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S-DIMENSIONAL SHARP MAXIMAL FUNCTION AND ITS
APPLICATIONS

YOU-WEI BENSON CHEN AND ALEJANDRO CLAROS

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study S-dimensional sharp maximal operator defined
as

#oeiN o aun L 8
MG f(z) = sgpclreluf{xcg(r)w /Q |f — ¢l dHos,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes in R? with sides pararell to the co-
ordinate axes, £(Q) is the length side of @ and "Hgo is the Hausdorff content. In
particular, we prove Fefferman-Stein inequality for M?f by giving a good lambda
estimate for S-dimensional sharp maximal operator in the context of Hausdorff con-
tent. Additionally, we prove the Muckenhoupt-Wheeden inequality in this framework
by establishing a good lambda inequality of independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the recent paper [8], a John-Nirenberg inequality is established within the framework
of Hausdorff content. Specifically, for 5 € (0, d], the condition

1
1.1 U 8 := sup inf —/ u—c dHfo < +o00,
(1) Iuleniosian) = sup inf grws [ u—c

is shown to be equivalent to the following exponential decay estimate:
(1.2) HE ({o € Q : Ju(x) — cq| > t}) < Cpl(Q)” exp(—cpt),

for some constants cg, Cg > 0, for all ¢ > 0, for all subcubes Q) C @, and for a suitable
choice of cg € R. In here, HZ, denotes the Hausdorff content defined as

HP (F) := inf {Zwm‘f :EC U B(ﬂiiﬂ"i)} ;
i=1

i=1

where wg 1= nh/2 /T (% + 1) is a normalized constant. When 8 = d, this result recovers

the classical John-Nirenberg theorem given in [19]. For 8 € (0, d), this result demonstrates
a self-improving property for functions whose bounded mean oscillation is controlled
on subspaces of dimension (3, quantified via the Hausdorff content. The motivation to
define such a space arose from the consideration of certain, sharp forms of the Sobolev
embedding in the critical exponent [IL[111[13L20128], as in this regime one often finds not
only the well-known exponential integrability estimate but even estimates of this type
along lower dimensional sets. The main contribution of [8] was the observation that the
1
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maximal function M s.¢ with respect to dyadic Hausdorff content HE:Q (see Section 2
for definitions) exhibits the weak type (1,1) estimate

({8 Myor > ) < [ s

despite the inherent nonlinearity of the Choquet integral with respect to H2:®.

Introduced by Fefferman and Stein in [14], the sharp maximal function is defined as
1
M# f(z) = supxole) [ 11 = ol dv
Q Qg

where fg = ﬁ fQ f dy. Moreover, the Fefferman-Stein inequality is established in [14]

to study the intermediate spaces between BMO and LP(R?). Specifically, there exists a
constant C, depending only on the dimension d and the exponent p, such that

(1.3) Ml r@ay < CIMP fllpgey  for 1 <p < oo.
Here, M f denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of f, defined as

IQI /'f'dy

Additionally, the definition of BMO” naturally leads to the introduction of the S-dimensional
sharp maximal operator M?}E defined as follows.

Mf(x):= sup
Q

Definition 1.1. Let 0 < 5 < d € N. The p-dimensional sharp mazimal operator of a
function f in R® is defined as

(1.4) ./\/l?f( ) —suplnf xo(z / |f —c| dHE,

(see also [18, p. 16] for the ﬁ—dzmenswnal sharp mazximal function defined with respect to
balls in Fuclidean space).

It is easy to see that Mz&f Sa,p Mys f, where M, s denotes the S-dimensional
maximal operator introduced in [9], defined as

1
M —sp———— / dHE,.
na @ = ) Jaem

The first main result of this paper is an extension of ([3]) within the framework of
LP(HE), we show the Fefferman-Stein inequality for the 3-dimensional sharp maximal
operator M?}E f, which generalizes the result in (I3]). Our approach utilizes the good

lambda inequality for the S-dimensional sharp maximal function M? f as stated in The-
orem [3I] combining the packing condition of Hausdorff content with the good lambda
estimate in [I4].

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < 3 < d €N and 0 < py < oo. Let f € L}, (HA,) such that
(1.5) sup tPHZ ({z e RY: My f(x) >t}) < oo for all N > 0.
0<t<N o

Then there exists a constant C' = C(p,d, 8) > 0 such that
1) [Mocs ]z, = € 125

Lr(HE, Lr(HE,
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for all po < p < o0, and also
(1.7) 1M,

<ol

B
o ‘ Lpoe (HE Lp>= (HE)

for all py < p < 0.

Remark 1.3. The condition (L) is quite general, and it is satisfied, for example, for
each function f € LPo(HB.) if po > 1.

Let 0 < a < d. We recall that the Riesz potential of order a of a measure p is defined

by
_ ! dp(y)
) = 555 L Tt

where v(a) = 7%/22°T(a/2)T((d — ) /2) ! is a normalization constant. We shall denote
I.f to represent I, p where du(z) = f(x)dz. It is well-known that B. Muckenhoupt and
R. L. Wheeden proved in [2I, Theorem 1] that for 1 < p < oo,

(1.8) [HapllLr ey < CllMapl Lo gy,
where the fractional maximal function M u is defined as
1(Q)
M p(z) = sup
W= HQy

As before we shall denote M, f to represent M, u where du(x) = f(x)dz. The proof of
(L) employs the good lambda inequality for the fractional maximal function. Later, in
[2], Adams provided an alternative proof of (L) with additional assumption f € L"(R%)
for some r > 1 based on the following pointwise estimate of independent interest:

(1.9) M*(Lof) (@) = Ma f(2),

for every nonnegative measurable function f in R? such that I, f € L}OC(Rd).

Our second main result is a refinement of (9] in the context of the S-dimensional
sharp maximal operator, formulated as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Let f be a nonnegative measurable function in R such that I f €
L} (RY). Then for B € (d— «,d|, it holds that

loc
M (Lo f)(@) = Ma f(x).

Theorem [T 4 helps us to study the local behavior of functions of bounded S-dimensional
mean oscillation, and it provides an analog of [10, Theorem 1.6] concerning the local
Morrey space (see Section 2 for precise definition). More precisely, let Q0 be an open set
and f > 0 such that I, f € L{ _(R?). Then we have

loc

o fllBmos (@) = [ fllmee) for B e (d—a,d].

Theorem and Theorem [[4] naturally led one to inquire whether there is an ana-
log of B. Muckenhoupt and R. L. Wheeden’s result in (L8) in the context of LP(H5.)-
boundedness. We now state the third result of this paper, which contains (L8] as a
particular case with g = d.
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Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < a<deN, e (d—a,d], 1 <p<ooandp be alocally finite
measure. Then there exists C = C(d,«, ) > 0 such that

(1.10) ”IQUHLP(HEO) < OPHMQ,MHLP(HZ;),
and
(1.11) HIaU”Lp,oo(Hfo) < OpHMa/LHLp,oo(ch)-

Remark 1.6. The linear dependence on p is a consequence of the exponential decay in
our good lambda inequality, stated in Theorem [2.3.

As a consequence, we present the following corollary, which extends [2 Corollary (iii)]
to the LP(H5) setting.

Corollary 1.7. Let 0 < a <d €N, r > 1, 3 € (d — a,d] and f € L"(R?) be a non-
negative function. Then the functions I f, M f, and M?(Iaf) have comparable norms
in LP(HE) for 1 < p < oco.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews the necessary preliminaries for
defining the Choquet integral with respect to Hausdorff content and discusses their basic
properties, such as Holder’s inequality and the quasi-linearity of Ll(Hgo). This section
also covers the weak type (1,1) estimate for dyadic maximal function and a minor mod-
ification of the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition with respect to the dyadic Hausdorff
content presented in [8) Theorem 3.1]. In Section 3, we give the good lambda estimates
for the S-dimensional sharp maximal function M?}E f, and we use it to prove Theorem
In section 4, we prove the pointwise estimate in Theorem [[.4] and use this result to
provide an alternative proof of Theorem with additional assumption, following the
approach in [2]. Finally, in Section 5, we give the good lambda estimates for the fractional
maximal function M, and we prove Theorem

2. PRELIMINARIES

We begin with recalling the definition of the Choquet integral with respect to an outer
measure H. Let H be an outer measure, that is, H satisfies the following properties:

(i) H(D) =0;
(i) If EC F, then H(E) < H(F);
(iii) If E C |J;2, E;, then

HE) <Y H(E)

The Choquet integral of a nonnegative function f over a set 2 with respect to outter
measure H is then defined as:

(2.1) /Qde:—/OOOH({ZEGQZf(I)>t})dt.

A utilitarian way to deal with the Choquet integral with respect to the Hausdorff
content H? is to move between the dyadic Hausdorff content H%:% which is defined as
follows:
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Definition 2.1. Let 0 < 3 < d € N and Q be a cube in R, Then for every E C R?, we
define the dyadic Hausdorff content H3:% of E as

(2.2) HEQ(E) := inf {ZE(Qi)B tEc|JQi, Qie D(Q)}

i=1
where D(Q) denotes the collection of all dyadic cube generated by Q.
While the Hausdorff content H2. is not strongly subadditive if 8 < d, it can be shown

that the dyadic Hausdorff content #2:@ is strongly subadditive for any cube @ C R¢ and
thus satisfies

2.3 / fi dHE9 < /f—d?—lfg,Q

(see [24, Proposition 3.5 and 3.6] for usual dyadic case and [8, Proposition 2.6 and Propo-
sition 2.10] for general cube Q). Moreover, there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that for
every cube Q C R?,

1
Cs
for all E C R%(see Proposition 2.3 in [27] and Proposition 2.11 in [8]) and thus

(2.5) [ Y nae=c3y [ gans,
R =1 j=1 7R

by definition of Choquet integral ([2.1]).

(2.4) HLP(E) < HE(E) < CaHRO(E)

Next, we outline the basic properties of the Choquet integral with respect to the
Hausdorff content. The following lemma can be found in [I5] p. 5], with its proof referred
to in [4] and [5, Chapter 4].

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 < 8 < d € R?% and Q C R%. Then the following statements hold:

(i) For a >0 and nonnegative functions f in R%, we have
[at@ it =a [ sa) ans;
Q Q
(ii) For monnegative functions fi and fo in RY, we have
fi(@) + fa(w) dHE, <2 ( file) dHE, + | fa(x) d%i) ;
Q Q Q

(111) Let 1 < p < oo, and p' defined by % + % = 1. Then for nonnegative functions fi
and fo in R, we have

| n@n) §2( | nay dHfo)’l’ ( | iy’ dﬂfo);'.

Furthermore, the following estimates of weak and strong types hold:

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 <n < d.
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(i) If1<p< % and B = d — np, then there exists a constant Ay depending on d, n
and p such that

(/ <Mnf>PdH§0)pSA1 ( / |f|pdx)”;
Rd Rd

(i) If p= % with d —n < B < d, then there exists a constant Ay depending on d,

n and p such that

Mooy < A2 [ 161 o
]Rd

In here, LP>®(R%;HE ) denotes the vector spaces of all the functions f : R — R
satisfying

1
P

11 oo rtsasy = sup AHE, ({& € RT: | f(2)] > A})™ < oo
’ A>0

The demonstration of assertion (i) is based on the one weight inequality established
in [25] Theorem B]. For assertion (ii), specifically when 8 = n — ), the derivation is given
in [7, Lemma 3.2]. Moreover, both assertions (i) and (ii) are provided in [4] Theorem 7],
which discusses these in the framework of Hausdorfl content, as outlined in Lemma [2.3]

A function f: R? — R is said to be in LP(HEO; Q) provided f is ’H,go—quasi continuous
(see [8 p. 2] for definition) and

1
11 oy = </Q Tk dHfo) < 0.

In the rest of the paper, we adopt the convention LP(HZ ) = LP(HZ ;RY). Moreover, it
has been shown in [3] that

(2.6) HfHLl(’Hgo;Q) = sup /Q f du.

”F‘”Mﬁ(n)gl

In here, M?(§) denotes the vector space of all Radon measure in R? satisfying

B(z,r)NQ
MB(Q) = {/'L c Mloc(Q) : ||/1‘||MB(Q) = sup M < OO},
zeQ,r>0 r

where Mj,.(Q) is the set of locally finite Radon measures in {2.

We now give the definition of the dyadic maximal function MHB,QO, which is intro-
duced in [§].
Definition 2.4. Let 0 < 8 < d € N and Qo be a cube in R%. The dyadic mazimal
function associate to H2:Q0 is defined as

7 .

FlanZ®,

@ oV

where the supremum is taken over all the dyadic cubes Q in D(Qq) containing x.

MHI;QOf(JI) = sgp
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In particular, a weak type (1,1) estimate for dyadic maximal function proved in [8]
Theorem 3.1] asserts that for any ¢ > 0, the inequality

C
(2.7) 3480 ({x ERY: M, a0 f > t}) < ?/ |f| dHP:Qo
& Rd
holds for all nonnegative function f.

Remark 2.5. Note that in [8, Theorem 3.1], f is assumed to be in L'(H5.). However,
one finds that the assumption

/ |f] dHE < oo
Rd

is sufficient for the weak type estimate ([2.7) by just following the original proof. (That
is, the assumption of f being quasi-continuous is not necessary for (27).)

The following lemma, concerning the comparison of the Hausdorff content of level sets
of M, s and M, 5., is given in [9, Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 2.6. Let Qo be a cube in RZ.  Then there exist constants C = C(d,[3) and
C =C(d,B) such that

e, ({x ERY: M, f(z) > t}) < CHP. ({x ERY: Myys.00f(2) > cg—md)t})

holds for every monnegative function f.

We next record a lemma concerning the packing condition of dyadic cubes, which is a
small modification of [8, Proposition 2.11] and [22, Lemma 2].

Lemma 2.7. Suppose {Q;} is a family of non-overlapping dyadic cubes subordinate
to some cube lattice D(Q). Then there exists a subfamily {Q;,} and a family of non-
overlapping ancestors Q such that

(1)
UQJ C UQM UUQI@
J k k
(2)

Z 0Q;,)? <20(Q)P, for each dyadic cube Q.
Qj, CQ

(3)

HEP Q) < D 4@+ UQw)”
k,Qj) ZQm k

< Z K(ij)ﬁ
k

< 2HE(U;Q;).
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Proof. An application of Proposition 2.11 in [§] yields a subfamily {Q;, }+ of {Q;}; and
a family of non-overlapping ancestors {Qy }» which satisfy the properties (1), (2) and

(Qk)P < Y 4(Qy,)° for each Q.
Qj; CQx

Moreover, using the subadditive of H&QU, we obtain

HEP Q) < Y 0@+ UQw)”
k

k,Qj), ZQm
< D U+ Y U’
k,Qjp, LQm k,Qj, CQm

(2.8) = UQs)".
k
Now, it is left to show that
(2.9) > UQj)P < 2HLR(U;Q;).
k

To this end, we let {Qm}m C D(Qo) be a maximal collection of dyadic cubes such that
7 m
The property (2) then yields that
DUQT=d0 > U@
k m k;ij CQm

<D 20Qm)’
and (29) follows by taking the infimum over all such families of dyadic cubes {Q }m. O

The condition (2) in Lemma [Z7] is called packing condition, and an important appli-
cation is that for any f > 0, one has the estimate

(2.10) S| FdHER <2 / fHE .

e Y Qi UrQjy,

The following lemma restates the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition for dyadic Haus-
dorff content given in [8] Theorem 3.4]. This lemma will play an important role in the
proof of Lemma [3.I] and we provide the proof here for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.8. Let Qo be a cube and X\ > 0. If
HEQo({x e RY: M s.a0 f(z) > A}) < oo,

then there exists a countable collection of non-overlapping dyadic cubes {Qy} subordinate
to Qo such that

(i) Up @Qr = {z € RT: M, 5,00 f(2) > A},
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1) {Qr} is the maximal subcollection of all the dyadic cubes contained in
Y
{;v eR?: M,HL;QO f(x) > )\}.

(iti) X < gy Jo, |1 HES < 2P,
() |f(z)] <X for HP -a.e. = &, Qk,

Proof. Let {Q;}; be the collection of all the dyadic cubes contained in {z € R? :
M, s f(z) > A}, Since HERo({x € R? : M s f(z) > A}) < oo, the maximal
subcollection of {Q;}; exists and we denote it as {Qy}. In particular, we have

UQk ={zeR*: M, .00 f() > A}
K

and thus

1
A< —/ dME:e.
LQr)? Jo, ]

Now let Q) denotes the parent of Qy, for each k. Using the fact Q. is not contained in
€ R M, 500 f(x) > A, we have

L 8.0 < 1 5.2,
sy J, 1M < s [ e <

Finally, (iv) follows by the Lebesgue differential theorem with respect to dyadic Hausdorff
content given in [8, Theorem 3.3].

O

3. GOOD LAMBDA ESTIMATES FOR THE [3-DIMENSIONAL SHARP MAXIMAL FUNCTION
AND PROOF OF THEOREM

In [14], Fefferman and Stein shows the L?(R¢) boundeness of sharp maximal function
M7 f based on the good lambda estimate

(3.1) HreR*: Mf >t} <|{zeR*: M#f> %}| + %Hx ER: Mf >27""1t}

for all positive ¢ and A. Here, we give an extension of (3.I)) in the context of Hausdorff
content whose proof is parallel to the one given in [I4]. There are some difficulties due
to the nonlinearity of the Choquet integral, which we overcome through the use of the
packing condition in Lemma 2.7

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < < d € N, Qg be a cube in R, f be a function in R and
w:(0,00) = [0,00] be defined as

(3.2) p(t) == HLP [z e RY: Mys.a0 f(x) > 1}).

Then for any t > 0 and A > 0, we have

(3.3) plt) < HEO (€ R M o 7(2) > )+ S22,
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where M?,Qof is the dyadic sharp maximal function defined by

1
M f(x):= sup inf xgo(x —/ f—c dq_[gé@o.
paf (0) QeD(Qo) °€R o )f(Q)ﬂ Q| |

Proof. Fixt > 0, we apply Lemma[2.8and obtain countable collections of non-overlapping
dyadic cubes {Q%}, and {Qiiﬁﬁt}k such that properties (i) to (iv) in Lemma [Z.§ hold
for A = ¢t and A = 27°72¢ respectively. That is, the collection of cubes {Q%}r and

{Q2 "7ty satisty

(A1) Uk Q}i ={z e R? M,Hgo,Qof(.I) > t},

(A2) {Q%}k is the maximal subcollection of all the dyadic cubes contained in the set
{x e R?: M, 5,00 f(z) > t},

(A3) t < grgrys Jou 1f] dHES < 251,

(Aq) |f(z)| <t for HP -ae. z &, QL

and

(B) U, Q2" = {w e R Mys.00 f(2) > 279721,

(B2) {Q%’ﬂﬂt} % is the maximal subcollection of all the dyadic cubes contained in the
set {x € R*: Myys.ao0 f(x) > 27F=2¢1,

(B3) 2-8-24 < W fQifﬁ—zt |f] d’}—[&@o < %7

(B4) |f(33)| < 2=B=2¢ for HB -ae. x ¢ Uk ifﬁ—zt'

Since t > 27572t we have the cubes in {Q%}, are sub-cubes of the cubes in {Q;T&zt}k
by (A2) and (Bsz). Thus,

{Qh}r = A1 U A,

where

Avi= {4 04 € Q2 for some y and Q2,1 € o € R M, f(0) > ) |
and

Avi= {04 04 € Q2 for some o and Q2,1 ¢ o € B M, f(0) > ) |
The subadditivity of H2:%0 then implies that

(34) p HL> | U ek ) +ma | U o
QreA QreAz

It is easy to see that

(3.5) U @ic {x Mg (@) > %}

QiLeA
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and thus

(3.6) HE® | | @i | < HE® ({x;M;onf(xp%}).

QreAr

Now the proof is complete if we show that

w(27P72).

| o0

(3.7) nee | | @i <
QteAs

To this end, let {Q/ }x be the subset of {Q2 "~ “*}; which is defined as
{QL}) = {Q € {Qiiﬂfzt}k : @ contains some cube in Ag} .

Applying Lemma 2.7 to {Q} }x, we then obtain a subfamily {Q} }, and a family of
non-overlapping ancestors {Qy }x such that

Uekr clJew ulJas,
k v k

Z 0(Q}.)" <20(Q) for each dyadic cube @ € D(Qo),
ko CQ

(3.8) HE <UQ;>S S U@)T+ D UQR?

k v,Q%, ZQu k
< 2HE% <U Q%) :
k

In particular, let Q" {Q;cu bo U {Qk}k, we have @)’ contains a cube in Ay C {Qiiﬂizt}k
and thus

Q¢ {x : Mngf(x) > %}

It then follows from (Bs), (Bs) and definition of M?,Qo f that

1 t
B,Qo « =
(3.9) GUE /Q IdHE® < 5
and
1 t t
- — cny B,Q0 <« mi - 2
(3.10) QP /Q/ |f —cqr| dHES0 < min (A’4>7
where

7 ),
cgr = argmin ———— f—c dHfO’QO.
VTR Jo
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Moreover, the combination of [23)), (3.9) and (B10) gives

1
leqr| = |cqr| dHE20
U@ Jo
1
< cqr — fl dHE2 + / fldH5e
é(Q/) QllQ | é /ﬁ Q/||
<t+t
=44
t
5

Thus, if Qf, € A2 and Qf, C Q’, then
(311) [ 15w - cqlani = [ i1ani - cou@ry’

> H(@4)" - S0(QL)"
= 0@

Now we apply Lemma2Tland (28] to A; and obtain a non-overlapping subfamily {QZJ +i
of Ay satisfying

(3.12) > UQ4,)" < 20(Q)” for each dyadic cube Q € D(Qy)
L cQ
and
(3.13) Hoe |l Qi< Ze Qi,)’
Q' €Ay

Now combining estimates (B11)) and [B.I3]), we get
1) HXO | U Qi) <D ouen)”
J

Qi Az
SN w@) +>] Y. )’

voQf, S0k, koQp CQx
J
XX, Ve o
vQ,CQ,
DI RTETAES
ko, cOx O

4
<15y | aa
v Y@k,
4
#3301 cq lanz
k JQk
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where the last inequality follows the packing condition (12 of {sz }; and (210). Fi-

nally, using the fact that {Q} }x is a subfamily of {Qiiﬁfzt}k and estimates (B.8), (3:10)
and (.I4), we obtain

4
nee | U @) <1 [ 17— co s
QteAs v V@,
4
‘f’gZ/~ |f—CQk|d'Hg<’)QO
kY Qk
S DNCTREES SCE
tA ko k
v k
§’H5’Q° U Ql
A o - k
8 1/6.Qo 276724
JHEe (et

k

IN

IN

IN

8
= —u(27P 2%
T )
which completes the proof. 0

We next give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[T2. Let Qo = [0,1] x --- x [0,1] € RY. By Lemma 6 we deduce
there exist C'1, Cy,C's > 0 such that

p o0
M5 f d'H,go:p/ tPIHE (Jz eRY: Ms fz) >t}) di
[ () 0 ({ wed(@)>1})
< Clp/ =198 ({x ER: M, 5.0, f(2) > 022’(5+d)t}) dt
o &
P
= ﬁ;QO
Cs /]Rd (MH&Qof) dHE™".
Moreover, it is easy to see that there exists C' > 0 such that

M o f@) < CME f().
Thus, the proof is complete once we show that there exists C' = C’(p,d, §) such that

B,Qo £\P B:,Qo « # P B,Qo
(3.15) /Rd (ME2f)! anl < /Rd (ME ) anie.
To this end, we apply Lemma [3.I] and obtain that for any ¢ > 0 and A > 0,
t 16 45
(3.16) ult) < HED (o € B Mg T(@) > 1)+ ou(2 ),
where

u(t) = HEQo ({x eR?: M0 f(z) > t}) .
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In particular, for any N > 0, using (3.16) and change of variables, we obtain

N N
t
(3.17) p/o P () dt < p/o WL ({z e R MY f(2) > Z}) dt

8 N
+ —p/ P (278 72) dt
A" Jo

< App/o PHED ({z € RY: ME o, f(x) > 1)) dt

] N
+2(ﬂ+2)p2p/ = u(t) dt
0

N
:AP/ ( ZEQ f)p dH&Qo+2(6+2)p§p/ =1 u(t) dt.
R e A" Jo

Moreover, we observe that

N N NP—Po
/ P pu(t) dt < MN/ PPl gt = My
0 0 P—"Po

where My := sup tPu(t) < oo by (LI). Therefore, we may subtract both sides of

< 00,

0<t<N
inequality (BI7) with 205+2r&, fON tP=1u(t) dt and obtain
8 N .
(3.18) (1 —2(B+2)pz)p/0 tPLu(t) dt < AP /Rd (M?,Qof) AP,

By choosing A = 2(‘3;62)’) and letting N — oo in inequality ([BI8]), we obtain

l/ (M0 f)p B0 — tim (1- p/th_lu(t) dt
2 R Hos ™0 > N —o00 2 0
2(;3+2)P2 " P
-z B,Q
<0 /R (MEo,f)" ani

by monotone converge theorem. This completes the proof of (B.15).
To prove ([IL7), it is sufficient to show that there exist C' = C'(p, d, 8) such that

(3.19) IME2 | iy < €| ME o

Let N > 0, using again ([B.I6]), multiplying by #? and taking the supremum over 0 < A < N
we obtain the following estimate,

Leoo (M)

16 t
sup tPu(t) <— sup tPu(27P7%)+ sup PHE0({z e RY: M?Q flx)> =}
0<t<N A g<i<n 0<t<N o A
9(B+2)p+1 R
= sup  tPu(t) + AP sup tPHEQ({z e RY: ME o, f(x) > t})
A 0<t<2-B-2N o<t<i '
9(B+2)p+1 ut) + 47 | t#
< T sup Pu(t)+ H ,
A O<t£N K p.a0f Lp:oo(HE,)

for all A > 0. Observe that the first term is finite,

sup tPu(t) < MyNPTPO < oo,
0<t<N
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2(B+2)p+4

where My := sup tPpu(t) < oo by (L5). We take A > 0 such that Z——— = 1. that
0<t<N

is A = 208+2)p+5  Then, since the right-hand side is finite, we can absorb it into the
left-hand side, and we obtain,

sup tPu(t) < 9((B+2)p+5)p+1 HM?QO
0<t<N ’

We conclude the proof of BI9) letting N — oo. O

Lroo (1)

4. POINTWISE ESTIMATE OF FRACTIONAL MAXIMAL FUNCTION AND SHARP MAXIMAL
FUNCTION OF I, f

In this section, we will first give the proof of Theorem[I.4land then provide an analogous
of Theorem based on Adams’s approach. We begin with a result which can be found
in [9, Lemma 2.2] and [16, Proposition 2.3] and is an extension of [22, Lemma 3].

Lemma 4.1. Let f >0 and 0 < a < 8<deN. Then

8

rang <2 ([ 55 ane)
R4 o R4

With Lemma [l on can immediately establish

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < a < 8 < d € N. Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending
only on a and 8 such that

M f(z) < CME f(x)

for all x € RY.

Proof. Let 0 < a < 8 < d. Fix x € R? and @ be a cube containing =. An application of
Lemma [£.J] and Holder’s inequality in Lemma (iii) yields that

1 1 a
,Hg (Q)/Qlf_cQ|ngo§§,H5 Q) (/Qlf_cQ|F ngo)

mgz(@%( 1 » )
< oia Vel e

< OME f(w),
where
cg = argerlgin é(é)a /Q |f —cql dHS
and
o BHL(QF
aH5%(Q)

Taking the supremum over all cubes @) such that x € @, we obtain

M f(x) < OME f(@).
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We next record two results from [10, Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.8].

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < a <d €N, 0 < e < a, Q be an open cube in R? with centre x
and f be a real-valued function in R®. If supp f C 2Q, then I f € LY (Q;HI ) and

there exists a constant C' depending only on d, o and € such that
(1) [ M| 4474 < CHQY™ 4 Mo f(aa).
Q

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 < a < d €N, 3 € (0,d], Q be an open cube in R with centre x
and f be a real-valued function with supp f C (2Q)¢. If Inf € Li, (RY), then I, f is
continuous in @ and there exists ¢ € R such that

(4.2) /Q L f — ¢ dHE. < CHQ)’ Maf(x0).

The combination of Lemma 3] and 4] readily yields the following pointwise estimate
concerning S-dimensional sharp maximal function and fractional maximal function.

Lemma 4.5. Let 0 < a < d € N, 0 < ¢ < a. If I,f € L. (R, then I.f €

loc

LY (Q; HI-oF2) and for every x € R?, there exists a constant C depending only on d,
«, € such that

(4.3) M (I f)(z) < CMaf ().

For the proof of Lemma 35 we introduce S-dimensional centered sharp maximal
operator M?}E’c f(z) of a function f which is defined as

1
MECf(2) = su inf—/ —c| dHE.,
where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q with center x. It is easy to see that there

exists a constant C'g > 0 such that
(4.4) ME“f (@) < ME[ (@) < CoME“f ().

Proof. Suppose that I,f € L} (R?). Let @ be a cube in R? with centre zo and f; =

loc

fx20, fa = f — fi. Then there exists a constant ¢ € R and C depending on d, a, € such
that

/ Laf — o dHisote = / Lo fi + L fo — | dHA=0+
Q Q

<2 (/ |Iof1| dHoFe +/ |Iof2 — ¢ d%io“+5>
Q Q

< 200Q)" T Maf(z0),

where we use Lemma [£3] and Lemma 4] in the last inequality. Now dividing both sides
with £(Q)¢~**¢ and taking the supremum over all cubes @) with centre z, we obtain

ME(I,f)(@) < OMaf (@)
and thus
ME (Lo f)(z) < CMaf(x)
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by ({4).

We now give the proof of Theorem [I.4]

Proof. Let x € R%. By Lemma 5] we have
MG (1. f)(z) § Ma f(2).
The combination of (I9) and Lemma 2] yields that
Mo f(x) = M#(Iaf)(x) S M?(Iaf)(x)v
which completes the proof.

O

Now, we use the previous result to provide an alternative proof of Theorem with
an additional assumption, following the approach in [2].

Theorem 4.6. Let 0 < a<deN,0<p<oo and B € (d— a,d]. If f is a function in
R? such that there exists 0 < py < p such that

(4.5) sup tP°HE ({z e R?: M s Lo f(x) > t}) < o0 for all N >0,
0<t<N =

then there exists a constant C' = C(d, o, 8,p) such that
”IafHLp(HgO) < C”MafHLp(Hfo)-

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume f > 0 and
(4.6) ”MafHLp(Hfo) < Q.
This yields that I, f € L} (R%). To see this, we observe that M, f € LP(H2,) implies

loc

that M, f € L"(R?) for r = %d by Lemma @I and thus I, f € L"(R?) by ([LX). It follows
that I,f € Li _(R%). Now we apply Theorem and Theorem [[4] to I, f and deduce

loc

that there exists a constant C' = C(d, a, 8, p) such that
”IafHLp(Hfjo) < HM?—L& (Iaf)||Lp(H§o)
< C”M?(Iaf)”Lp(Hfo)
< C”MafHLp(Hfo)a
which completes the proof. O

Finally, we give the proof of Corollary [L.7

Proof. Since f € L"(R?), we have I,f € L} (R%). It then follows immediately from
Theorem [I.4] that
HM?(Iaf)HLp(HEO) = HMaf”Lp(Hgo)-

Moreover, since

Maf(x) S Cd,alaf(x)
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we have

(4'7) HMafHLp(ch) < Cd,a”IafHLp(ch)'
The combination of Theorem and inequality (7)) gives

HMaf”Lp(Hgo) = HIafHLp(Hfo)a
which completes the proof.

O

5. GOOD LAMBDA ESTIMATE FOR RIESZ POTENTIAL WITH RESPECT TO HAUSDORFF
CONTENT AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem To this end, we first prove a
good lambda inequality with exponential decay, following the ideas of [I7] and using the
packing condition to avoid difficulties due to the nonlinearity of the Hausdorff content.
We conclude the section with some consequences of the exponential decay on the good-
lambda estimate.

First, we define a dyadic version of the Riesz potential, which we will use to approxi-
mate I,. We begin with the definition of a dyadic grid. A dyadic grid D is a countable
family of cubes with the following properties

(1) For each Q € D, ¢(Q) = 2* for some k € Z.
(2) Given Q,P € D, then QN P € {0, P,Q}.
(3) For each k € Z, the set Dy, = {Q € D : £(Q) = 2*} is a partition of R<.

The following dyadic operator will play a central role in the proof of the good lambda
estimate.

Definition 5.1. Let 0 < a < d € N and let D a dyadic grid. We define the dyadic Riesz
potential with respect to D of a locally finite measure u, by

Pu) = 3 AL o).

—XQ
2 0Q)

Dyadic Riesz potentials were first introduced by E. Sawyer and R. L. Wheeden [26].
We will use the following result by D. Cruz-Uribe and K. Moen (see [12, Proposition 2.2])
to approximate the Riesz potential by a linear combination of dyadic Riesz potential.

Proposition 5.2. Given 0 < a < d € N, and a locally finite measure u, then for any
dyadic grid D,

(5.1) I20(w) < caalap(@).
Conversely, we have that

I pu(z) <cgo max Io?i x),
p(x) < cq, ey p()

where

D' = {2770, 1) + m + (~=1)¥5) : k € Z,m € 27}, ie{q%}%
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Hence, the Riesz potential is pointwise equivalent to a linear combination of dyadic Riesz
potentials, that is,

(5.2) Lap(e) Za0 Y I3 pla).
i€{0,3}4

We should mention that the proof of the previous result in [12] is made for functions,
but a detailed inspection of the proof shows that the same proof works for measures.

Now, we state the main result of this section. The result is an extension of the good
lambda inequality proved in [I7], which improves the classical result of B. Muckenhoupt
and R. L. Wheeden [21].

Theorem 5.3. Let 0 < a < d, § € (d — «,d] and let D be a dyadic grid. Then, there
exist constants C,c > 0 depending on d, «, B such that

(5.3) HE ({z € R : IPp(z) > 20, Mou(z) < eX}) <Ce  eHE ({x € RY: IPu(x) > A})

for all X\ >0 and all 0 < € < 1 and all locally finite measure p.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove (5.3) for the dyadic content 290, where Qg is a cube in
D, since both contents are equivalent by (2.4)).

Fix A > 0and 0 < ¢ < 1. We denote G = {x € R% : IPu(z) > \}. We can assume
without loss of generality H2:9°(G) < co. Let {@Q}}; the maximal collection of dyadic
cubes subordinates to D contained in G with respect to the inclusion.

Applying Lemma 27 to the family {Q;} j we obtain a subfamily {Q?k} r and a family
of non-overlapping ancestors {Qy}x such that

1)
a=UercUesulJaen
k k k
)

Z 4 Q\k)ﬂ < 20(Q)P, for each dyadic cube Q.
Q3. CQ

HEQWUQN < D UQL)T+D U@
k.Qj, ZQm k

<2y 0@’
k
< 2HE (U;Q3).
Define S = {z € R? : TP ju(x) > 2\, Mopu(z) < eX}. Since Gay C G, we observe that
S CGar C Gy =JQ) ulJ@x,
k

k
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and then we have

Sc |J {ze@) :IDu@) > 2x Map(z) < X}
k:Q) ZQm

Uz € @+ I2n(z) > 2), Map(z) < e}
k

Using the subadditivity of 2?0 we obtain

HEX(S) < Y HEP{r e Q) : IDu(x) > 2\, Map(z) < e}
k:Q) ZQm

+ 3 HEX (o € Qi : IPu(x) > 20, Map(z) < eA}).
k

(5.4)

Fix Q' € {Q} }x U {Qx}k, and let us define S = {x € Q' : IPu(x) > 2\, Mau(z) <
eA}. We can assume that Sg/ is non-empty.
We have the following estimate on the tail of the potential
> o <A
22 TQ)
Q2Q’
by the definition of G and observing that either @’ is a maximal cube of the family

{Q7};, or it contains a maximal cube in {Q}};. Let jo € Z such that £(Q') = 2/ and
m € N to be chosen later. If x € Sg/, we have

Pu)= Y A9

reQeD K(Q)d_a

_ Q) HQ) nQ)
S 2 it 2 dgee 2 g

reQeD rzeQeD rzeQeD
Q2Q’ 2/0=m < () <270 (Q)<2i0—m
<A+ mMap(x) + Z %
reQeD
0(Q)<270m
Atmed+ Y gel),
k<jo—m

where gg(z) is defined as

(@Q)
gr(@) = =l forkez
zeépk (Q)?

and Dy, = {Q € D : £(Q) = 2¥}. Observe that only one nonzero term exists for each x in
the previous sum.

Let n = w, we remark that since 8 € (d — «, d] we have n > 0. We claim

(5.5) So € |J {ze@ :gulx) > A1 —me)2ntkiotmi(q —a7m)}

k<jo—m
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To this end, observe that if x € Sg/, we have

2\ < IPpu(z) < X +meX + Z gr(x)

k<jo—m

and thus,

(5.6) Al=me)< > gil(x)

k<jo—m
If we assume that
g (@) < A(1 — me)21k=ntm) (1 — 9=n)
for all k£ < jo — m, then

Z gr(z) < A1 —me)(1—277) Z gn(k=jotm) — \(1 — me),

k<jo—m k<jo—m
which contradicts to ([.8]). Thus, there exists k£ < jo — m such that
ge(z) > A1 — me)2nk—do+m) (1 _ 9=,

and we conclude the proof of the claim.

Observe that for any v > 0 and any k < jo, we have
1
HE (o € Q' igut) > ) <2 [ guant®
Q/

d—a
T wenep, @)
QCQ’
1 —(d—a
== > U@
xeQEDy,
QCQ’
S%f”ku(Q’)
_Loom_ 1 /BLQI)
=2 w9 gy
1 o in s ,
< n(k—jo) "B
_72 U@ inf Map(z)
< Lozl (@) Mop(agr)
v
(5.7) S%ZQ"(k_jU)é(Q’)Ba)\,

21

where z¢g/ € Q' such that My pu(zg/) < e, that we know exists because otherwise, S¢

would be empty.
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The combination of (5.5) and (5.7)) then yields that

HEX(So) < Y HELC(r e Qo) > M1 —me)2 (1 -2 )

k<jo—m
1 92n(k—jo)
< A
_Ml—mdﬂ—2’7 x> nlh—Gotm)
k<jo—m
2—277m .

—0(0O"P € 9—n(jo—m—Fk)

(@) 1—mel—2—7 Z

k<jo—m
€ 27277m 0

= ! ﬁ - 777k
‘e 1—77151—2*’7]62:02
— 272nm € / ﬁ
Cn 1- msg(Q )

We remark that the previous sum is finite because n > 0. Now we choose m € N U {0}

such that
1 1

S_2<m< -1,
g g

then

- < 1, and hence, there exists ¢ = c(d, a, ) such that
HE (Sg) < Cp2 FUQ) = Cpe 2 0@,
Using the previous estimate and the packing condition of the family {Q +i, we have

HEP(S) < Y, HEP (S ) + 2 HEP (Sg,)
k:Qj, ZQm k

<Cpe | Y wQLP+ Y UQw”
k

kQ), ZQm
<2, i (@)
J

=20,e” = HEQ (Gy).

O

As a consequence of the previous good-lambda estimate, we give the proof of Theorem
[LAl which is an improved version of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [.Al We observe that it is enough to prove (LI0) and (LI for the
dyadic Riesz potential I” with a constant independent of the dyadic grid D. To show
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this, we use (5.2)), and we obtain the desired inequality,

”IaMHLP(HEO) <Cd,a Z IEIM

ie{0,5}¢ Le(HE)

<CsCd,a Z ||Ia? MHLP(HEO)
i€{0,3}4
Scp €BCd,o Z ||MO¢/’L||LT’(H§O)
i€{0,3}4
:Cﬂ,a,dp”MQ/LHLP(,H/;)_
Similarly, we can obtain (ILTT]) from the dyadic estimate.

Let us first assume that 4 has compact support. We may also assume that | Ma gl 1552

is finite because otherwise, there is nothing to prove. Let D a dyadic grid, using Theorem
.3l and the subadditivity of H2 we obtain,

HE ({z e RY: IPpu(x) > 20}) < HE ({z € RY : TP () > 20, Mop(z) < eX})
+HE ({z e R : Mou(x) > el})
<Ce “HE ({x e R : IPu(z) > \})
+ CHE ({x € R : Mopu(x) > el}),

forall A >0 and all 0 <e < 1. Let N > 0, we have
N

N 2
/ NP ({z e R : TP p(z) > A\})d\ = 2?/ N8 ({z e RY: TP p(z) > 201)dA
0 0
N

< et / TN (fz € R 1P u(z) > A)dA
0
N

+ 2”0/ ’ N1 ({z e RY: Mop(z) > eA})dA
0

&

N
< 2PCe™ ¢ / NTIHB (€ RY: TP () > A})dA

0
2rC
+ E—p

/T NI ({z € RY: Mop(z) > A})dA
0

for all 0 < € < 1. Notice that the first term is finite because p has compact support. Let
B be a ball such that supp p C B. If « ¢ 2B, we have r(B) > |z — y| for all y € B.
Hence,

1 dply) 1 _pB) _ 1
ve@) Jp |z —yl*=* 7 y(a) r(B)4 T (@)
for all x ¢ 2B. Using the previous estimate, we obtain

{zeRY: Iu(z) >\ ={z € 2B : Iu(z) > Ny U{z € (2B)° : Iou(z) > A}
C{zx € 2B : I,pu(x) > A} U{z € (2B)° : Mau(z) > v(a)A},

IOMU‘(I) = Maﬂ(l’)a
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for all A > 0. Then, we have

N N
/ NP (L € RY: Tu(x) > A})dA < / NTIHE ({2 € 2B : Typu(x) > A})dA
0 0

+ /N NTIHE ({o € RT: Mapu(z) > y(a)A})dA
0

1
v(a)p

Np
< T(QB)ﬁ7 + [Mapl)”

Lr(HE)
< 00,
and using (5.J]) we obtain that the dyadic counterpart is also finite.
We take € such that 2PCe™ ¢ = %, that is e = m. Then, since the right-hand
side is finite, we can absorb it into the left-hand side, and we obtain
log(2PH1C)P

N
/ NP (L € RE: TP () > A})d <2rtiC .
0 c'p

[ Mo .
]Rd

We obtain the desired inequality letting N — oo,

v log(2rtlC ,
([ mur o) <220 ([ o an)
Rd (& Rd

<Cp (/ (Mo pul? dHfo)
Rd

P

where C' = C’(d,ﬁ,a) >0.
Let us consider now the general case. Given a measure pu, we define ur = pxp(o,R)-
Since pgr has compact support, we have
D
||Ia /LRHLp(HgO) < CpHMa/LRHLp(Hl;) < CpHMa/LHLp(HZ;)-
Since H5. is continuous from below, we may apply the monotone convergence theorem
(see [23] for instance), and we obtain the desired inequality.

In order to prove (LI, let us first assume that p has compact support. We may
assume that [ Maf]l;p.e(zs ) < 00, because otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let
N > 0, using again Theorem [£.3] multiplying by AP and taking the supremum over
0 < A < N we obtain the following estimate,

sup NWHE ({z e R : IPu(z) > 20}) < Ce = sup NHE ({x € RY: IPu(z) > A})

0<A<N 0<A<N
+C sup NWHE ({x € RY: Myu(x) > e)}).
0<ASN
Therefore,

1 c
— sup NHZ ({zeR?:IPu(z) >A\) <Ce ¢ sup NHE ({zeR?:IPu(z) > \})
2P gera<an 0<A<2N

C p
+ S_p ||Ma/1/||Lp,ao(Hgo)'
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Observe that the first term is finite because p has compact support. Let B be a ball
such that supp u C B. Using the same argument that before, we have

sup NHEZ ({z e RY: Iu(z) > A}) < sup NHE ({z €2B: Iou(z) > \})
0<A<2N 0<A<2N

+ sup NHZ ({z e RY: Mou(x) > y(@)A})
0<A<2N

1

< (2N)Pr(2B)P + —— || Mp|?

—( ) T( ) +")/(OZ)pHM MHLp,ao('Hgo)
< 00,

and thus, using (B.I]), we obtain that the dyadic counterpart is also finite.

We take again e such that 2PCe™¢ = %,
right-hand side is finite, we can absorb it into the left-hand side, and we obtain

that is ¢ = m. Then, since the

1 log(2r+iC
sup AHE ({z € RY: IPu(x) > A\})#» Scd%

[Maptll p,oo 38
0<A<2N GTILP e (He)

SC’Z’HMaMHLp,m(HgO)-

Letting N — oo, we obtain the desired inequality. The case of a general measure p is
obtained in the same way as before.

O

Using Proposition (2] it is easy to see that (53) implies the following good lambda
inequality for the Riesz potential.

Corollary 5.4. Let 0 < a < d, § € (d—a,d] and let u be a locally finite measure. Then,
there exist constants C,c > 0 depending on d,«, 8 such that

(5.8)

HE ({z e RY : Top(x) > 27 X, Mou(x) < ed}) <Ce s HE ({z e RY: Iop(z) > 75 ' \})

for all A > 0 and all 0 < & < 1, where 1,72 > 1 are the constants in (52) and G,
respectively.

As a consequence of the good lambda inequality with exponential decay (5.8)), we can
prove the following result about the exponential integrability of I, u for measures in the
local Morrey space M™ %(B). This is the natural endpoint p = oo in Theorem [[LHl We
give an alternative proof of a result of Adams and Xiao [6] (see also [10, Theorem 1.7]).

Theorem 5.5. Let 0 < a < d and let B € (d—a, d]. Then, there exist C = C(d,a,3) > 0
and v = v(d,a, 8) > 0 such that

1 / v Lap(x) B
_ eXp | 7 dHoo S Ca
r(2B)? Jop (HMHMda(B)

for balls B such that u € M9=(B).
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Proof. Let B be a ball in R? such that [l pa-apy < 00 We can assume ||| yji-o(5) <
1. Observe that r(B) < |x — y| for any y € B and x ¢ 2B, hence

1 dp(y) 1 u(B) 1 b
) = 5] JaTe— oo = @) w3ty W =

(@)’
for each z ¢ 2B.

Therefore, if A > ﬁ we have {z € R? : I,u(x) > A} C 2B. For fixed A > a7 > ﬁ,

applying (5.8)) with ¢ = % we obtain
HE ({z e RY: Tou(z) > 277y 0}) < CeMHE ({2 € RY: Tyu(x) > 45 'A})
+H2 ({x € RY: Mopu(z) > 1})
= Ce ™5 ({x e RY: Iou(z) > 75 ' A\})
< Ce *r(2B)".

Using the previous estimate, we can conclude the proof,

c c ey
— 1, dHP = —— 23125, "y B 2B : 1, AL)dA
| oo (gt o)) s = o [T U (o € 28 Lapte) > )

= g/ e HE ({x € 2B : Iyp(z) > 297140} )dA
0
2
- g/( DeSMHE ({x € 2B Lop(z) > 29 A )dA
0

+ g/ e "B ({x € 2B : Iyu(z) > 2971y A} )dA

~ ()
oo

CS% Y2 B (& B o
<22 L op)8 4 0Sr@2B) / =5
2 7(06) 2 v(a)

= C'r(2B)".

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
A. Claros is supported by the Basque Government through the BERC 2022-2025 pro-
gram, by the Ministry of Science and Innovation: Grant PRE2021-099091 funded by

BCAM Severo Ochoa accreditation CEX2021-001142-S/MICIN/AEI/10.13039,/501100011033
and by ESF+.

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST
The authors have no conflicts of interest to declare.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analyzed
during the current study.



[1]

[10]
11]

(12]
(13]
[14]
(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]
(19]

20]

(21]
(22]

23]

[24]

25]

[26]

B-DIMENSIONAL SHARP MAXIMAL FUNCTION AND ITS APPLICATIONS 27

REFERENCES

D. R. Adams, Traces of potentials. II, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 22 (1972/73), 907-918, DOI
10.1512/iumj.1973.22.22075. MR313783 11

, A mote on Riesz potentials, Duke Math. J. 42 (1975), no. 4, 765-778. MR458158 13, 4, 17
, A note on Choquet integrals with respect to Hausdorff capacity, Function spaces and appli-
cations (Lund, 1986), Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 1302, Springer, Berlin, 1988, pp. 115-124, DOI
10.1007/BFb0078867. MR942261 16

, Choquet integrals in potential theory, Publ. Mat. 42 (1998), 3-66. 15, 6

, Morrey spaces, Lecture Notes in Applied and Numerical Harmonic Analysis,
Birkhauser/Springer, Cham, 2015. MR3467116 15

D. R. Adams and J. Xiao, Erratum to: Morrey potentials and harmonic maps [MR2851148], Comm.
Math. Phys. 339 (2015), no. 2, 769-771, DOI 10.1007/s00220-015-2409-6. MR3370618 125

T. Bagby and W. P. Ziemer, Pointwise differentiability and absolute continuity, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 191 (1974), 129-148, DOI 10.2307/1996986. MR0344390 16

Y.-W. Chen and D. Spector, On functions of bounded B-dimensional mean oscillation, Adv. Calc.
Var., DOI https://doi.org/10.1515/acv-2022-0084. 11, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9

You-Wei Benson Chen and Keng Hao Ooi and Daniel Spector, Capacitary Maximal Inequalities and
Applications (2023), available at [2305.19046. 12, 7, 15

Y.-W. B. Chen, A self-improving property of Riesz potentials in BMO, 2024. 13, 16, 25

A. Cianchi, Moser-Trudinger trace inequalities, Adv. Math. 217 (2008), no. 5, 2005-2044, DOI
10.1016/j.aim.2007.09.007. MR2388084 11

D. Cruz-Uribe and K. Moen, One and two weight norm inequalities for Riesz potentials, Illinois J.
Math. 57 (2013), no. 1, 295-323. MR3224572 118, 19

L. Fontana and C. Morpurgo, Adams inequalities on measure spaces, Adv. Math. 226 (2011), no. 6,
5066-5119, DOI 10.1016/j.aim.2011.01.003. MR2775895 11

C. Fefferman and E. M. Stein, HP spaces of several variables, Acta Math. 129 (1972), no. 3-4,
137-193, DOI 10.1007/BF02392215. MR447953 12, 9

P. Harjulehto and R. Hurri-Syrjanen, On Choquet integrals and Poincaré-Sobolev inequalities, J.
Funct. Anal. 284 (2023), no. 9, Paper No. 109862, 18, DOI 10.1016/j.jfa.2023.109862. MR4545158
15

P. Harjulehto and R. Hurri-Syrjanen, On Sobolev inequalities with Choquet integrals, 2023. 115

P. Honzik and B. J. Jaye, On the good-\ inequality for nonlinear potentials, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.
140 (2012), no. 12, 4167-4180, DOI 10.1090/S0002-9939-2012-11352-8. MR2957206 118, 19

P. Harjulehto and R. Hurri-Syrjanen, On Hausdorff content maximal operator and Riesz potential
for non-measurable functions (2024), available at 2405.12113v1l 12

F. John and L. Nirenberg, On functions of bounded mean oscillation, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 14
(1961), 415-426, DOI 10.1002/cpa.3160140317. MR131498 11

A. D. Martinez and D. Spector, An improvement to the John-Nirenberg inequality for functions in
critical Sobolev spaces, Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 10 (2021), no. 1, 877-894, DOI 10.1515/anona-2020-
0157. MR4191703 11

B. Muckenhoupt and R. Wheeden, Weighted norm inequalities for fractional integrals, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 192 (1974), 261-274, DOI 10.2307/1996833. MR0340523 13, 19

J. Orobitg and J. Verdera, Choquet integrals, Hausdorff content and the Hardy-Littlewood mazximal
operator, Bull. London Math. Soc. 30 (1998), 145-150. 17, 15

A. C. Ponce and D. Spector, Some remarks on capacitary integrals and measure theory, Potentials
and partial differential equations—the legacy of David R. Adams, Adv. Anal. Geom., vol. 8, De
Gruyter, Berlin, [2023] (©2023, pp. 235-263. MR4654520 124

H. Saito, H. Tanaka, and T. Watanabe, Abstract dyadic cubes, mazimal operators and Hausdorff
content, Bull. Sci. Math. 140 (2016), no. 6, 757-773, DOI 10.1016/j.bulsci.2016.02.001. MR3543752
15

E. T. Sawyer, A characterization of a two-weight norm inequality for maximal operators, Studia
Math. 75 (1982), no. 1, 1-11, DOI 10.4064/sm-75-1-1-11. MRO676801 16

E. Sawyer and R. L. Wheeden, Weighted inequalities for fractional integrals on Fuclidean and
homogeneous spaces, Amer. J. Math. 114 (1992), no. 4, 813-874, DOI 10.2307/2374799. MR1175693
118


2305.19046
2405.12113v1

28 Y.-W. CHEN AND A. CLAROS

[27] D. Yang and W. Yuan, A note on dyadic Hausdorff capacities, Bull. Sci. Math. 132 (2008), no. 6,
500-509, DOI 10.1016/j.bulsci.2007.06.005. MR2445577 15

[28] V. I. Judovig, Some estimates connected with integral operators and with solutions of elliptic equa-
tions, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 138 (1961), 805-808 (Russian). MR0140822 11

(Y.-W. Chen) NATIONAL TAIWAN UNIVERSITY, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, ASTRONOMY MATH-
EMATICS BUILDING 5F, No. 1, SEC. 4, ROOSEVELT RD., TaIpEl 10617, TatwaN (R.O.C.)

Email address: bensonchen.sc07@nycu.edu.tw

(A. Claros) BCAM - BASQUE CENTER FOR APPLIED MATHEMATICS, BILBAO, SPAIN

Email address: aclaros@bcamath.org



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. good lambda estimates for the -dimensional sharp maximal function and proof of Theorem 1.2
	4. pointwise estimate of fractional maximal function and sharp maximal function of If
	5. Good lambda estimate for Riesz potential with respect to Hausdorff content and applications
	Acknowledgments
	Conflicts of Interest
	Data Availability Statement
	References

