.
Recall that a weight w is said to be in the class A; if and only if for any ball B,

J[B w(z)de < Cw(x),

for almost every « € B. The least constant C for the above inequality is denoted as [w] 4, -
With weights from Ay, we will be able to derive a more general version for (1), namely

[f(@)] < enw Tuw(IVF]) ().

In addition, it was recently shown by the authors in [HMP1, HMP2] that (1) has a pow-
erful extension to operators. Consider a degree zero homogeneous function € L' (S"~1).
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The rough singular integral operator is defined by

Qy)

y|”

Tof(z) = p.v. JR [z —y)dy,

and its associated maximal truncation operator is given by

J| Q) 0y ay

y|>t |y|n

T4 f (x) = sup
t>0

It is well-known that the size of {2 determines the boundedness properties of the operators
Tq and T¢,. It was shown in [HMP1] that

T f(x) < cno Li(|V f]) (@) )

when Q € L™*(S"~1). We will extend this estimate to T, namely,

Tof (@) < cnwo Tw([V ) (2),

for an appropriate class of weights w.

Another approach to improve inequality (1) involves exploring smaller operators that
could replace I1(|V - |) on the right-hand side. One promising candidate is I, (D*) where
D¢ is a nonlinear fractional differential operator. The fractional derivative operator, |V|* =
(—A)*/2, is defined using the Fourier transform for f € C*(R™)

F(VI*£)(€) = [€1* f(©)-
For 0 < o < 2, the fractional derivative can be realized via the integral formula

@)~ ),

T _y|n+a

[V|“f(x) = cn,a p-v.
R’!L

(we refer to the book by Ponce [Pon, p. 246] for a related variant). When 0 < o < 1,
the above integral converges absolutely, and hence we may define the nonlinear fractional
differential operator introduced in [Sp],

[f(z) = f(y)

N |J) _ y|n+a dy.

(o) - |
Indeed, we shall prove that
Tof(x) < Chan(l—a) I (DYf)(z), feCPR"),0<a<l (©6)
which improves the main result in [HMP1] as we shall prove later that

(1 =) [a(D*f)(2) < cn.a L(IV])(2),

where the constant ¢,, o, is bounded by a dimensional constant.
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2. THE THEOREMS
When w € A;, we have an analog of (1), as stated in the theorem below.

Theorem 2.1. Let w € Aq. There exists a dimensional constant c,, such that for any Lips-
chitz function f that has compact support, we have the global estimate

|f(@)] < en [w]a, Tw(IVI])(2). ©)

Remark 2.2. We remark that (7) has been obtained using a variant of the usual estimates,
where some "holes" have been created to obtain a family of disjoint annuli, as seen in (15)
from the proof. This family of "holes" allows us to insert the metric length |z — y| inside the
integral. It seems that the usual methods do not permit this possibility. A similar remark
holds for the rest of the theorems stated in the section.

One can replace the left-hand-side of (7) by T¢5(f), and this yields an improvement for
the main result in [HMP1].

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that ) is homogeneous of degree zero with zero average on S™ ™!
and belongs to L™ (S"~1). Let w € Ay. For any smooth function f with compact support,

Tof(x) < el [w]a, Tw(IV£)(2) ®

where T, is the potential type operator defined above.

Lo (Sn—1)

Remark 2.4. We have not encountered either (7) or (8) in the literature with w belonging
to Ay (or any A,), which may lead to new LP—L¢? estimates.

Theorem 2.5. Let o € (0,1). Suppose that Q) is homogeneous of degree zero with zero
average on S" 1 and belongs to L'>*(S"~1). Then,

Téf(.l?) < Cn(l - a)HQHL%ﬂO(Sn—l) Ia(Daf)(J)), f € CZC(RH) (9)

To see that Theorem 2.5 improves the main result in [HMP1], we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < o < 1 and f € C°(R™). Then,

(1 =a) In(D*f)(2) < can L([V[])(2)
where ¢, ,, is bounded by a dimensional constant as av — 1.
Remark 2.7. The explicit constant is given by

n—1

(1-a)m™ D) T(5) T4

e T T AT (T (55
Since . 5
—« —«
1—a)l =2T
(1) T(—2) =205
we have the limit ,
27’(" 2
lim Can = | ny — O'(Sn_l)
a—1— F(g)

where o is the surface measure of the unit sphere.
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To prove Theorem 2.5, we shall need the following Poincaré-Sobolev type estimates
related to the localized version of the nonlinear fractional differential operator D“; namely,
for any 0 < ao < 1 and any cube (or ball) @,

<J[ (@) — fol () d >(Z) <epn (1 J[J |x_y|n+a|dydx (10)

which can be found in [BBM2]. A different approach and improvements can be found
in [HMPV] and [MPW] where everything is derived from the following (1, 1) case:

e (1o [ @I
| @)~ feldr < e —oyu@ry | MOy

(1)

It is interesting to note that whenever « € (0, 1),

(1—a)e ]ff = |n+a|dyda: Q)J[ IV f(z)| da.

Further, they showed in [BBM 1] that the left-hand side converges to the right-hand side as
a—17.

For any 0 < p,q < oo and a measure space (X, 1), the Lorentz space LP*9(u) is the
collection of functions that satisfy

” Qdt\ T
[ fllzpoa(n) = (PL tlu({fxze X : |f(z)| > t})ET) < 0.
When g = o0, LP** () is the weak LP space defined by
I £ Loy = i;llo)tu({a: e X :|f(x)] > t})% < o0,

The normalized Lorentz average associated to a cube () (or a ball) is defined to be

1
[flzea@) = 1flrraiqa) = Il Lragn).

Q[
There is a better version of (10), stated for the Lorentz average:
|f(z) = fW)]
If— fQHL(%)/’l(Q) <cp(1—a) J[ J |a: — |n+a dy dzx, (12)

which was proved in [MPW].

Motivated by Theorem 2.5, we have the following fractional versions of Theorems 2.1
and 2.3.

Theorem 2.8. Letw € Ay and 0 < « < 1. There exists a dimensional constant c,, such
that for any Lipschitz function f that has compact support, we have

|f($)| < Cn(]- - a) [w]A1 Tw,a(Daf)(x)~ (13)

Remark 2.9. We have yet to encounter this estimate with w = 1 in the literature or in recent
books like [EE] or [L]. There are not any estimates like these even in the simpler case when
the right-hand side does not have the so-called Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu factor 1 — a.
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Similarly, we have the following result replacing the identity operator in the left-hand side
of (13) by T4(f) which yields another improvement for some of the main results in [HMP1].

Theorem 2.10. Suppose that ) is homogeneous of degree zero with zero average on S™
and belongs to L'a>®(S"1). Let w € Ay and 0 < o < 1. Then there exists a dimensional
constant c,, such that for any for any smooth function f with compact support,

Taf (@) < enll = ) 19, 4. g [0]4, Tora(D ) (2) (14)

3. PROOFS OF THE THEOREMS

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Recall the (1, 1) Poincaré inequality, for a dimensional constant c,,

Jf (@) — falde < cmB)Jf IV f ()| da
B B

for every ball B.

Fix a point x € R™ and let R > 0 denote the radius of the ball B centered at z. Let
{ By} ken be the family of nested balls centered at x such that By = B and 7(By) = 2! 7% R.
Then,

< 2 |fBosr — [B2 |-

keN

|f(x) = fB| =

k—o0

Using the dyadic structure of the chain and the Poincaré-type inequality we obtain

| By — [ < |f(y) — fB.|dy
% k+ k %|Bk+1| Biis k
1
<2 ) o | W) = feldy
T(Bk)J'
2By, VW)
Let us analyze the sum:
r(B r(B
SO wiwla =2 s V1) dy,
iz |Bxl b, i 1Bl JBoBi, keN Bt
but then
r(Bg 2r(B
E=| |Vf<y>|dy:2#’””j V£ dy
i 1Bxl b, & 2" Bl Jpy,
7(Bi+1)
= v d
on—1 Z | Biog1] Bk+1| fy)ldy

< gn Z r(By) JB IV f(y)ldy.

<
keN
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Therefore we have

> r|(§:|) JB V)l dy < en )] r|%3:|) JB . IV £(y)| dy. (15)

keN keN

Now, by the definition of A;, we continue with

— Cp|W T.(Bk) w
@)= fol <ealela, B UES [ SI@Iew)d

1
<aliln X oms [ el wew

J [z —yl

keN Y Bi\Bit1 w(B(z, [z —yl))
|z —yl

< Cp|w|a J ———= |V f(y)| w(y) dy.

el ] wEe ey VW)

To obtain (7), we let R — oo and observe that fg — 0 while the right-hand side is domi-

nated by the integral over R". O

V()| w(y)dy

< cn [w]Al

Proof of Theorem 2.3. As proved in [HMP1], we have

T3 () < 0|90,y 2P (B VI dy

keZ Bi
where By, = B(z, 2%) for each k € Z. Since

r(B r(B
S wrwla =0 [ V1) dy,
keZ |Be| Jp, keZ |Bel JpoBis keZ Bi—1
and
r(B 27r(Bg_
e |Vf<y>|dy22# [ wrwla
iz 1Bl Jsi 1= 2Bl Jp,,
r(Br—1)
= Viy)ldy
2n 1 ];Z |Bk 1| Bk_1| |
= 5 IVf(y)Idy,
we have
r(B r(B
S sy < e 3 f V£ )] dy
kez Kl U, e |Bk| JB\By_,
and hence
T3 (@) < 0|9, D rBOf VW
keZ Bi\Br—1

By the definition of A;, we have

Tof @) < eal® gy [0y
keZ

i jBk\Bk_l V£ @) w(y) dy
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1
< e Q D —y||V d
el gy (0] k%w(Bk) JBk\Bk 1|x yl IV (@)l w(y) dy
|
<cp L lw]a, —ny w(y) dy
LIS 1P Y I - rrrserr A UL

|z —y|

Lo (oo 4 J w(B(z, |z —y))

IVf(y)lw(y) dy.

< en€

Proof of Theorem 2.5. As proved in [HMP1], we have

1@ <Y g | 0@ ) el dy

keZ lyl<2¥

where ¢, is a constant to be chosen for each k € Z. By Holder’s inequality, we have

Taf(@) < en 2190 2 o 0 198 =) = bl o ey

keZ
Since
k 2kn / n—1 /
[y € BO,25): 12()] > M| = ——o({y €57 5 10| > A},
we have
1920 . 007y = Co 19U 2.0 g
and hence

Taf(@) < u 2190 5 o g 1@ =) = il ay

= (B(0,2%))

Let By = B(x,2") and ¢y, = fp, = § f, then
[f(@ =) =il 2y, =f = Il (2ya
This fact combined with the previous inequality yields

Tof(x) < cn HQILZ ©(gn-1y Z If - kaHL(g) LBy

keZ

(B(0,2%)) Bi)’

We continue by using the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality (12). Recalling the definition of D
[f(z) = f(y)
DYf(z) = J- = dy,
( ) n |x_y|n+a

we can continue with,

: /)~ )l
T3f() < (1= ) 190, DB f [ SO gy
keZ k Pk

=) 90 Y r(Bm]fB D f(y) dy,

keZ
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We now analyze the sum:

2ka
(B Dop) dy = —j D f(y) dy
1

1 J
=— ) koo D*f(y) dy
Wn 1;2 2k(m=a) |oxo1 oy <on
1 1 J
+ — —_— D> f(y) dy
Wn, Iglz 9k(n—a) |r—y|<2h1 )
1 1

— n—ox
Wn keZ, J2’“_1<|9L’y|<2’c |.1? y|

+ 2n1,a > T(Bk—l)“J[ D f(y) dy

keZ By

N

D f(y) dy

N

(D)) + g D r(BO D) dy

keZ By,

Since o < 1 and n > 2, we have 5— Q,L - < 1, and we can rearrange the terms to obtain

2 (B D f(y)dy < ca(2"%) 1o(Df)(x)

keZ B
< e La(D*f)(2).

This concludes the proof of the theorem.

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Since

) fl@) = J Vi@ +ty — ) - (y — ) dt

by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus for line integrals, we have

f(2)] dy
«(D* J- J- dz
D=1 L |y—z|"+a w gl
dz dy
< t(z — dt
[ [ st —ma—t A
Vi +tz—y))l dy
dz dt
J-”J- J” |y_z|n+a 1 |x_y|nfa
n+a—1
:J <J |V f(u)] 1duf t dt) dy
lu —y I”+"‘ 0o " |z —y|n—o

SR TR
N
1 1
A AL

o o=y

dy du

R™
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where we have made the change of variables u = y + t(z — y) in the fourth estimate. Now,
we use the beta integral identity (see exercise 2.4.9 in [G]), namely

J 1 1 e L(5) T(52) T(32=)
R

dt =
ci=mo f—wee T TT() T(%) T(n-— oitez)

for0 < ay,as <n,a; +as >n.
Applying this with ;1 = n + o — 1 and apg = n — a, we have

|;C1 _ xQ |n70£170¢2

n/QF Loy (e (n=l
Ia(Daf)(x) < z n-k(—azl) (2) ( 21)J |Vf(U;L)_|1 du
T (=) T(252) T(1) Jan T —uf
N
- Ty L(Vf))(@).
QF(T)F(T)
O
Proof of Theorem 2.8. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have
@)~ fol <o 3 g | 1960 — Fol
keN
where B is any ball in R™ centered at x. Applying (11) ylelds
5@ = fal < ealt =) Sy rimef [ D=L,
keN By, J By, |z—y|
—eal-a) Y, r(BmJ[ D f(y) dy
keN By,
Since
r(Br)“
S rmof oy < Y 2 | D" f(y) dy,
keN By i 1Bl Bk\BkH keN Bi+1
and
r(Bgk)* 2°r(B a
> (Bk) J D“f(y)dy:Z#f D f(y) dy
keN | k| Bk+1 keN | k?+1| Bk+1
<27y (|Bk? D f(y) dy,
ken |1ZFkl - JBy
we have
r(Bk)"

F(@) = fal < eall —a)(27) Y

keN

D*f(y) dy
| B | JBk\BkH

iﬁﬁgi; JB ” D f(y) w(y) dy

J |z —y[* D*f(y)
keN ¥ Br\Bi 11 w(B(z, |z — yl))

Since w € A;, we have

(@) = fl < eal = @)(2"7%) [w]a, D]

keN

cn(l—a)2%(2"7%) [w]a,

w(y) dy
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|z —y[®

= (1 — )27 [w]a, J DO (y) w(y) dy.

B w(B(z, |z —yl)

As before, the bound 2%(2"~ )’ is bounded by a dimensional constant since v < 1 and
n > 2. Finally, by letting R — o0, we obtain (13) concluding the proof of the theorem. [J

Proof of Theorem 2.10. As in the proof of Theorem 2.5, we have

1 (87
La*(sn—1) Z 2k(n—a) JBk\Bk—l Dot (y) dy

where B, = B(x, 2¥). Since w € Ay, we have

Tof (x) < en(1 = a) [

keZ Bi\Bi_1
< nonZ J |J;_y|aDaf(y)w(y)dy
keZ Bi\Bi_1
|z — y|*
< Cn,o(.Q J —Daf(y) w(y) dy
, I;Z Bi\Bi_1 U)(B(x7 |x _ y|))

|J,‘ — y|a « w

where Cma,Q = Cn(]- - Ot) HQ‘ Lﬁyw(gn—l)'

4. CONSEQUENCES OF OUR MAIN RESULTS

Recall that a weight w is said to be doubling if there exists a constant D = D(w) such
that

w(B(z,2r)) < Dw(B(z,r))
for all z € R™ and all » > 0.
Theorem 4.1. Let d be a positive constant bigger than one. Let p, q be numbers such that
1<p<dand % - % = % Let w be a doubling weight and assume further that there exists
a positive constant ¢ = c¢(w) such that

w(B(z,7)) = cr?, xeR" r>0, (16)

then

|Tw fllLaqw) < Cuwpa

Remark 4.2. We want to emphasize the need to assume condition (16). Although it is
known that the doubling condition implies the lower Alhfors condition (16), this is only
true for bounded spaces X, i.e. diam(X) < oo. When X is unbounded, the doubling

|l e () -
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condition no longer implies the lower Alhfors condition. For simplicity, consider n = 1,
X =Rand w(z) = |z|~2. Then
T+T

w(B(z, 1)) :j wl~* dy.

This weight w is an A; weight and hence doubling ( [G] (example 9.1.6)). However, w does
not satisfy the lower Alhfors condition. Indeed, suppose that there are constants ¢, d > 0
such that
x+r .
[ btz er

for all x € R and all r > 0. Fix » > 0 and consider z > r, then we have

4
2Wr +r—vr—r)=cr? i

d
— =cr
Vetr+yz—r_
which is a contradiction as x — 0.

1

o = % Let w be a doubling weight and

Corollary 4.3. Suppose 1 < p < nand  —
¢ = c(w) be a positive constant such that

w(zr) = ¢, a.e.x € R". (17)

Then

HwaHLp*(w) < Cup ‘fHLP(w)'

Indeed, observe that (16) becomes w(B(x,r)) = c¢r™ whenever d = n, and hence by the
Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem we have w(x) > ¢, almost everywhere. The conditions
are equivalent in this case.

From [G] (Proposition 9.1.5), if w € A, then w is doubling; more precisely, we have

w(B(x, Ar)) < A [w]a,w(B(z,r))
for all z € R", all » > 0 and all A > 0. Using this, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose 1 < p < n and ]—1) — pi* = % Let w be an Ay weight such that for

a positive constant ¢ = c¢(w)
w(z) = ¢, a.e.x € R™. (18)

Then

HfHLp*(w) < Cupd |VfHLP(w)

forall f € CP(R™).

Proof of Theorem 4.1. For the proof we make a variation of the well known method of Hed-
berg [H]. For any R > 0, we have T, f (z) = T} f(x) + T2 f(z) where

1 _ ly — = w
and

2 £(0) = ly — | w
T2 f(x) jR Ty W e d
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We first estimate 7. f(z) as follows:

ZJT 1m£i@ﬂxmf@”“”@
R 1

<§]%]'wU%m%DJyI<R.ﬂww@My
Cuw

\Zﬁm,uaﬁ%»LxRﬁ@wm@

< Cyp RM f(x)

where we have utilized the doubling property of w in the third estimate. For T2 f(x), by
Hoélder’s inequality, we have:

1
ly — a|”

T2 ( ) HfHLp(w) (Jh/—;dzfi ’U)(B(il,', |y — CL’|))p/ ’LU(y) dy)
- < ly—al”
= W lzr (,;1 Jzk_lR<|yz|<2kR w(B(x ly — x|))¥’ ) dy)

0 okp T, kR
S R||f| o) (Z - (B(:i 2(k 12R))))/>

k=1

ﬁ\l"

kp'

< Cup R flLew (2 x, 261 R))P' =

1-d - 2kr’ "
< Cup R% [ flioqw) | D D Dd
h—1

where we have utilized the doubling condition on w in the fourth estimate and condition

(16) in the last estimate. Since (p’ — 1)d = -4 > —2- — p/, the sum in the last displa
p—1 p—1 play

H
v
Y o

converges, and hence

T2f(2) < Curpa B | £l o
This estimate and the estimate for 7} f (x) imply

T f (@) < Cupa | R fl oy + RMEF ()]

Notice that the right-hand side attains its minimum value at
R (4 =D fleo \
M f () ’

|fHZp(w) qu,f(x)lif.

so we have

al

wa(x) < Cw,p,d
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Recall that the centered weighted maximal function is defined by

Mg f(x) = sup ——

r~0 w(B(z,7)) JBW) fly)wly) dy

is bounded from LP(w) to LP(w). Therefore, we have

[BBM1]
[BBM2]
[EE]

[FL]

[FGuW]
[G]
[HMP1]

[HMP2]

[HMPV]

[AK]
[MPW]
(H]

(L]

[Pon]

[Spl

1T flzow) < Coond 1 gy | OLEH) 5 Loy

P o 12
= Cw,p,d Hf”ip(w) HwaHLp(LiU)

1—2

< Cupa F 1y 11508y = 17 o)
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