
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

02
35

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
V

] 
 3

 D
ec

 2
02

4

REVERSE CARLESON MEASURES FOR SPACES OF ANALYTIC

FUNCTIONS

EVGUENI DOUBTSOV, ANTON TSELISHCHEV, AND IOANN VASILYEV

Abstract. Let X be a quasi-Banach space of analytic functions in the unit
disc and let q > 0. A finite positive Borel measure µ on the unit closed disc
D is called a q-reverse Carleson measure for X if and only if there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

‖f‖X ≤ C‖f‖
Lq(D,dµ)

for all f ∈ X ∩ C(D). We fully characterize the q-reverse Carleson measures
with all q > 0 for Hardy spaces Hp(D) with all 0 < p ≤ ∞, for the space
BMOA(D) and for the Bloch space. In addition, we describe q-reverse Car-
leson measures for the holomorphic Triebel–Lizorkin spaces HF

q,r
0 and the

holomorphic Besov spaces HB
q,r
0 . Related results are obtained for the Hardy

spaces and certain holomorphic Triebel–Lizorkin spaces in the unit ball of Cd.

1. Introduction

1.1. Hardy spaces and reverse Carleson measures. Let Hol(D) denote the
space of holomorphic functions in the unit disc D of C. For 0 < p <∞, the Hardy
space Hp = Hp(D) consists of f ∈ Hol(D) such that

‖f‖pHp = sup
0<r<1

∫ 1

0

|f(re2πit)|p dt <∞.

The space H∞ = H∞(D) is defined as the vector space of bounded holomorphic
functions in the disk, with the norm

‖f‖H∞ = sup
|z|<1

|f(z)|.

Note that the space Hp is a Banach space for p ≥ 1 but it is merely a quasi-Banach
space if 0 < p < 1.

Let M+(D) denote the space of finite positive Borel measures on D. A classical
theorem by L. Carleson [7] tells us that the space Hp(D) embeds into Lp(D, µ) for
µ ∈M+(D) meaning that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(1.1) ‖f‖Lp(D,µ) ≤ C‖f‖Hp for all f ∈ Hp,

if and only if the measure µ satisfies the following condition of L. Carleson: there
exists a constant C > 0 such that

(1.2) µ(SI) ≤ Cm(I) for all arcs I ⊂ ∂D,
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where

SI =

{
z ∈ D : 1−m(I) ≤ |z| ≤ 1,

z

|z|
∈ I

}

is a standard Carleson window. Here m stands for Lebesgue measure on ∂D. We
will sometimes write |I| instead of m(I) further in the text.

The topic of Carleson measures, that is, measures satisfying condition (1.1), is
nowadays very well studied. In particular, the famous Carleson’s theorem has been
generalized to various spaces of analytic functions in the unit disc and in other
domains.

In the present paper we are interested in the problem of characterization of re-
verse Carleson measures: that is, roughly speaking, of measures µ which satisfy the
inequality reverse to (1.1). The study of such measures (in the context of Bergman
spaces) was started by D. Luecking [16]. However, the first characterization of re-
verse Carleson measures for Hardy spaces Hp with 1 < p < ∞ was obtained only
rather recently by A. Hartmann, X. Massaneda, A. Nicolau, and J. Ortega-Cerdà
[14].

Let us now pass to the exact definitions. A measure µ ∈ M+(D) is called a
reverse Carleson measure for the space Hp if there exists a constant C > 0 such
that the inequality

(1.3) ‖f‖Hp ≤ C‖f‖Lp(D,µ)

holds for all functions f ∈ C(D) ∩Hp. Note that here we consider the measures µ
supported in the closed unit disc D; the reason for that will be clear from what fol-
lows. It turns out that the balayage phenomenon occurs in the problem mentioned
in the previous paragraph in a more general context: only the part of the measure
which lives on the boundary ∂D is ‘responsible’ for the reverse Carleson inequality;
see Theorem 2.1 below.

It is worth noting that the classical theorem about direct Carleson measures for
spaces Hp can as well be formulated for measures µ ∈M+(D). Indeed, in this case
the condition (1.1) does make sense for functions f that belong to the intersection
C(D) ∩Hp, which is dense in the space Hp. The condition (1.2) in turn gives that
the restriction µ|∂D is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure m
and the Radon–Nikodym derivative dµ|∂D/dm is bounded.

If a measure µ ∈ M+(D) satisfies condition (1.2) (that is, if one supposes a
priori that µ is a direct Carleson measure), P. Lefèvre, D. Li, H. Queffélec, and L.
Rodriguez-Piazza [15] proved that the property (1.3) for 1 < p < ∞ is equivalent
to the following condition:

µ(SI) ≥ Cm(I) for all arcs I ⊂ ∂D.

Here and everywhere else below C stands for a positive absolute constant.
Further, in [14], the same was proved for all µ ∈M+(D). This result was recently

generalized to higher dimensions, more specifically, to Hardy spaces in the unit ball
of Cd; see [8].

1.2. New results and organization of the paper. The case of exponents p
between 0 and 1 was not considered in [14], however, the corresponding result can
be easily deduced from the description of reverse Carleson measures in the case
1 < p <∞, see Theorem 2.1 below.
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Our paper is (mostly) dedicated to various generalizations of this theorem. Let
us briefly describe our main results.

In Section 2, we extend the result from [14] to all exponents p > 0. This gen-
eralization is almost immediate, however, we prefer to present here a short self-
contained proof, since some of our further results rely on it. Overall, Theorem 2.1
below serves as an important starting point for our further considerations.

In Section 3, we describe so-called q-reverse Carleson measures for the space
Hp, that is, the measures µ ∈ M+(D) such that for every f ∈ Hp(D) ∩ C(D) the
inequality

‖f‖Hp(D) ≤ C‖f‖Lq(D;µ)

holds with some constant C > 0. We obtain a complete answer to this problem for
all values 0 < p, q <∞. It is important to note that our method here is completely
different from the methods used in [14]: in fact, our short proof uses ideas from
harmonic (and not complex) analysis. For the results concerning the corresponding
problem for direct Carleson measures, see [9, 18].

In Section 4, we completely classify reverse Carleson measures for the Bloch
space. In more detail, we prove that given any q > 0, there are no finite q-reverse
Carleson measures for the Bloch space, for the space BMOA(D) and for the Hardy
spaceH∞(D). In the proof of the main result of the fourth section we will use certain
properties of analytic Fejér polynomials. We stress that here as well we completely
dispense with the methods used in [14]. Notice that the corresponding classification
of direct Carleson measures for the Bloch space remains an open problem, see e.g.
papers [10] and [3].

Section 5 is dedicated to the description of reverse Carleson measures for the
holomorphic Triebel–Lizorkin spaces. The scale of Triebel–Lizorkin spaces includes
all Hardy spaces, and we prove that, depending on the parameters, either the
analogue of Theorem 2.1 holds or there are no reverse Carleson measures for these
spaces. In the course of the proof, we will slightly generalize a result of Rudin [22];
see Lemma 5.2 below.

In Section 6, we consider yet another important scale of function spaces: that is,
Besov spaces of holomorphic functions. Using the recent results from [4], we prove
that for these spaces either the analogue of Theorem 2.1 holds or reverse Carleson
measures do not exist. Note that the question of describing the reverse Carleson
measures for Besov spaces was mentioned at the end of [13].

In Section 7, we consider the spaces of holomorphic functions in the unit ball of
Cd. It turns out that it is much more difficult to obtain a description of reverse
Carleson measures in this context, therefore, we consider only multidimensional
Hardy and certain Triebel–Lizorkin spaces.

Finally, in Section 8 we make some concluding remarks and formulate three open
questions about reverse Carleson measures.

Notations. Throughout the rest of the text C > 0 denotes a harmless constant;
the signs . and & indicate that the left-hand (right-hand) side of an inequality is
less than the right-hand (left-hand) side multiplied by such a harmless constant.
The sign ≍ means that we have both bounds . and & at the same time.
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2. Hardy spaces in the unit disc

2.1. Formulation of the result. Before we proceed to the description of reverse
Carleson measures for Hardy spaces, let us introduce the following notation: for
λ ∈ D, we put

kλ(z) =
1

1− λz
, z ∈ D.

Let l be an arbitrary integer such that pl > 1. It turns out that it is enough to
check the inequality (1.3) for the functions f = klλ. Denote

Kλ =
klλ

‖klλ‖Hp

.

Then the following theorem holds.

Theorem 2.1. Let 0 < p < ∞ and let µ ∈ M+(D). Let l be an arbitrary integer
such that pl > 1. The following assertions are equivalent.

(i) There exists a constant C > 0 such that
∫

D

|f |p dµ ≥ C‖f‖pHp for all f ∈ C(D) ∩Hp.

(ii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that
∫

D

|Kλ|
p dµ ≥ C for all λ ∈ D.

(iii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

µ(I) ≥ Cm(I) for all arcs I ⊂ ∂D.

We note here that the question about the description of reverse Carleson mea-
sures for spaces Hp(D), 0 < p <∞, has no solutions for measures µ defined in the
open unit disc D. Indeed, this fact is a direct consequence of the property (iii) in
the above theorem.

In [14], Theorem 2.1 is proved for p > 1 and l = 1. Now suppose that p > 1
and pl > 1. Clearly, the only nontrivial implication of this theorem is (ii) ⇒ (iii).
However, condition (ii) can be rewritten as follows:

‖klλ‖Lp(µ) ≥ c‖klλ‖Hp ,

which in turn is equivalent to the estimate

‖kλ‖Lpl(µ) ≥ c‖kλ‖Hpl .

Since pl > 1, now condition (iii) follows from [14, Theorem 2.1].
We have just explained how to prove Theorem 2.1 in a very short way. However,

below we present a short self-contained proof (which is very similar to the argument
from [14]), since we use the technical lemmas from this proof in Section 5 below.

2.2. Essential computations. In the proof of Theorem 2.1 we will need two sim-
ple computational lemmas. The first of them is a standard fact; we omit its proof.

Lemma 2.2. For any q > 1 and |λ| < 1, we have
∫ 1

0

dt

|1− λe2πit|q
≍ (1− |λ|)1−q.
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For any arc I ⊂ ∂D, let SI,h denote the h-Carleson window:

SI,h =

{
z ∈ D : 1− h ≤ |z| ≤ 1,

z

|z|
∈ I

}
.

Let A denote Lebesgue measure on C.

Lemma 2.3. Let q > 1 and let I ⊂ ∂D be a closed arc. For 0 < h < 1, put

(2.1) Φh(z) =
1

h

∫

SI,h

(1− |λ|)q−1

|1− λz|q
dA(λ), z ∈ D.

Then

• there exists a constant C = C(q) such that |Φh(z)| ≤ C for all z ∈ D and
0 < h ≤ 1;

• limh→0 Φh(z) = 0 for all z ∈ D \ I.

Proof. We start with the proof of the first assertion of the lemma. Obviously, we
have

|Φh(z)| ≤
1

h

∫

1−h≤|λ|≤1

(1 − |λ|)q−1

|1− λz|q
dA(λ).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that z ∈ R and z > 0. Integrating in
polar coordinates and using Lemma 2.2, we write

|Φh(z)| ≤
2π

h

∫ 1

1−h

∫ 1

0

(1− r)q−1r

|1− rze2πit|q
dt dr .

1

h

∫ 1

1−h

(1 − r)q−1r

(1− rz)q−1
dr

≤
1

h

∫ 1

1−h

(1 − r)q−1

(1− rz)q−1
dr ≤

1

h

∫ 1

1−h

(1 − r)q−1

(1 − r)q−1
dr = 1.

Now, we prove the second assertion of the lemma. If z ∈ D \ I, then there exists
a δ > 0 such that |1− λz| ≥ δ for every λ ∈ SI,h. Hence, we have

|Φh(z)| ≤
1

hδq

∫

SI,h

hq−1 dA(λ) ≤
1

δq
|I|hq−1 −−−→

h→0
0,

and Lemma 2.3 follows. �

2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1. The implication (i) ⇒ (ii) is obvious. It is also easy
to see that condition (iii) implies (i). Indeed, condition (iii) means that Lebesgue
measure m on ∂D is absolutely continuous with respect to the measure µ|∂D and
its density is bounded; clearly, this implies condition (i).

It remains to prove the implication (ii) ⇒ (iii). Due to Lemma 2.2, we have

(2.2) ‖klλ‖
p
Hp ≍ (1− |λ|)1−pl.

Therefore, condition (ii) (which in turn follows if we substitute f = klλ into condition
(i)) is equivalent to the following inequality:

∫

D

dµ(z)

|1− λz|pl
& (1− |λ|)1−pl.

We can rewrite this inequality as follows:
∫

D

(1− |λ|)pl−1

|1− λz|pl
dµ(z) & 1.
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Integrating the last inequality over the set SI,h, we get

∫

D

∫

SI,h

(1− |λ|)pl−1

|1− λz|pl
dA(λ) dµ(z) & |I|h.

Putting

Φh(z) =
1

h

∫

SI,h

(1− |λ|)pl−1

|1− λz|pl
dA(λ),

we arrive at the following condition:

(2.3)

∫

D

|Φh(z)| dµ(z) & |I|.

Note that the function Φh has the same form as the function from Lemma 2.3. We
can write the integral over D as the sum of integrals over I and over D \ I. Due to
Lemma 2.3, we can use the dominated convergence theorem in order to conclude
that

lim
h→0

∫

D\I

|Φh(z)| dµ(z) = 0.

On the other hand, ∫

I

|Φh(z)| dµ(z) ≤ Cµ(I).

Overall, letting h to 0 in equation (2.3), we conclude that m(I) ≤ Cµ(I), and we
are done.

3. (p, q)-reverse Carleson measures

Let X be a quasi-Banach space of analytic functions in the unit disc and let
0 < q < ∞. We say that µ ∈ M+(D) is a q-reverse Carleson measure for X if and
only if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(3.1) ‖f‖X ≤ C‖f‖Lq(D,dµ)

for all f ∈ X ∩ C(D).
The main goal of the present section is to describe the q-reverse Carleson mea-

sures for the spaces Hp(D).

3.1. The balayage phenomenon. We start with the following simple observa-
tion: it turns out that if X = Hp(D), 0 < p <∞, then only the part of the measure
µ which lives on the boundary ∂D is ‘responsible’ for the inequality (3.1).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that for a measure µ ∈M+(D) there exists a constant C > 0
such that

(3.2) ‖f‖Hp ≤ C‖f‖Lq(µ)

for every f ∈ Hp(D) ∩ C(D). Put ν = µ|∂D. Then the inequality

(3.3) ‖f‖Hp ≤ C‖f‖Lq(ν)

holds for every f ∈ Hp(D) ∩ C(D).
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Proof. Let f ∈ Hp(D) ∩ C(D). Consider the following functions: fN (z) = zNf(z).
Apply the inequality (3.2) to the functions fN to get

(3.4) ‖fN‖Hp ≤ C‖fN‖Lq(µ).

Clearly, ‖fN‖Hp = ‖f‖Hp , since |fN (z)| = |f(z)| for |z| = 1. Besides that, for every
z ∈ D, we have

|fN (z)| = |z|N |f(z)| −−−−→
N→∞

0.

It is also clear that |fN (z)| ≤ ‖f‖C(D) for all z ∈ D. Therefore, by the dominated

convergence theorem, we have

lim
N→∞

∫

D

|fN (z)|q dµ(z) = 0.

We now let N tend to infinity in the inequality (3.4) and obtain

‖f‖Hp ≤ C lim
N→∞

(∫

D

|fN (z)|q dµ(z) +

∫

∂D

|fN (z)|q dµ(z)
)1/q

= C
(∫

∂D

|f(z)|q dµ(z)
)1/q

= C‖f‖Lq(ν),

as required. �

3.2. Main lemma. Now, we prove the main lemma, which helps us to describe
the q-reverse Carleson measures for the spaces Hp. This lemma says that we can
substitute not only analytic functions into the inequality (3.3) (if we change there
the Hp-norm to Lp-norm) but also arbitrary continuous functions.

In what follows, it will be convenient for us to identify the unit circle T = ∂D
with the unit interval [0, 1).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that µ is a q-reverse Carleson measure for Hp. Let ν = µ|∂D,
ν ∈M+(T). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(3.5) ‖f‖Lp(T) ≤ C‖f‖Lq(ν)

for every f ∈ C(T).

Proof. It is enough to prove the lemma for the trigonometric polynomials. Indeed,
for any continuous function f , the inequality (3.5) will then follow by the uniform
approximation.

Now, if f is a trigonometric polynomial, then for a sufficiently large integerN > 0

the function fN (t) = e2πiNtf(t) is an analytic trigonometric polynomial: f̂N (n) = 0
for all n < 0. Therefore, we can substitute this function into the inequality (3.3)
and, clearly, the resulting estimate is equivalent to (3.5). �

Remark 3.3. Obviously, if µ satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 3.2, then it is a
q-reverse Carleson measure for the space Hp. Hence, now we are left with the
problem of characterization of measures ν ∈ M+(T) which satisfy the inequality
(3.5) for every f ∈ C(T).
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3.3. The case q < p.

Theorem 3.4. If 0 < q < p, then there are no q-reverse Carleson measures for the
space Hp.

Proof. Let I ⊂ [0, 1] be an interval of length ε > 0 (we identify it with a subarc
of ∂D). We apply inequality (3.5) to the function f = 1I . Observe that although
this function is not continuous, it can clearly be pointwise approximated by a se-
quence of uniformly bounded continuous functions and we can apply the dominated
convergence theorem.

Inequality (3.5) with f = 1I yields

ε1/p = m(I)1/p ≤ Cν(I)1/q ,

and hence ν(I) ≥ cεq/p. This inequality holds for every interval I of length ε. Now
we consider ≍ ε−1 pairwise disjoint intervals of length ε. Summing the correspond-
ing inequalities for these intervals, we get

µ(T) = ν(T) ≥ cε
q

p
−1.

Since this inequality holds for arbitrarily small ε > 0 and since q
p −1 < 0, we can let

ε tend to zero and conclude that the measure µ must be infinite. This contradiction
finishes the proof. �

3.4. The case q > p.

Theorem 3.5. Let µ ∈M+(D) and let ν denote the restriction of µ to the boundary
of the unit disc: ν = µ|∂D. Let νa be the absolutely continuous part of ν. Denote
by β the Radon–Nikodym derivative of νa with respect to Lebesgue measure on the
unit circle. If 0 < p < q, then the measure µ is a q-reverse Carleson measure for
the space Hp if and only if

(3.6)
1

β
∈ L

p

q−p (T).

Proof. The ‘if’ part is clear: if 1
β ∈ L

p

q−p (T), then for any function f ∈ Hp ∩C(D),

we apply Hölder’s inequality with exponents q/p and (q/p)′ = q
q−p and write

‖f‖pHp =

∫

T

|f |pβp/qβ−p/q dm ≤
(∫

T

|f |qβ dm
)p/q( ∫

T

β− p
q−p dm

) q−p

q

= ‖f‖pLq(νa)

∥∥∥ 1
β

∥∥∥
p/q

L
p

q−p
≤ ‖f‖pLq(µ)

∥∥∥ 1
β

∥∥∥
p/q

L
p

q−p
.

This means that µ is a q-reverse Carleson measure for the space Hp and we are
done.

Suppose now that µ is a q-reverse Carleson measure for the space Hp. Using
Lemma 3.2, we see that the property

‖f‖Lp(T) ≤ C‖f‖Lq(ν)

holds for all continuous functions f . Consider an arbitrary nonnegative continuous
function f and denote g = fp. We see that the following inequality holds for every
nonnegative function g ∈ C(T):

( ∫

T

g dm
)
≤ C

(∫

T

gq/p dν
)p/q

.
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Next, we apply the above inequality to the absolute value of an arbitrary function
g, and conclude that the estimates

∣∣∣
∫

T

g dm
∣∣∣ ≤

∫

T

|g| dm ≤ C
( ∫

T

|g|q/p dν
)p/q

hold for all functions g ∈ C(T). Let r = q/p > 1. Then the functional

φ(g) =

∫

T

g dm

satisfies the bound |φ(g)| ≤ C‖g‖Lr(ν) for all functions g ∈ C(T) and hence it
can be extended to a continuous linear functional on the whole space Lr(ν). This
means that the measure m is absolutely continuous with respect to ν and we have
m = α dν with α ∈ Lr′(ν). The support of the function α is clearly contained in
the support of the measure νa. Hence, we can write νa = 1

α dm. Let β denote 1/α.

Then the condition
∫
T
αr′ dm <∞ rewrites as follows:

∫

T

αr′ dνa =

∫

T

αr′−1 dm =

∫

T

β1−r′ dm <∞.

Since r′ = q
q−p , we arrive at the required condition (3.6). �

4. Bloch, BMOA(D) and H∞(D) spaces

Our main goal in this section is to prove that there are no q-reverse Carleson
measures for the Bloch space, for the space BMOA(D) and for the Hardy space
H∞(D).

4.1. The Bloch and BMOA(D) spaces. Recall that the Bloch space B consists
of those holomorphic in the open unit disc functions f satisfying

sup
z∈D

(1− |z|2)|f ′(z)| <∞.

The corresponding norm in the Bloch space is defined by

‖f‖B = |f(0)|+ sup
z∈D

(1 − |z|2)|f ′(z)|.

In turn, the space BMOA(D) consists of those analytic functions f in the open
unit disc that satisfy

‖f‖BMOA(D) = sup
I

1

|I|

∫

∂D

|f(eit)− fI |dt <∞,

where the supremum is taken over all subarcs I of the unit circle ∂D and where we
denote the average of f over I as follows:

fI =
1

|I|

∫

I

f.

It is well known that H∞(D) ⊂ BMOA(D) ⊂ B. Indeed, the former inclusion
here is trivial, whereas the latter is an easy consequence of the Schwartz lemma.
Hence, once we manage to prove that, for a certain q > 0, there exist no q-Carleson
measures for the Bloch space, we will automatically prove the same for the spaces
BMOA(D) and H∞(D).

Here is the main result of the current section.

Theorem 4.1. Let q > 0. Then there are no q-reverse Carleson measures for the
Bloch space.
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We remark that in the second section of the current paper we have been con-
sidering q-reverse Carleson measures in certain Lq-based spaces. Since the Bloch B
space is not tailored to a specific choice of q, it is hence natural to consider q-reverse
Carleson measures in the space B for all q > 0.

4.2. Proof of the main result. We will now concentrate on the proof of Theo-
rem 4.1.

Suppose that φ ∈ [−π, π] and that n ∈ N are both fixed. Define for z ∈ D an
auxiliary function fn by the following formula:

fn(z) =
zeinφ

n
+
z2ei(n−1)φ

n− 1
+ . . .+

zn−1ei2φ

2
+ zneiφ.

This function is nothing but a slightly modified n-th partial Fourier sum of the n-th
analytic Fejér polynomial, see [2].

First, observe that

‖fn‖B & (1− |zn|)|f
′
n(zn)|,

where zn = e−1/neiφ. Simple computations permit us to conclude that

‖fn‖B &
1

n

(
1

n
+

2e−1/n

n− 1
+ . . .+

(n− 1)e−(n−2)/n

2
+ ne−(n−1)/n

)
.

Further, notice that the function ψ(x) = x ·e−(x−1)/n defined for real x is increasing
on the interval [0, n]. This allows us to make use of the Chebyshev sum inequality
(see, for instance, [12]) and to infer the bound

‖fn‖B &
log n

n2

(
1 + 2e−1/n + . . .+ (n− 1)e−(n−2)/n + ne−(n−1)/n

)
.

From here we deduce that there exists a constant C0 > 0 such that

(4.1) ‖fn‖B ≥
logn

C0

for all n ∈ N.
Suppose now to the contrary that a finite measure µ defined in the closed unit

disc is a q-reverse Carleson measure for a certain q > 0. We will only give a detailed
proof of Theorem 4.1 in the case where q = 1, since the general case can be proven
in a similar way. Indeed, the very same test function will work in the case of an
arbitrary q > 0. We hence infer that there exists a certain constant C1 > 0 such
that

(4.2)
logn

C0
≤ C1

∫

D

|fn(z)|dµ(z) + C1

∫

∂D

|fn(z)|dµ(z).

We first concentrate ourselves on the estimate of the integral over the open unit
disc above. We have

∫

D

|fn(z)| dµ(z) ≤

∫

D

(
|z|

n
+

|z|2

n− 1
+ . . .+

|z|n−1

2
+ |z|n

)
dµ(z)

≤
1

n

(
1

n
+

1

n− 1
+ . . .+

1

2
+ 1

)∫

D

(|z|+ |z|2 + . . .+ |z|n)dµ(z)

≤
logn

n

∫

D

(
−1 +

1− |z|n+1

1− |z|

)
dµ(z),

(4.3)
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where the second inequality above follows from the Chebyshev sum inequality. In
the rest of the proof we suppose that n is sufficiently large to guarantee that

(4.4)
C1 logn

n

∫

D

(
−1 +

1− |z|n+1

1− |z|

)
dµ(z) ≤

logn

4C0
.

We indeed can choose such a number n due to the dominated convergence theorem.
We now proceed to the integral over the unit circle on the right-hand side of the

inequality (4.2). We infer the following chain of inequalities

∫

∂D

|fn(z)| dµ(z) =

∫ π

−π

∣∣∣∣
ein(φ−t)

n
+
ei(n−1)(φ−t)

n− 1
+ . . .+ ei(φ−t)

∣∣∣∣ dµ(e
it)

≤

∫ φ+a

φ−a

logn dµ(eit) + C2

∫

[−π,π)\[φ−a,φ+a]

log

(
1

|φ− t|

)
dµ(eit)

≤ logn · µ([φ− a, φ+ a]) + C2 log

(
1

a

)
µ(∂D),

(4.5)

where a ∈ (0, 1/2) is to be chosen in a moment, C2 > 0 is an absolute constant, and
[φ − a, φ + a] denotes the corresponding subarc of the unit circle. Here, the first
inequality above is a direct consequence of the well-known bounds on the Dirichlet
kernel and on its conjugate kernel, see, for instance, [30, Section 5.2].

Let us now choose a. What we need is the following inequality:

(4.6) C1 · C2 · µ(∂D) log

(
1

a

)
≤

logn

2C0
.

This is certainly true if a = n−1/(2C0C1C2µ(∂D)), which is exactly the condition that
we impose on a.

Properties (4.2), (4.3), (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6) permit us to conclude that the
estimate

(4.7)
1

4C0
≤ µ([φ− a, φ+ a])

is verified by the measure µ.
Now, we consider M ≍ a−1 points {φk}

M
k=1 on the unit circle ∂D that are vertices

of a regular M -gon in such a way that the arcs [φk − a, φk + a] are pairwise disjoint
for k from 1 to M . We apply the bound (4.7) to each of these intervals to deduce
the following estimate

µ(∂D) & n1/(2C0C1C2µ(∂D)).

Thus, we arrive at the contradiction with the fact µ is finite, simply via letting n
tend to ∞. Hence, Theorem 4.1 follows.

Remark 4.2. Note that the holomorphic Besov space HB∞,∞
0 (see e.g. [21] or

the sixth section of the current article for the definition of Besov spaces) coincides
with the Bloch space. So, according to what has been proved in this section, there
are no reverse Carleson measures there. On top of that, since for p > 1 one has
HBp,p

1/p ⊂ HB∞,∞
0 , we see that there are no reverse Carleson measures in the spaces

HBp,p
1/p. However, this fact has a more simple proof: see Section 6 for the results

concerning reverse Carleson measures for Besov spaces.
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5. Triebel–Lizorkin spaces

5.1. Main definitions and formulation of the result. Suppose that s ≥ 0,
0 < p, q <∞. Then the holomorphic Triebel–Lizorkin space HF p,q

s in the unit disc
is defined by the following seminorm:

‖f‖p
Fp,q

s
=

∫ 1

0

( ∫ 1

0

|f (m)(re2πit)|q(1− r)(m−s)q−1 dr
)p/q

dt,

where m is an arbitrary integer strictly greater than s (the definitions for different
choices of m’s are equivalent). As always, we can modify this definition for q = ∞:

‖f‖p
Fp,∞

s
=

∫ 1

0

(
sup

0≤r<1

(
|f (m)(re2πit)|(1 − r)m−s

))p

dt.

Parameter s is sometimes called the smoothness of this space.
The space HF p,q

s becomes a quasi-Banach space if we endow it with the quasi-
norm

‖f‖HFp,q
s

= ‖f‖Fp,q
s

+

m−1∑

j=0

|f (j)(0)|,

see for instance [11] or [21]. See also [26] for a equivalent norm within a certain
range of parameters.

Our goal is to describe the reverse Carleson measures for Triebel–Lizorkin spaces,
that is, to identify the measures µ ∈M+(D) such that

(5.1) ‖f‖HFp,q
s

≤ C‖f‖Lp(µ)

for every f ∈ HF p,q
s ∩C(D).

This problem is more general than its counterpart for Hardy spaces which is
discussed in Section 2, since HF p,2

0 = Hp (with equivalence of norms). This fact is
well known and it follows from the Littlewood–Paley description of Hardy spaces.
More generally, for any s ≥ 0 we have HF p,2

s = Hp
s , the latter space being the

p-Hardy–Sobolev space of smoothness s (see, for example, [20] for a definition).
The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let s ≥ 0, 0 < p < ∞ and 0 < q ≤ ∞. Then the following
assertions hold.

• If s > 0, then the reverse Carleson measures for the space HF p,q
s do not

exist.
• If 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞, then the measure µ is a reverse Carleson measure for the

space HF p,q
0 if and only if µ(I) ≥ c|I| for every arc I ⊂ ∂D and for some

constant c > 0.
• If 0 < q < 2, then the reverse Carleson measures for the space HF p,q

0 do
not exist.

Observe that we consider only the case of nonnegative smoothness here. The
main reason for this is that the case s < 0 is much better studied. In particular,
for s < 0 the space HF p,p

s coincides with a certain weighted Bergman space, and
the reverse Carleson measures for these spaces have been described, for example,
in [16] and [19]. See also [17] for related results.

The rest of the present section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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5.2. Positive smoothness. Let us start with the first (and the simplest) part of
Theorem 5.1. For s1 < s2, we have HF p,q

s2 ⊂ HF p,q
s1 . Thus, it is enough to consider

the case 0 < s < 1. Moreover, for every nonnegative s, we also have

(5.2) HF p,q1
s ⊂ HF p,q2

s for q1 < q2,

and therefore we can consider only the case q = ∞.
For the reader’s convenience, we rewrite the definition of the seminorm in the

Triebel–Lizorkin space for such parameters:

(5.3) ‖f‖p
Fp,∞

s
=

∫ 1

0

(
sup

0≤r<1

(
|f ′(re2πit)|(1 − r)1−s

))p

dt.

Let us substitute fn(z) = zn into this formula. If we prove that

(5.4) lim
n→∞

‖fn‖Fp,∞
s

= ∞,

then we are done, since on the other hand ‖fn‖Lp(µ) ≤ µ(D), and this contradicts
the inequality (5.1).

We have

‖fn‖Fp,∞
s

= sup
0≤r<1

(nrn−1(1 − r)1−s).

Now, we choose a particular value r = n−1
n−s < 1 and obtain

(5.5) ‖fn‖Fp,∞
s

& n
(n− 1)n−1

(n− s)n−s
≥

(n− 1)n

(n− s)n−s

= exp
(
n log(n− 1)− (n− s) log(n− s)

)

= exp

(
s log(n− s)− n log

(n− s

n− 1

))
.

Thus, relation (5.4) follows, since the sequence s log(n − s) tends to infinity as
n→ ∞, while the sequence

n log

(
n− s

n− 1

)
≍
n(1− s)

n− 1

is bounded.

5.3. Zero smoothness, case q ≥ 2. Now we pass to the proof of the second
assertion in Theorem 5.1. Note that if a measure µ is such that µ(I) & |I| for every
arc I ⊂ ∂D, then we have

‖f‖HFp,q
0

. ‖f‖HFp,2
0

. ‖f‖Hp . ‖f‖Lp(µ)

for every function f ∈ HF p,q
0 ∩ C(D).

On the other hand, remark once again that in Section 2 we proved the second
assertion in Theorem 5.1 for q = 2 (since HF p,2

0 = Hp with equivalence of norms).
Our characterization of reverse Carleson measures in this case is a consequence of
the following fact. If

kλ(z) =
1

1− λz

and lp > 1, l ∈ Z, then ‖klλ‖
p
Hp ≍ (1− |λ|)1−lp for |λ| close to 1. Hence, if we also

manage to prove that

(5.6) ‖klλ‖
p
Fp,q

0

≍ (1− |λ|)1−lp
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for all |λ| > 1/2 and 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞, then in a similar way we will readily derive the
condition µ(I) & |I| for every reverse Carleson measure µ for the space HF p,q

0 .
Now, observe that for any q ≥ 2 we have

‖klλ‖
p
HFp,q

0

. ‖klλ‖
p
Hp . (1− |λ|)1−lp.

The last property is proved in Section 2 (see equation (2.2)). Thus, it remains only
to show the inequality

(5.7) ‖klλ‖
p
Fp,q

0

& (1 − |λ|)1−lp.

Owning to the property (5.2) we hence infer that it is enough to prove this inequality
for q = ∞.

Recall that

‖f‖p
Fp,∞

0

=

∫ 1

0

(
sup

0≤r<1

(
|f ′(re2πit)|(1− r)

))p

dt.

Let f = klλ. For |λ| > 1/2, we obtain

(5.8) |f ′(re2πit)| = l|k′λ(re
2πit)| · |kλ(re

2πit)|l−1 &
1

|1− λre2πit|l+1
.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that λ ∈ R, λ > 1/2. Put α = 1− λ. A
direct computation shows that for 0 < t < α/4 the following inequality holds:

(5.9) |1− (1 − α)2e2πit| ≤ 6α.

Indeed, we have

|1− (1− α)2e2πit| ≤ |1− (1− α)2 cos 2πt|+ |(1 − α)2 sin 2πt|

≤ |1− cos 2πt|+ |(2α− α2)| · | cos 2πt|+ | sin 2πt| ≤ 2π2t2 + 2α+ |2πt| ≤ 6α.

For f = klλ, substituting r = 1 − α instead of the supremum and then using (5.8)
and (5.9), we obtain

‖f‖p
Fp,∞

0

≥

∫ α/4

0

(
α|f ′((1− α)e2πit)|

)p

dt

&

∫ α/4

0

( α

|1− (1 − α)2e2πit|l+1

)p

dt & α1−lp,

and therefore estimate (5.7) is proved and we are done.

5.4. Zero smoothness, case q < 2. Now we prove the final assertion of Theo-
rem 5.1. Observe that due to (5.2), it is enough to consider only the case q ≥ 1. In
fact, we prove a more general statement: the following lemma is an extension of a
result of Rudin [22]. It seems to be interesting in its own right.

Lemma 5.2. For any 1 ≤ q < 2, there exists a function f ∈ H∞ such that

(5.10)

∫ 1

0

|f ′(re2πit)|q(1− r)q−1dr = ∞ for a.e. t ∈ (0, 1).

Clearly, if f is a function provided by Lemma 5.2 then f 6∈ HF p,q
0 for any p > 0.

Therefore, the inequality (5.1) cannot hold.
For q = 1, Lemma 5.2 was proved by Rudin [22]: the proof is based on the

estimates for lacunary Fourier series proved by Zygmund [29]. We follow a similar



REVERSE CARLESON MEASURES FOR SPACES OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS 15

route but instead of using the results by Zygmund we use their generalization from
[27].

The proof of Lemma 5.2 consists of two steps.

5.4.1. Step 1: construction of a function in H2. First, we construct a function
g ∈ H2 such that

(5.11)

∫ 1

0

|g′(re2πit)|q(1− r)q−1dr = ∞ for every t ∈ (0, 1).

Consider the following function:

g(z) =

∞∑

n=1

z2
n

n1/q
.

Since q < 2, we have

‖g‖2H2 =

∞∑

n=1

1

n2/q
<∞,

and hence g ∈ H2.
Now we are in position to use [27, Theorem 2]. Let us state this theorem here.

Theorem. (D. Waterman.) Suppose that 0 < λ1 < λ2 < . . . and λk+1/λk > c > 1
for every k ≥ 1. Consider the Dirichlet series h(s) =

∑∞
n=1 ane

−λns. Then for
every q > 1 the following inequality holds:

∞∑

n=1

|an|
q ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

(1− e−s)q−1|h′(s)|q ds.

Since
∑∞

n=1
1
n = ∞, making the substitution r = e−s, we see that the above

theorem indeed implies that relation (5.11) holds.

5.4.2. Step 2: construction of a bounded function. Denote the expression on the
left-hand side of equation (5.10) by Vq(f ; t). Now, we construct a function f ∈ H∞

such that Vq(f ; t) = ∞ for a.e. t. It can be done in exactly the same way as in [22];
however, we prefer to briefly describe this construction here for completeness.

The function g which was obtained in the previous step can be written as g =
h1/h2, where h1, h2 ∈ H∞(D). We put Aj = {t ∈ (0, 1) : Vq(hj ; t) = ∞}, j = 1, 2,
and A = A1 ∪ A2. Since Vq(g; t) = ∞ for every t, |A| = 1. Indeed, if h2(e

2πit) 6=
0, which is true for a.e. t, then condition (5.11) implies that at least one of the
expressions Vq(h1; t) and Vq(h2; t) must be infinite.

Now, for every w ∈ C, denote fw = h1+wh2 and Ew = {t ∈ A : Vq(fw; t) <∞}.
If we prove that the sets Ew are pairwise disjoint, then we are done, since it will
imply that |Ew| = 0 for all but countably many number of values of w.

Suppose that t ∈ A1 ∩ Ew. Then for every v 6= w we can write wfv = vfw +
(w − v)h1 and hence t 6∈ Ev. Analogously, if t ∈ A2 ∩ Ew, then for v 6= w, using
the formula fv = fw + (v − w)h2, we conclude that t 6∈ Ev. Therefore, the above
argument shows that we can put f = h1 + wh2 for some w ∈ C, and we are done.
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6. Besov spaces

In this section, we consider yet another important scale of function spaces: that
is, holomorphic Besov spaces. Using the recent results from [4] and one of the
methods from the previous section (which goes back to [14]), that is, substitution
of the functions kλ, we describe the reverse Carleson measures for Besov spaces. We
consider only the case p ≥ 1 here. It is an interesting question whether Theorem 6.1
below can be extended to all values p > 0.

6.1. Main definitions and formulation of the result. Recall the definition of
Besov spaces of analytic functions (see e.g. [4]). Let 0 < p, q < ∞ and s ≥ 0. The
holomorphic Besov space HBp,q

s = HBp,q
s (D) consists of functions f ∈ Hol(D) such

that ∫ 1

0

(
‖f (m)(re2πi(·))‖Lp(T)(1− r)m−s−1/q

)q

dr <∞,

where m is any integer strictly greater than s (the definitions for different choices
of such m’s are equivalent). A quasinorm in this space is given by the following
expression

‖f‖HBp,q
s

:=
m−1∑

j=0

|f (j)(0)|+

(∫ 1

0

(
‖f (m)(re2πi(·))‖Lp(T)(1− r)m−s−1/q

)q

dr

) 1
q

.

This definition can be extended to infinite values of p or q in the standard way.
It is worth noting that HB∞,∞

0 = B, the Bloch space that we have considered
in Section 4. The problem of describing the reverse Carleson measures for Besov
spaces is mentioned, e.g. at the end of the paper [13].

Our goal is to describe all reverse Carleson measures for Besov spaces, i.e., all
measures µ ∈M+(D) satisfying

(6.1) ‖f‖HBp,q
s

≤ C‖f‖Lp(µ),

for all f ∈ HBp,q
s ∩ C(D). As always, we refer the parameter s above as to the

smoothness of the corresponding Besov space.

Theorem 6.1. Let s ≥ 0, 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 0 < q ≤ ∞. Then the following
assertions hold.

(1) If s > 0, then there exist no reverse Carleson measures for the space HBp,q
s .

(2) If p ≥ 2 and q ≥ p, then the measure µ is a reverse Carleson measure for
the space HBp,q

0 if and only if µ(I) ≥ c|I| for every arc I ⊂ ∂D and for
some constant c > 0.

(3) If p ≥ 2 and q < p then there exist no reverse Carleson measures for the
space HBp,q

0 .
(4) If p < 2 and q ≥ 2 then the measure µ is a reverse Carleson measure for

the space HBp,q
0 if and only if µ(I) ≥ c|I| for every arc I ⊂ ∂D and for

some constant c > 0.
(5) If p < 2 and q < 2 then there exist no reverse Carleson measures for the

space HBp,q
0 .

Now we briefly present the proof of the above theorem. We constantly use the
embedding

(6.2) HBp,q1
s ⊂ HBp,q2

s for q1 < q2.
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Besides that, we use the fact that Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces are related in
the following way.

Proposition 6.2. Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces satisfy the following embed-
dings:

• If p ≥ q then HF p,q
0 ⊂ HBp,q

0 ;
• If p ≤ q then HBp,q

0 ⊂ HF p,q
0

For a proof of this proposition see e.g. [21, Theorem 4.1], where the corresponding
embeddings are presented in the more general context of spaces of functions in the
unit ball of Cd.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.1.

6.2.1. Positive smoothness. The case s > 0 can be treated similarly to that of
Triebel–Lizorkin spaces: it is enough to apply the inequality (6.1) to the functions
fn(z) = zn. A simple computation shows that for 0 < s < 1

‖fn‖HBp,q
s

= sup
0≤r<1

(nrn−1(1− r)1−s) = ‖fn‖HFp,q
s
,

and that this last quantity above tends to ∞ (along the lines of Section 5). Since
the functions fn are uniformly bounded, this implies the first claim of Theorem 6.1.

6.2.2. Case q ≥ p ≥ 2. Recall the definition of the functions

kλ(z) =
1

1− λz
.

We will consider these functions for 1/2 < |λ| < 1. Due to Proposition 6.2 and the
results of Section 5 (see equation (5.6)), for q ≥ p ≥ 2, we have

‖kλ‖
p
HBp,q

0

. ‖kλ‖
p
HFp,q

0

≍ (1− |λ|)1−p.

Therefore, in order to prove the second assertion of Theorem 6.1, we only need to
prove the estimate

(6.3) ‖kλ‖
p
HBp,q

0

& (1 − |λ|)1−p,

since the rest of the proof follows in a standard way (as in Section 2 above). Due
to the relation (6.2), it is enough to prove the above inequality (6.3) for q = ∞.

Using Lemma 2.2, for |λ| > 1/2, we write

‖kλ‖HBp,∞
0

= sup
0<r<1

{(∫ 1

0

|k′λ(re
2πit)|p dt

)1/p

(1− r)
}

≍ sup
0<r<1

(
(1 − |λ|r)

1−2p
p (1− r)

)
= sup

0<r<1

( 1− r

(1− |λ|r)2−
1
p

)
.

The substitution r = |λ| in the last supremum above gives us the required esti-
mate (6.3), and we are done.
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6.2.3. Case p ≥ 2, q < p. This case follows from the results of [4]. For z ∈ C, we
denote

Bn(z) :=

n∏

n=1

z2
k

− a

1− az2k
,

where a := 1 − 1/n. It can be easily seen that the functions Bn are Blaschke
products, simply via factorization.

We note further that for 2 ≤ p and 1 ≤ q ≤ p <∞, it holds that

(6.4) ‖Bn‖HBp,q
0

& (log n)
1
q
− 1

p ,

see [4, proof of Proposition 10]. Since the Blaschke products Bn are uniformly
bounded, we can use them in the inequality (6.1). Letting n tend to ∞ we get a
contradiction which implies the third statement of Theorem 6.1 for q ≥ 1. The
general case q > 0 follows from (6.2).

6.2.4. Case p < 2 ≤ q. The proof of the fourth statement of our theorem is com-
pletely similar to the proof of the second one above; we omit it.

6.2.5. Case p, q < 2. It has also been noticed in [4, Proposition 10] (see the end of
Section 2 in [5] for a proof) that for (p, q) ∈ [1, 2]2 there exists a Blaschke product

B̃n such that

‖B̃n‖HBp,q
0

& (logn)
1
q
− 1

2 .

Similarly to the third case, it also means that there are no reverse Carleson
measures for the spaces HBp,q

0 , once 1 ≤ q < 2, 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, and the general case
0 < q < 2 once again follows from the relation (6.2).

7. Higher dimensions

The problem of description of reverse Carleson measures for spaces of holomor-
phic functions in the unit ball of Cd, d ≥ 2, becomes much more difficult. The
analogue of Theorem 2.1 still holds in this situation, however, we are not able to
prove other results in the same generality as in the rest of the paper. We illustrate it
by considering Triebel–Lizorkin spaces, see Theorem 7.4 below. Some other related
questions are listed as open problems in the next section.

7.1. Main definitions and reverse Carleson measures for Hardy spaces.

Let Bd denote the open unit ball of Cd, d ≥ 1 and let σ = σd denote the Lebesgue
measure on the boundary unit sphere ∂Bd. We denote by Hol(Bd) the space of
holomorphic functions in the ball Bd.

For 0 < p <∞ the Hardy space Hp = Hp(Bd) consists of functions f ∈ Hol(Bd)
satisfying

‖f‖pHp = sup
0<r<1

∫

∂Bd

|f(rζ)|p dσ(ζ) <∞.

As usual we identify the Hardy space Hp(Bd), p > 0 with the space Hp(∂Bd)
which consists of the corresponding boundary values. We refer the reader to the
monographs [23] or [28] for more information on the Hardy spaces Hp(Bd).

Consider M+(Bd), the space of finite, positive Borel measures on the ball Bd.
For an arbitrary dimension d ≥ 1 the following sets play a role similar to that of

the subarcs of the circle:

Q = Q(ζ, δ) = {ξ ∈ ∂Bd : |1− 〈ζ, ξ〉| ≤ δ}, ζ ∈ ∂Bd, δ > 0.
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Remark that Q is a closed ball with respect to the non-isotropic metric

ρ(ζ, ξ) = |1− 〈ζ, ξ〉|
1
2 , ζ, ξ ∈ ∂Bd.

For r > 0 and Q = Q(ζ, δ) we put rQ = Q(ζ, rδ) by definition.
The theorem about Carleson measures in the unit ball (see for instance [28,

Chapter 5]) yields that the bound

(7.1) ‖f‖Lp(Bd,µ) ≤ C‖f‖Hp , f ∈ Hp,

is equivalent to the following condition on the measure µ:

(7.2) µ(SQ) ≤ Cσ(Q) for all non-isotropic balls Q ⊂ ∂Bd,

where

SQ =

{
z ∈ Bd : 1− δ ≤ |z| ≤ 1,

z

|z|
∈ Q

}

is a standard Carleson window for Q = Q(·, δ).
We are now interested in the following reverse Carleson inequality:

(7.3) ‖f‖Hp ≤ C‖f‖Lp(Bd,µ)
, f ∈ C(Bd) ∩H

p(Bd), 0 < p <∞,

for µ ∈M+(Bd).
Fix a number l ∈ N such that pl > 1. For w ∈ Bd consider the functions

kw(z) =
1

(1− 〈z, w〉)d
, z ∈ Bd,

and the corresponding auxiliary normalized versions defined by

Kw =
klw

‖klw‖Hp

.

By [23, Proposition 1.4.10],

(1 − |w|2)
d−pℓd

p

C
≤ ‖klw‖p ≤ C(1− |w|2)

d−pℓd
p ,

for a certain constant C > 1 independent of w.
The generalization of Theorem 2.1 now reads as follows.

Theorem 7.1. Let 0 < p < ∞ and let µ ∈ M+(Bd), d ≥ 1. The following
assertions are equivalent.

(i) There exists a constant C > 0 such that
∫

Bd

|f |p dµ ≥ C‖f‖pHp for all f ∈ C(Bd) ∩H
p.

(ii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that
∫

Bd

|Kw|
p dµ ≥ C for all w ∈ Bd.

(iii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

µ(Q) ≥ Cσ(Q) for all non-isotropic balls Q ⊂ ∂Bd.
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For p > 1 and l = 1 this theorem is proved in [8]. The general case can be
deduced similarly to the one-dimensional case (see discussion after Theorem 2.1
above). On the other hand, one can deduce this theorem from the multidimensional
analogues of Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3. Since these computations are purely technical
generalizations of the computations in Section 2 of our paper (and they are similar
to the computations in [8]), we omit them.

Remark 7.2. The properties from Theorem 7.1 are equivalent to the following:
there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(7.4) µ(SQ) ≥ Cσ(Q) for all non-isotropic balls Q ⊂ ∂Bd.

The proof of this fact can be found in [8, Proposition 1].

7.2. Triebel–Lizorkin spaces in the unit ball. Now we consider Triebel–Lizor-
kin spaces of holomorphic functions in the unit ball of Cd. Recall that for a function
f ∈ Hol(Bd) its radial derivative Rf is defined by the following formula:

Rf(z) =

d∑

k=1

zk
∂f

∂zk
(z), z ∈ Bd.

Thus, if f(z) =
∑

α cαz
α ∈ Hol(Bd), then for s ∈ R we define

(I +R)sf(z) =
∑

α

(1 + |α|)scαz
α.

By definition, the holomorphic Triebel–Lizorkin space HF p,q
s = HF p,q

s (Bd) con-
sists of functions f ∈ Hol(Bd) satisfying

‖f‖p
HFpq

s
=

∫

∂Bd

(∫ 1

0

|(I +R)[s]
+

f(rζ)|q(1− r2)([s]
+−s)q−1 dr

) p

q

dσ(ζ) <∞,

where [s]+ is the integral part of the number s+1. It is not difficult to see that for
d = 1 this definition is equivalent to the definition of Triebel–Lizorkin spaces from
Section 5.

As usual, this definition can be generalized to the case q = ∞. Notice that,
similarly, to the one-dimensional case, a norm in the space HF p,2

0 is defined as the

Lp-norm of the Littlewood–Paley g-function, so the space HF p,2
0 coincides with the

Hardy space Hp. It is also well known that for s > 0 the space HF p,2
s coincides

with the holomorphic Hardy–Sobolev space Hp
s in the unit ball of Cd. We refer

the reader to the paper [21] for more information on holomorphic Triebel–Lizorkin
spaces. In particular, the following statement will be useful for us.

Proposition 7.3 (see [6], [21, Theorem 4.1]). Let s ∈ R and let 0 < p <∞. Then

HF p,q1
s ⊂ HF p,q2

s , 0 < q1 ≤ q2 ≤ ∞.

Our goal in the present section is to prove the d-dimensional counterpart of
Theorem 5.1. We say that µ ∈M+(Bd) is a reverse Carleson measure for the space
HF pq

s if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(7.5) ‖f‖HFpq
s

≤ C‖f‖Lp(µ)

for every f ∈ HF pq
s ∩ C(Bd).

Theorem 7.4. Let s ≥ 0, 0 < p < ∞ and 0 < q ≤ ∞. Then the following
assertions hold.
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• If s > 0, then there exist no reverse Carleson measures for the space HF p,q
s .

• If 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞, then the measure µ is a reverse Carleson measure for
the space HF p,q

0 if and only if µ(Q) ≥ cσ(Q) for every non-isotropic ball
Q ⊂ ∂B and for some constant c > 0.

• If 0 < q ≤ 1, then there exist no reverse Carleson measures for the space
HF p,q

0 .

Clearly, the range of exponents 1 < q < 2 is missing here. The main reason
for this is that we do not know if the analogue of Lemma 5.2 holds in several
dimensions. See the next section, where we discuss certain related open problems
for further details.

7.2.1. Positive smoothness. The proof of this part for d = 1 in Section 5 was very
simple: we used the functions fn(z) = zn. In our present situation the role of these
functions will be played by the following version of Ryll-Wojtaszczyk polynomials
[25].

Proposition 7.5 (see e.g. [1]). Let d ≥ 2 and 0 < p < ∞. There exist J ∈ N and
δ > 0, and for each n ∈ N there exist holomorphic homogeneous polynomials Wnj,
1 ≤ j ≤ J , on Cd of degree n, such that

J∑

j=1

|Wnj(ζ)|
p ≤ 1, ζ ∈ ∂Bd,(7.6)

max
1≤j≤J

|Wnj(ζ)| ≥ δ > 0, ζ ∈ ∂Bd.(7.7)

Assume that µ is a reverse Carleson measure for HF p,∞
s with s > 0. On the one

hand, (7.6) implies that

(7.8)
J∑

j=1

‖Wnj‖
p
Lp(µ) ≤ µ(Bd).

On the other hand, (7.7) guarantees that

J∑

j=1

‖Wnj‖HFp,∞
s

≥ δ sup
0≤r<1

((n+ 1)rn(1− r)1−s),

since Wnj is a holomorphic homogeneous polynomial of degree n. By the estimates
obtained for d = 1 (see the end of Subsection 5.2 and relation (5.5)), for s > 0 we
have

sup
0≤r<1

((n+ 1)rn(1− r)1−s) → ∞ as n→ ∞.

Therefore,
J∑

j=1

‖Wnj‖HFp,∞
s

→ ∞ as n→ ∞.

The above property combined with (7.8) implies that the reverse Carleson measures
do not exist for the HF p,∞

s , s > 0, and hence, due to Proposition 7.3, also for all
spaces HF p,q

s with s > 0 and 0 < p, q <∞.



22 EVGUENI DOUBTSOV, ANTON TSELISHCHEV, AND IOANN VASILYEV

7.2.2. Zero smoothness, case q ≥ 2. Similarly to the one-dimensional case, it suf-
fices to prove that

(7.9) ‖kℓw‖
p
HFp,q

0

& (1 − |w|)d−pℓd

for q = ∞. Recall that

‖f‖p
HFp,∞

0

=

∫

∂Bd

(
sup

0≤r<1
(|(R+ I)f |(1 − r))

)p

dσd(ζ).

Therefore,

‖kℓw‖
p
HFp,∞

0

&

∫

∂Bd

(
sup

0≤r<1

1− r

|1− 〈ζ, rw〉|ℓd+1

)p

dσd(ζ).

Putting r = |w|, we obtain

‖kℓw‖
p
HFp,∞

0

&

∫

∂Bd

(
1− |w|

|1− 〈ζ, |w|w〉|ℓd+1

)p

dσd(ζ) & (1− |w|)p(1− |w|)−pℓd−p+d

by [23, Proposition 1.4.10]. Hence, the inequality (7.9) holds.

7.2.3. Zero smoothness, case q ≤ 1. Due to Proposition 7.3, it is enough to prove
that there do not exist reverse Carleson measures for the space HF p,1

0 . This fact
can be deduced from the following result by Rudin, which is in turn a generalization
of the result from the paper [22] to the high-dimensional setting.

Proposition 7.6 (see [24, Theorem 17.9]). There exists a function F ∈ H∞(Bd)∩
C(Bd) such that

∫ 1

0

|(I +R)F (rζ)| dr = ∞

for a.e. ζ ∈ ∂Bd.

Clearly, such function F has infinite norm in the Triebel–Lizorkin space HF p,1
0 .

Hence, the inequality (7.5) cannot hold.

8. Concluding remarks and open problems

8.1. Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces. We have not tried to cover all possible
exponents for Besov spaces like we did when we considered Triebel–Lizorkin spaces.
Indeed, in Theorem 6.1 we have not considered the case p < 1. However, if p < 1
and q ≥ 2 one can prove that a measure µ is a reverse Carleson measure for the
space HBp,q

0 if and only if µ(I) ≥ C|I| for every arc I ⊂ ∂D in a standard way: by
the application of the functions klλ with an integer l such that pl > 1.

On the other hand, if 0 < q ≤ p < 1, then there are no reverse Carleson measures
for the space HBp,q

0 : it can be deduced from the embedding HBp,q
0 ⊂ HF p,q

0

(see [21, Theorem 4.1]) and the fact that in this case there are no reverse Carleson
measures for the space HF p,q

0 due to Theorem 5.1.
Hence only the following case remains open.

Problem 8.1. Is it true that if 0 < p < 1 and p < q < 2 then there are no reverse
Carleson measures for the space HBp,q

0 ?
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For p ≥ 1 in the proof of the corresponding statement we used the powerful
results from [4] about the existence of certain Blaschke products. However, for
our purposes it would be enough to construct a function with similar properties
that belongs to the space H∞(D). It would therefore be interesting to obtain a
more elementary proof, which could work for all exponents p and solve the above
problem.

We also note that in Sections 5 and 6 we considered only the reverse Carleson
inequality in the form ‖f‖Xp,q

0
. ‖f‖Lp(µ), where X stands for either HF or HB,

Triebel–Lizorkin or Besov spaces, respectively. The main motivation was that the
inequalities of such kind are similar to those from Theorem 2.1. However, it seems
natural for us to consider the following more general question.

Problem 8.2. Is it possible to describe the measures µ ∈ M+(D) such that the
inequality

‖f‖Xp,q
0

. ‖f‖Ls(µ)

holds for all functions f ∈ Xp,q
0 ∩C(D)? Here, once again, X stands for either HF

or HB.

This question does seem technically complicated. On the other hand, it is pos-
sible that a positive answer to this question entails a technique which is similar to
our new method applied in Section 3. It would hence be interesting to obtain such
general results.

8.2. Several dimensions. As we have mentioned above, the things become much
more difficult in higher dimensions, even if we consider reverse Carleson measures
for function spaces in the unit ball of Cd. The reason for this is that already
the problems of existence of analytic functions in the unit ball with certain spe-
cific properties are highly nontrivial (probably the most well-known example is the
problem of existence of inner functions in the unit ball). Therefore, it would be
interesting to obtain the generalizations of all our results from Sections 3–6 to the
higher dimensional setting. Let us mention one particular problem, whose positive
solution would lead to the proof of Theorem 7.4 for the missing range of exponents
1 < q < 2.

Problem 8.3. Let 1 < q < 2. Does there exist a function F ∈ H∞(Bd) such that
the property ∫ 1

0

|(I +R)F (rζ)|q(1 − r)q−1 dr = ∞

holds for a.e. ζ ∈ ∂Bd?

This would be an interesting generalization of our Lemma 5.2 to higher dimen-
sions. For q = 1 this problem, as we have mentioned, was solved by Rudin [24],
but, unlike the one-dimensional case, in several dimensions the generalization to
the case of all exponents q < 2 seems to be complicated.
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