
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

09
88

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
A

] 
 1

3 
D

ec
 2

02
4

Lp-IMPROVING BOUNDS FOR SPHERICAL MAXIMAL

OPERATORS OVER RESTRICTED DILATION SETS: RADIAL

IMPROVEMENT

SHUIJIANG ZHAO∗

Abstract. In this paper, we study the spherical maximal operator ME over
E ⊂ [1, 2], restricted to radial functions. In higher dimensions d ≥ 3, we
establish a complete range of Lp−improving estimates for ME . In two di-
mensions, sharp results are also obtained for quasi-Assouad regular sets E. A
notable feature is that the high-dimensional results depend solely on the up-
per Minkowski dimension, while the two-dimensional results also involve other
concepts in fractal geometry such as the Assouad spectrum. Additionally,
the geometric shapes of the regions corresponding to the sharp Lp−improving
bounds differ significantly between the two cases.

1. Introduction

For a locally integrable function f , we consider the spherical means

Atf(x) =

∫

Sd−1

f(x− ty)dσ(y),

where dσ denotes the standard normalized surface measure on the unit sphere Sd−1

with d ≥ 2. For a fixed E ⊂ (0,∞), we define the maximal function

MEf(x) = sup
t∈E

|Atf(x)|,

whose Lp boundedness and Lp−improving properties have been well studied. In this
paper, our purpose is to seek some radial improvement for Lp−improving properties
of ME when the function f is restricted to being radial.

Let us first briefly review the history about Lp boundedness properties of ME.
When E = (0,∞), ME is bounded on Lp if and only if p > d

d−1 , which was first

proven by Stein [18] for the case d ≥ 3 and later by Bourgain [4] for the case
d = 2. There is no radial improvement for the Lp bounds of M(0,∞) since the

counterexample constructed by Stein [18] is also radial. At the endpoint p = d
d−1

with d ≥ 3, Bourgain [3] showed a restricted weak type estimate for M(0,∞) , i.e.

M(0,∞) maps L
d

d−1
,1(Rd) to L

d
d−1

,∞(Rd). Here and in what follows we use Lp,q to
denote the usual Lorentz space. In two dimensions, this endpoint restricted weak
type inequality fails for general functions by a Besicovitch set construction [15,
Proposition 1.13] even though it holds true for radial functions [9].
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For a generic set E ⊂ (0,∞), Seeger–Wainger–Wright [16] used a generalized
notion of upper Minkowski dimension to determine the critical exponent p(E) such
that ME is bounded on Lp if p > p(E) and unbounded if p < p(E). To describe the
exponent p(E), we shall recall some definitions. For a bounded set F ⊂ (0,∞), we
define N(F, a) to be the minimal number (which is finite due to the boundedness
of F ) of intervals of length a needed to cover E. Set Ik = [2k, 2k+1] for k ∈ Z and
Ek = E ∩ Ik. Then

p(E) = 1 +
1

d− 1
lim
δ→0

[
sup
k∈Z

logN(Ek, 2kδ)

log δ−1

]
.

Note that 1 ≤ p(E) ≤ d
d−1 . Unfortunately, we are unable to achieve any radial

improvement on this critical exponent p(E) because of the radial counterexample
in [16, Section 3]. When p = p(E), the necessary and sufficient conditions for
Lp
rad → Lp,q estimates with p ≤ q ≤ ∞ have been established in [17] except

for the extreme case p = 2 when d = 2. These conditions can be expressed in
terms of various summation involving N(Ek, 2k−n) with k ∈ Z and n ∈ N. If
some appropriate regularity assumptions on E are satisfied, Seeger–Tao–Wright
[15] proved that the previous relevant conditions remain necessary and sufficient
for the endpoint Lp boundedness of ME on general functions with 1 < p ≤ d

d−1 and
d ≥ 2.

As we have seen, it is hard to achieve significant radial improvement on the Lp

boundedness of ME with an unbounded set E ⊂ (0,∞), except for some certain
endpoint cases. Now we turn to the Lp−improving bounds, i.e. Lp → Lq estimates
for p < q, for ME when E ⊂ [1, 2]. In order to review the relevant results, we recall
some definitions including various fractal dimensions of E. The (upper) Minkowski
dimension dimME is defined by

dimME = inf
{
a > 0 : ∃ c > 0 s.t. ∀ δ ∈ (0, 1), N(E, δ) ≤ c δ−a

}
.

And the Assouad dimension dimAE (see [2] for more details) is defined by
(1.1)
dimAE = inf {a > 0 : ∃ c > 0 s.t. ∀ I, δ ∈ (0, |I|), N(E ∩ I, δ) ≤ c (δ/|I|)−a

}
;

here I runs over all intervals. Clearly, 0 ≤ dimME ≤ dimAE ≤ 1. There is another
fractal dimension that lies between these two. The definition involves the upper
Assouad spectrum (see [7]) dimA,θE for θ ∈ [0, 1], which is defined by

dimA,θE = inf {a > 0 : ∃ c > 0 s.t. ∀ δ ∈ (0, 1), |I| ≥ δθ, N(E ∩ I, δ) ≤ c (δ/|I|)−a
}
.

Then the quasi-Assouad dimension is defined by the limit

(1.2) dimqAE = lim
θր1

dimA,θE.

since dimA,θE is non-decreasing with respect to θ ∈ [0, 1]. As in [12], we use the
type set TE to represent the region of (1/p, 1/q) ∈ [0, 1]2 such that ME is bounded
from Lp to Lq. Similarly, the radial type set is defined by

T rad
E = {( 1p , 1

q ) ∈ [0, 1]2 : ME is bounded Lp
rad → Lq}.

For 0 ≤ β ≤ γ ≤ 1, let P(β, γ) denote the closed quadrangle formed by the vertices

O = (0, 0), P1(β) = ( d−1
d−1+β ,

d−1
d−1+β ),

P2(β) = ( d−β
d−β+1 ,

1
d−β+1), P3(γ) = ( d(d−1)

d2+2γ−1 ,
d−1

d2+2γ−1).
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When E = [1, 2], dimME = dimqAE = dimAE = 1. In two dimensions, Schlag
[13] showed that

(1.3) int(P(1, 1)) ∪ [O,P1(1)) ⊂ T[1,2],
and Lp → Lq estimate fails if (1/p, 1/q) /∈ P(1, 1) \ {P1(1)}. Here and in what
follows we denote the closed line segment with endpoints P and Q by [P,Q]. Sim-
ilarly, we use the notation [P,Q) , (P,Q) and (P,Q]. Note that P(1, 1) becomes a
triangle when d = 2 since the points P1(1) and P2(1) coincide. Lee [10] obtained
the additional endpoint results

(1.4) (O,P3(1)) ∪ (P3(1), P2(1)) ⊂ T[1,2],
as well as the restricted weak type estimate at the point P3(1). It is still open
whether P3(1) ∈ T[1,2] for the circular maximal operator. In higher dimensions
d ≥ 3, a necessary condition is T[1,2] ⊂ P(1, 1) \ [P1(1), P2(1)], see [14]. When
d ≥ 3, the corresponding interior results (1.3) and borderline results (1.4) were
established successively by Schlag–Sogge [14] and Lee [10], respectively. Therefore,
the only unknown point for T[1,2] when d ≥ 3 is P3(1), at which Lee [10] obtained
the restricted weak type inequality.

Note that the necessary condition corresponding to the line connecting P3(1)
and P2(1) follows from the Knapp example (see [13, 14]), which is non-radial.
Consequently, it is reasonable to expect that T rad

[1,2] is significantly larger than T[1,2].
However, to the best of our knowledge, there are currently no results regarding
T rad
[1,2], not to mention T rad

E for a generic E ⊂ [1, 2]. Thus, in our paper, we first

consider the Lp−improving bounds for the standard localized spherical maximal
operator M[1,2] acting on radial functions.

To simplify the statement of our results, we introduce some notation. For 0 ≤
β ≤ 1, let ∆(β) denote the closed triangle formed by vertices

(1.5) O = (0, 0), Q1(β) = ( d−1
d−1+β ,

d−1
d−1+β ), Q2(β) = ( d(d−1)

d2−1+β ,
d−1

d2−1+β ).

Our first main result is concerning about T rad
[1,2]. See Figure 1 and 2 for the compar-

ison between T[1,2] and T rad
[1,2].

Theorem 1.1. Let d ≥ 2. Then T rad
[1,2] = ∆(1) \ [Q1(1), Q2(1)].

In higher dimensions d ≥ 3, TE has also been extensively studied. For a quasi-
Assouad regular set E ⊂ [1, 2] with β = dimME and γ = dimqAE, a necessary
condition TE ⊂ P(β, γ) was obtained in [1, 12]. Here, a set E ⊂ [1, 2] is called
quasi-Assouad regular if either γ = 0 or dimA,θE = γ for any θ ∈ (1 − β/γ, 1).
For the endpoint estimates on the off-diagonal boundaries of P(β, γ), we shall
recall some notation in [12, Section 2.3]. We define the β-Minkowski characteristic
χE
M,β : (0, 1] → [0,∞] with

(1.6) χE
M,β(δ) = δβN(E, δ),

and γ-Assouad characteristic χE
A,γ : (0, 1] → [0,∞] with

(1.7) χE
A,γ(δ) = sup

|I|≥δ

(
δ
|I|

)γ
N(E ∩ I, δ).

When sup0<δ<1 χ
E
M,β(δ) < ∞ with 0 ≤ β < 1 and sup0<δ<1 χ

E
A,γ(δ) < ∞ with

0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, Anderson–Hughes–Roos–Seeger [1] obtained the restricted weak type
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Figure 1. The radial improvement for M[1,2] in higher dimensions
(d ≥ 3) is represented by the gray triangle. For better demonstra-
tion, we choose the case d = 3 here.
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1/22/5
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Figure 2. The gray triangle illustrates the radial improvement
for the circular maximal operators M[1,2].

estimates at the points P1(β), P2(β) and P3(γ), and then proved the endpoint result

(1.8) P(β, γ) \ {P1(β), P2(β), P3(γ)} ⊂ TE
by interpolation. For a generic E ⊂ [1, 2] with β = dimME, γ = dimqAE and
γ∗ = dimAE, the non-endpoint result

(1.9) int(P(β, γ)) ∪ (O,P1(β)) ∪ (O,P3(γ∗)) ⊂ TE
was also essentially established in [1], which is sharp at least for quasi-Assouad
regular sets. Indeed, (1.9) follows directly from the endpoint result (1.8) by a
standard argument (see also the proof of Corollary 3.12).

Our second main result gives a complete characterization of T rad
E in higher di-

mensions d ≥ 3, which depends solely on the properties of the covering number
N(E, δ).

Theorem 1.2. Let d ≥ 3 and E ⊂ [1, 2] with dimME = β.
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P3(γ)

Figure 3. When d ≥ 3, the gray triangle shows the distinction

between TE and T rad
E for a quasi-Assouad regular set E.

(i) Suppose that β < 1 and

(1.10) sup
0<δ<1

χE
M,β(δ) < ∞.

Then T rad
E = ∆(β).

(ii) Suppose that (1.10) does not hold true. Then T rad
E = ∆(β) \ [Q1(β), Q2(β)].

(iii) Suppose that d
d−1 ≤ q ≤ d2

d−1 . Then ME is bounded L
d

d−1
rad → Lq if and only

if

(1.11) sup
0<δ<1

(log(1δ ))
q
dχE

M,1(δ) < ∞.

Remark 1.3. As before, it is no surprise that T rad
E is larger than TE. When d ≥ 3,

a new distinction arises from their geometric shapes. According to [12, Theorem
1.2], TE can be any closed convex set W such that P(β, γ) ⊂ W ⊂ P(β, β) for some

0 ≤ β ≤ γ ≤ 1. However, it follows from Theorem 1.1 and 1.2, T rad
E is always a

triangle for any E ⊂ [1, 2] when d ≥ 3.

In two dimensions, there is a slight difference for TE . The same result (1.8)
holds true in [1] under the assumptions sup0<δ<1 χ

E
M,β(δ) < ∞ with 0 ≤ β < 1

and sup0<δ<1 χ
E
A,γ(δ) < ∞ with 0 ≤ γ < 1/2. However, it remains open whether

the restricted weak type estimate holds at the point P3(γ) when 1/2 ≤ γ < 1.
Once this estimate can be verified, we can easily obtain almost all strong type
estimates on the off-diagonal boundaries. Nevertheless, Roos–Seeger [12] got the
sharp Lp−improving bounds for any quasi-Assouad regular set E with β = dimME
and γ = dimqAE, in the sense that TE = P(β, γ).

Now we consider T rad
E in two dimensions. Unlike the high-dimensional case

for T rad
E , the relevant properties of N(E, δ) alone are not sufficient to determine

the range of Lp−improving estimates for circular maximal operator ME on radial
functions. It turn out that T rad

E when d = 2 is also closely related to the (quasi-
)Assouad dimension of E. Similar to the previous mentioned TE in two dimensions,
we also need to conduct a case-by-case analysis. Specifically, the critical case for
classification is when 2 dimqAE equals dimME + 1. Before this, we introduce some
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notation. For d = 2 and 1 ≤ β + 1 ≤ 2γ ≤ 2, let

Q3(β, γ) =
( 2−β(1−θ)

2(1+γθ) , 1
2(1+γθ)

)
,

where we define θ = θ(β, γ) = 1−β
2(γ−β) ∈ [0, 1] for β < 1 and θ(1, 1) = 1 for

β = γ = 1. Let Q(β, γ) denote the closed quadrilateral formed by vertices O,
Q1(β), Q3(β, γ), Q2(2γ − 1). Note that the quadrilateral Q(β, γ) degenerates into
the triangle ∆(β) when 2γ = β + 1.

Theorem 1.4. Let d = 2 and E ⊂ [1, 2] with dimME = β, dimqAE = γ, dimAE =
γ∗.

(i) Suppose that 2γ < β + 1. Then

(1.12) int(∆(β)) ∪ [O,Q1(β)
)
∪
(
O,Q2(max{β, 2γ∗ − 1})

)
⊂ T rad

E .

(ii) Suppose that 2γ ≥ β + 1. Then

(1.13) int(Q(β, γ)) ∪ [O,Q1(β)
)
∪
(
O,Q2(2γ∗ − 1)

)
⊂ T rad

E .

Besides the easy inclusion T rad
E ⊂ ∆(β), surprisingly, we find some extra nec-

essary conditions related to (quasi-)Assouad dimension when d = 2. Here we call
ME is of radial strong type (p, q) if (1/p, 1/q) ∈ T rad

E and of radial restricted weak

type (p, q) if ME is bounded from Lp,1
rad to Lq,∞.

Theorem 1.5. Let d = 2 and E ⊂ [1, 2] with dimME = β, dimqAE = γ, dimAE =

γ∗. If ME is of radial restricted weak type (p, 2p), then p ≥ max{β+3
2 , γ∗ + 1}.

Additionally, suppose that E is quasi-Assouad regular and 2γ ≥ β+1. Then T rad
E ⊂

Q(β, γ).

Remark 1.6. Let E satisfy all the assumptions in Theorem 1.5. By combining with

part (ii) of Theorem 1.4, we obtain that T rad
E = Q(β, γ). Compared to the high-

dimensional case, the radial improvement in two dimensions is somewhat narrowed.
See Figure 3 and 4 for more details.

1
q

1
p

O

P1(β)/Q1(β)

P2(β)

Q2(β)

P3(γ)

Q2(β)

Q3(β, γ)

Q2(2γ − 1)

Figure 4. For a quasi-Assouad regular set E with 2γ > β + 1,
the red triangle is excluded from the radial improvement for the
circular maximal operatorME , highlighting the difference between
two-dimensional and higher-dimensional cases.
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If we consider a much larger class of E, the geometric shape of T rad
E can be

more complicated. For example, we can get the following corollary for finite unions
of quasi-Assouad regular sets. It is an analogue of [12, Theorem 1.4] and can be
directly obtained from Theorem 1.4 and 1.5.

Corollary 1.7. Let d = 2 and E = ∪m
j=1Ej where Ej ⊂ [1, 2] is a quasi-Assouad

regular set with βj = dimME, γj = dimqAE and 2γj ≥ βj + 1. Then T rad
E =

∩m
j=1Q(βj , γj).

Finally, we consider the endpoint estimates on the boundaries of Q(β, γ) or ∆(β)
in two dimensions.

Theorem 1.8. Let d = 2, E ⊂ [1, 2], 0 ≤ β < 1 and β ≤ γ ≤ 1. Suppose that
sup0<δ<1 χ

E
M,β(δ) < ∞, sup0<δ<1 χ

E
A,γ(δ) < ∞.

(i) If 2γ < β + 1, then ∆(β) ⊂ T rad
E .

(ii) If 2γ ≥ β + 1, then Q(β, γ) \ {Q2(2γ − 1)} ⊂ T rad
E . Moreover, ME is of

radial restricted weak type (p, q) when ( 1p ,
1
q ) is the point Q2(2γ − 1).

Remark 1.9. If logarithmic decay like log−α(1/δ) with some suitable α > 0 is
imposed on χE

M,1(δ) and χE
A,1(δ), using the methods from Section 3, we can ob-

tain the endpoint radial strong type estimate for some point Q on the vertical line
[Q1(1), Q2(1)]. However, the exponent α > 0 is far away from being sharp.

Overview of our argument. We always denote a radial function f in Rd by
f(x) = f0(r), where r = |x|. A simple but important observation is that when f
is a radial function, Atf is also radial. Indeed, it follows from a straightforward
computation by Leckband [9, Lemma 1] that

(1.14) Atf(x) = cd

∫ r+t

|r−t|

Kt(r, s)f0(s)ds,

where

(1.15) Kt(r, s) =

[√
(r + t)2 − s2

√
s2 − (r − t)2

(r + t)2 − (r − t)2

]d−3
s

(r + t)2 − (r − t)2
.

Thus, it suffices to study the maximal estimates for this one-dimensional inte-
gral. However, unlike the standard Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator, the kernel
Kt(r, s) of this integral is somewhat complicated. Fortunately, in higher dimensions
d ≥ 3, Kt(r, s) is essentially free of singularities. By dividing r into different cases
and performing simple calculations, we reduce the problem to estimating a few new
integrals involving only f0 and potential weight sα for some α > 0. Among these
case, r ∼ t is the most challenging, as the left endpoint |r − t| of integral interval
can approach zero. To address this, we naturally decompose the range of r based
on its distance from E. See Section 2 for further details.

In two dimensions, Kt(r, s) exhibits more intricate singularities due to the factors

1/
√
r + t− s and 1/

√
s− |r − t|. For simplicity, we focus on the singularities aris-

ing from 1/
√
s− |r − t|. As before, we divide r into three cases: t ≤ r/2, t ≥ 3r/2

and r/2 < t < 3r/2. For the first case, we perform a dyadic decomposition on both
the range of r and the integral interval [r− t, r+ t]. Using interpolation, we derive
the Lp−improving estimates for the decomposed operators. In this context, the
L1 → L1 operator norm involve the covering numbers N(E, δ). We proceed simi-
larly in the second case, with a key difference: at this point, the original integration
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interval [t−r, t+r] has length 2r, which can be much smaller than 1. Consequently,
when calculating the multiplicities, local covering numbers N(E ∩ I, δ) naturally
arise. This motivates the introduction of the concept of (quasi-)Assouad dimen-

sion. For the final case, the integral includes the singular term 1/
√
s− |r − t| and

potentially a weight sα for some α > 0. Here, we perform a dyadic decomposition
on both |r − t| and the integral interval [|r − t|, r + t]. However, it requires a more
refined decomposition on the range of r and E to ensure that |r − t| is contained
within a binary interval. To achieve this, we essentially follow the argument in [17,
Proposition 5.4].

Outline. Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we consider the three cases
E = [1, 2], dimME < 1 and dimME = 1 in higher dimensions d ≥ 3. In Section
3, we establish the more complicated results for the circular maximal operator.
Various necessary conditions including the proof of Theorem 1.5 are discussed in
Section 4.

Notation. For d ≥ 2, µd is a measure on R+ defined by dµd = rd−1dr. For a set
A ⊂ Rd, we write |A| for the usual Lebesgue measure of A. We define Ik = [2k, 2k+1]

for k ∈ Z, whose double interval is denoted by Ĩk. A . B means that there exists
a positive irrelevant constant C such that A ≤ CB. Similarly, we write A ≪ B to
mean that A is far less than B. We use A ∼ B if A . B and B . A.

2. Lp-improving bounds in higher dimensions

In this section, we basically follow the argument in [17] to obtain the Lp-
improving estimates for ME when d ≥ 3. Since we are dealing with the localized
maximal operator, the proof here is somewhat simplified compared to the previous
one.

2.1. The case when E = [1, 2]. Here we give a proof of Theorem 1.1 in higher
dimensions d ≥ 3. First, we use a pointwise inequality for ME acting on radial
functions in [17], which is an easy consequence of (1.14) and (1.15).

Lemma 2.1 ([17], Lemma 3.1). Let d ≥ 3, E ⊂ [1, 2] and f is a radial function
defined in Rd. Then

(2.1) MEf(x) . [ME,pg(r) +R1f0(r) +R2f0(r)],

where

g(s) = f0(s)s
d−1
p ,

(2.2) ME,pg(r) = χ(2/3,4)(r) sup
t∈E

r/2<t<3r/2

∫ r+t

|r−t|

s
d−1
p′

−1|g(s)|ds,

and

R1f0(r) = χ[2,∞)(r) sup
t∈[1,2]
t≤r/2

∫ r+t

r−t

|f0(s)|ds,

R2f0(r) = χ[0,4/3)(r) sup
t∈[1,2]
t≥3r/2

1

r

∫ t+r

t−r

|f0(s)|ds.

We have the following Lp-improving estimates for R1 and R2.
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Lemma 2.2. For 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ and d ≥ 1, the operator R1 is bounded from
Lp(µd) to Lq(µd).

Proof. Since R2 is bounded on L∞(µd), it suffices to prove that R1 is L1(µd) →
L1(µd) and L1(µd) → L∞(µd) bounded. Then this lemma is an easy consequence
of real interpolation theorem. Note that

R1f0(r) .χ[2,∞)(r)r
1−d sup

t∈[1,2]

∫ r+t

r−t

|f0(s)|sd−1ds

.χ[2,∞)(r)r
1−d

∫ r+2

r−2

|f0(s)|sd−1ds

Then it is easy to see that ‖R1f0‖L∞(µd) . ‖f0‖L1(µd). Moreover, by Fubini’s
theorem, we have

∫
|R1f0(r)|rd−1dr ≤

∫ ∞

2

∫ r+2

r−2

|f0(s)|sd−1dsdr

=

∫ ∞

0

( ∫ s+2

max{2,s−2}

dr
)
|f0(s)|sd−1ds

.‖f0‖L1(µd).

�

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that d > 1, 1 < p ≤ ∞ and p ≤ q ≤ pd. Then the operator
R2 is bounded from Lp(µd) to Lq(µd). Moreover, R2 is of strong type (1, 1) and
weak type (1, d), with respect to the measure µd.

Proof. It is trivial that R2 is bounded on L∞(µd). Thus, by real interpolation
theorem, it suffices to show that R2 is L1(µd) → L1(µd) and L1(µd) → Ld,∞(µd)
bounded. Note that

R2f0(r) ≤
1

r
‖fo‖L1(µd)χ[0,4/3)(r).

Then we easily obtain that R2 is bounded from L1(µd) to Ld,∞(µd). Moreover, we
have ∫

|R2f0(r)|rd−1dr ≤
∫ 4/3

0

rd−2‖fo‖L1(µd)dr . ‖f0‖L1(µd).

The last inequality follows from the assumption d > 1. �

Now we give a proof for the sufficient part of Theorem 1.1 in higher dimensions
d ≥ 3. Actually, we can obtain some Lorentz estimates for the endpoints Q1(1) and
Q2(1).

Proposition 2.4. Let d ≥ 3 and pd = d
d−1 . Then M[1,2] is bounded from Lpd,1

rad (R
d)

to the Lorentz spaces Lpd,1
rad (R

d) and Lpdd,1
rad (Rd).

Proof. By real interpolation theorem, Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, both of the
operators R1 and R2 map Lpd,1(µd) boundedly to Lpd,1(µd) and Lpdd,1(µd). We
claim that, for any p > 0 and s > 0,

‖M[1,2],pd
g‖Lp,s(µd) . ‖f0‖Lpd,1(µd).
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Indeed, by generalized Hölder inequality, we have

M[1,2],pd
g(r) ≤χ[2/3,4](r)

∫ 6

0

|f0(s)|
1

s
dµd(s)

≤χ[2/3,4](r)‖| · |−1‖Ld,∞(µd)‖f0‖Lpd,1(µd)

.χ[2/3,4](r)‖f0‖Lpd,1(µd).

Then we finish the proof in view of (2.1). �

Remark 2.5. When pd < q < pdd, M[1,2] is bounded from Lpd,1
rad (R

d) to Lq,s(Rd)
for any s > 0 by interpolation between Q1(1) and Q2(1), and radial strong type
estimates for M[1,2] follow from interpolation with the trivial L∞ → L∞ estimate.

Here we consider the necessary part of Theorem 1.1 in all dimensions d ≥ 2.
By standard radial counterexamples (see Section 4.1-4.3), it is easy to see that
T rad
[1,2] ⊂ ∆(1). So we only need to exclude the line segment [Q1(1), Q2(1)]. Consider

Stein’s counterexample [18]:

F (x) = |x|−(d−1) log−1
( 1

|x|
)
χ[0,1/2](|x|).

Note that M[1,2]F (x) = ∞ if |x| ∈ [1, 2]. However, by simple calculation, we

know that F ∈ Lpd,r
rad (R

d) for any r > 1. Thus, (1/p, 1/q) ∈ T rad
[1,2] only if p > pd.

Furthermore, if M(0,∞) is Lpd,1
rad → Lpd,s bounded, then s = ∞. To see this, let f

be the characteristic function of the unit ball in Rd, centered at the origin. Then
M(0,∞)f(x) ≥ A|x|f(x) & 1

|x|d−1 when |x| ≫ 1. Thus, the radial restricted weak

type (pd, pd) estimate for M(0,∞), which was proven by Leckband [9], is the best
possible Lorentz estimate.

2.2. The case when β < 1. Before turning to the positive result of (i) in Theorem
1.2, we first introduce some useful notations. For n ≥ 0, we define

Wn(E) = {r ≥ 0 : dist(r, E) ≤ 2−n+1}

and

Dn(E) = {r ≥ 0 : 2−n < dist(r, E) ≤ 2−n+1}.

For convenience, we usually use the shorthand notations Wn and Dn where no
ambiguity arises. We denote the minimal number of binary intervals of length 2j

(an interval of the form [m2j , (m+ 1)2j] for some m, k ∈ Z) needed to cover E by

Ñ(E, 2j). We recall two useful lemmas in [17, Lemma 2.2-2.3].

Lemma 2.6. Let E ⊂ [1, 2]. Then, for n ≥ 0,

N(E, 2−n) ≤ Ñ(E, 2−n) ≤ 3N(E, 2−n)

and

2−n−2N(E, 2−n) ≤ |Wn| ≤ 2−n+3N(E, 2−n).
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Lemma 2.7. Let E ⊂ [1, 2] with |Ē| = 0. Suppose that 0 ≤ β < 1. Then the
following three conditions are equivalent:

sup
0<δ<1

χE
M,β(δ) < ∞,

sup
n≥0

|Wn|2n(1−β) < ∞,

sup
n≥0

|Dn|2n(1−β) < ∞.

To prove the sufficient part of (i) in Theorem 1.2, it suffices to show the following
proposition, according to Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3 and (2.1).

Proposition 2.8. Let E ⊂ [1, 2] and d ≥ 2. Suppose that 0 ≤ β < 1 and

sup
0<δ<1

χE
M,β(δ) < ∞.

Then ME,p0
is bounded from Lp0(R+) to Lp0(µd) and ME,p1

is bounded from

Lp1(R+) to Lp1d(µd), where p0 = 1 + β
d−1 and p1 = 1+ p0

d .

Proof. We first prove the estimate for ME,p0
. It is easy to see that

‖ME,p0
g‖Lp0(µd) ∼

(∑

n≥0

∫

Dn

|ME,p0
g(r)|p0dr

) 1
p0

+
( ∫

r∈[2/3,4],dist(r,E)>2

|ME,p0
g(r)|p0dr

) 1
p0 .

The second term is easy to be dominated. Indeed, if r ∈ [2/3, 4] and dist(r, E) > 2,
then, by a simple application of Hölder inequality, we have

ME,p0
g(r) = sup

t∈E
r/2<t<3r/2

∫ r+t

|r−t|

s
d−1
p′

0

−1|g(s)|ds

.

∫ 6

2

|g(s)|ds . (

∫ 6

2

|g(s)|p0ds)
1
p0 . ‖g‖Lp0(R+).

For the first term, by dyadic decomposition, Hölder inequality and change of vari-
ables l = n− k, we obtain that, when r ∈ Dn,

ME,p0
g(r) ≤

∫ 8

2−n

s
d−1
p′

0

−1|g(s)|ds

=

n+2∑

k=0

∫ 2k−n+1

2k−n

s
d−1
p′

0

−1|g(s)|ds

≤
n+2∑

k=0

( ∫ 2k−n+1

2k−n

sd−1−p′

0ds
) 1
p′

0

( ∫ 2k−n+1

2k−n

|g(s)|p0ds
) 1
p0

.

n∑

l=−2

2
−l(

d
p′

0

−1)‖g‖Lp0(I−l).
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According to Lemma 2.7, |Dn| . 2−n(1−β) = 2
np0

(
d
p′

0

−1
)
. Consequently,

‖ME,p0
g‖Lp0(∪Dn;µd) .

(∑

n≥0

|Dn|
( n∑

l=−2

2
−l(

d
p′

0

−1)‖g‖Lp0(I−l)

)p0
) 1
p0

.
(∑

n≥0

( n∑

l=−2

2
(n−l)(

d
p′

0

−1)‖g‖Lp0(I−l)

)p0
) 1
p0 .

We take the sequence ak = ‖g‖Lp0(I−k) for k ≥ −2 and ak = 0 for k ≤ −2 . Another

sequence bk is defined by bk = 2
k(

d
p′

0

−1)
for k ≥ 0 and otherwise bk = 0. Note that

{bk} ∈ l1 since p0 < d
d−1 . Using Young’s inequality for convolution of sequences,

we have

‖ME,p0
g‖Lp0(∪Dn;µd) .

∥∥∑

l

an−lbl
∥∥
l
p0
n

. ‖ak‖lp0k ‖bk‖l1k . ‖g‖Lp0(R+).

Next we prove the estimate for ME,p1
. Similarly, it is enough to consider the

Lp1d(µd) norm of ME,p1
g on ∪Dn. Proceeding as before, we have

ME,p1
g(r) .

n∑

l=−2

2
−l(

d
p′

1

−1)‖g‖Lp1(I−l),

when r ∈ Dn. Note that |Dn| . 2−n(1−β) = 2
np1d

(
d
p′

1

−1
)
. Thus, we obtain that

‖ME,p1
g‖Lp1d(∪Dn;µd) .

(∑

n≥0

|Dn|
( n∑

l=−2

2
−l(

d
p′

1

−1)‖g‖Lp1(I−l)

)p1d) 1
p1d

.
(∑

n≥0

( n∑

l=−2

2
(n−l)(

d
p′

1

−1)‖g‖Lp1(I−l)

)p1d) 1
p1d .

We take the similar sequence ck = ‖g‖Lp1(I−k) for k ≥ −2 and ck = 0 for k ≤ −2.

Set dk = 2
k(

d
p′

1

−1)
for k ≥ 0 and otherwise dk = 0. Then {dk} ∈ l1 since p1 =

1 + p0

d < d
d−1 as well. For simplicity, we define en =

∑
l cn−ldl. Using the natural

embedding lp1 →֒ lp1d and again Young’s inequality for convolution of sequences,
we have

‖ME,p1
g‖Lp1d(∪Dn;µd) . ‖en‖lp1d

n
. ‖en‖lp1n . ‖ck‖lp1k ‖dk‖l1k . ‖g‖Lp1(R+),

which completes the proof. �

Using this proposition, we give a proof for the sufficient part of (ii) in Theorem
1.2.

Corollary 2.9. Let d ≥ 3 and E ⊂ [1, 2] with dimME = β < 1. Then ∆(β) \
[Q1(β), Q2(β)] ⊂ T rad

E

Proof. The assumption dimME = β < 1 means that sup0<δ<1 χ
E
M,β+ε(δ) < ∞ for

any 0 < ε < 1− β. Applying the above proposition, we have
⋃

0<ε<1−β

∆(β + ε) ⊂ T rad
E ,

i.e. ∆(β) \ [Q1(β), Q2(β)] ⊂ T rad
E . �
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2.3. The endpoint case when β = 1. First, we recall the discrete Hardy’s in-
equality. Although this inequality is well known, we give a proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.10. If {an}∞n=1 ∈ lp for some 1 < p ≤ ∞, then

(∑

n≥1

∣∣ 1
n

n∑

j=1

aj
∣∣p
) 1

p
. ‖an‖lpn .

Proof. This lemma follows from interpolation between the weak type (1, 1) estimate
and the trivial l∞ → l∞ estimate. Note that 1

n |
∑n

j=1 aj | ≤ 1
n‖aj‖l1j , which gives

l1 → l1,∞ estimate. �

Now we pay attention to the positive result of (iii) in Theorem 1.2. As before,
it suffices to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.11. Let E ⊂ [1, 2]. Suppose that wn = |Wn| ≤ n−
q
d where pd =

d
d−1 ≤ q < ∞. Then

‖ME,pd
g‖Lq(∪Dn;µd) . ‖g‖Lpd(R+).

Proof. Proceeding as before, we have, if r ∈ Dn,

ME,pd
g(r) .

n∑

k=−2

2
−l(

d
p′

d
−1)‖g‖Lpd(I−k) =

n∑

k=−2

‖g‖Lpd(I−k),

since p′d = d. Set an = ‖g‖Lpd(I−n) and bn =
∑n

k=1 ak. Using |Dn| = wn − wn+1

and Abel transformation, we have
∑

n≥0

|Dn|bqn = |D0|bq0 +
∑

n≥1

(wn − wn+1)b
q
n

= |D0|bq0 + lim
m→∞

m∑

n=1

(wn − wn+1)b
q
n

= |D0|bq0 + w1b
q
1 + lim

m→∞
[

m∑

n=2

wn(b
q
n − bqn−1)− wm+1b

q
m]

≤ |D0|bq0 + w1b
q
1 +

∑

n≥1

wn+1(b
q
n+1 − bqn).

Notice that bqn+1 − bqn . (bn+1 − bn)b
q−1
n = an+1b

q−1
n+1. Then,

‖ME,pd
g‖qLq(∪Dn;µd)

≤
∑

n≥0

|Dn|bqn . |D0|bq0 + w1b
q
1 +

∑

n≥2

wnanb
q−1
n .

It is easy to estimate the first two terms as before. For the last term, by Hölder
inequality, we have

∑

n≥2

wnanb
q−1
n ≤‖an‖lpdn

(∑

n≥2

wd
nb

d(q−1)
n

) 1
d

.‖g‖Lpd(R+)

(∑

n≥2

n−qbd(q−1)
n

) 1
d .

Note that

n−qbd(q−1)
n =

( 1
n
bn
)pd

( 1
n
bdn
)q−pd
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and again by Hölder inequality,

bn =

n∑

k=−2

ak . n
1
d ‖ak‖lpdk . n

1
d ‖g‖Lpd(R+).

Then, by an application of discrete Hardy’s inequality, we have
∑

n≥2

n−qbd(q−1)
n . ‖g‖d(q−pd)

Lpd(R+)

∑

n≥2

( 1
n
bn
)pd

. ‖g‖d(q−pd)
Lpd(R+)‖g‖

pd

Lpd(R+) = ‖g‖d(q−1)
Lpd(R+),

Combining all estimates together, we finish the proof. �

3. Lp-improving bounds for circular maximal averages

In this section, we consider the Lp → Lq estimates for the circular maximal
operator on radial functions. The key difference is that the pointwise inequality
(2.1) is no longer applicable in two dimensions, since the kernel Kt(r, s) in (1.14) is
much more singular in this case. Therefore, we need a more sophisticated treatment
especially when proving Theorem 1.4 and 1.8.

3.1. The case when E = [1, 2]. To obtain the radial restricted type estimates for
M[1,2], we exploit a variant of the technical lemma proven by Nowak–Roncal–Szarek
[11, Lemma 4.3]. Although the proof is quite similar, we provide it here for the
reader’s convenience.

Lemma 3.1. Let d = 2 and Ã be a measurable set of R+. Define A := {x ∈ R2 :

|x| ∈ Ã}. Then, we have

(3.1) M[1,2]χA(x) . [UχÃ(|x|)]
1
2 + [RχÃ(|x|)]

1
2 ,

where the operators U and R act on a function on R+ such that

Uf(r) = χ(1/2,∞)(r) sup
t∈[1,2]
t<2r

1

r

∫ r+t

|r−t|

zf(z)dz,

Rf(r) = χ[0,1](r) sup
t∈[1,2]
t≥2r

1

r

∫ t+r

t−r

f(z)dz.

Proof. Using (1.14) and (1.15), we get

(3.2) AtχA(x) = c2

∫ B

A

[(z2 −A2)(B2 − z2)]−1/2zχÃ(z)dz,

where A = ||x| − t| and B = |x|+ t. We claim that

(3.3)

∫ B

A

[(z2 −A2)(B2 − z2)]−1/2zχÃ(z)dz .
( 1

B2 −A2

∫ B

A

zχÃ(z)dz
)1/2

.

Then this lemma is done by splitting the supremum into t < 2r and t ≥ 2r.
We divide the interval into I1 = (A, (A+B)/2)∩Ã and I2 = ((A+B)/2, B)∩Ã.

First, we consider the integral over I1. It is easy to see that our task is reduced to
showing that

(3.4)

∫

I1

[z/(z −A)]1/2dz .
( ∫

I1

zdz
)1/2

.
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We consider two cases A ≥ B/100 and A < B/100.
Case 1: A ≥ B/100. In this case, z ∼ A ∼ B for z ∈ I1. Since the function

z 7→ (z −A)−1/2

is strictly monotone decreasing when z > A, we obtain that

∫

I1

[z/(z −A)]1/2dz ∼ A1/2

∫

I1

(z −A)−1/2dz

≤ A1/2

∫ A+|I1|

A

(z −A)−1/2dz

∼ (A|I1|)1/2 ∼
( ∫

I1

zdz
)1/2

.

Case 2: A < B/100. In this case, we split I1 into Ã1 = (A, 10A) ∩ I1 and

Ã2 = (10A, (A+B)/2)∩I1, whose integrals for LHS of (3.4) are denoted by J1 and
J2 respectively. Note that the required bound for J1 follows directly from Case 1

by taking B = 19A. When z ∈ J2 , we have z − A ∼ z. Set Bk = Ã2 ∩ [2k, 2k+1)
for k ∈ Z. Then we get that

J2
2 ∼ |Ã2|2 =

(∑

k

|Bk|
)2

≤ 2
∑

k∈Z

|Bk|
(∑

j≤k

|Bj|
)

.
∑

k∈Z

|Bk|
(∑

j≤k

2j
)

∼
∑

k∈Z

2k|Bk| ∼
∫

Ã2

zdz.

Now we focus on the integral over I2. Proceeding as before, we only need to
show that ∫

I2

(B − z)−1/2dz ≤ |I2|−1/2.

This can be proven similarly since the function z 7→ (B−z)−1/2 is strictly monotone
increasing when z < B. �

Then we have the following easy estimates for U and R.

Lemma 3.2. The operator U is bounded from L1(µ2) to Lp(µ2) for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,
and the operator R is bounded from L1(µ2) to Lq(µ2) for any 1 ≤ q < 2. Moreover,
R is of weak type (1, 2), with respect to the measure µ2.

Proof. We first consider the operator U . By interpolation, it is enough to show
that U is of strong type (1, 1) and (1,∞). Note that

Uf(r) .
1

r
χ(1/2,∞)(r)

∫ r+2

max{0,r−2}

|f(z)|zdz . ‖f‖L1(µ2),
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which implies U is bounded from L1(µ2) to L∞(µ2). Furthermore, by Fubini’s
theorem, we have

∫
|Uf(r)|rdr ≤

∫ ∞

1/2

∫ r+2

max{0,r−2}

|f(z)|zdzdr

=

∫ ∞

0

( ∫ z+2

max{1/2,z−2}

dr
)
|f(z)|zdz

. ‖f‖L1(µ2).

Now we focus on the operator R. It is easy to see that

Rf(r) .
1

r
χ[0,1](r)‖f‖L1(µ2).

Consequently, the desired bounds for R follow from direct calculation. �

With the help of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we can obtain some Lorentz esti-
mates for the endpoints Q1(1) and Q2(1) in d = 2, which by interpolation imply
the positive results of localized circular maximal averages.

Proposition 3.3. Let d = 2. Then M[1,2] is bounded from L2,1
rad(R

2) to the Lorentz

spaces L2(R2) and L4,∞(R2).

Proof. We only show thatM[1,2] maps L2,1
rad(R

2) boundedly into L4,∞(R2); the proof
for the radial restricted strong type (2, 2) is similar. It suffices to show that

λ|{x ∈ R2 : M[1,2]χA(x) > λ}|1/4 . |A|1/2,
uniformly for λ > 0, where A is a radial set in R2 such that A = {x ∈ R2 : |x| ∈ Ã}
for some Ã ⊂ R+. According to (3.1) and Lemma 3.2, we have, for any λ > 0,

λ|{x ∈ R2 : M[1,2]χA(x) > λ}|1/4

.λµ
1/4
2

(
{r : |UχÃ(r)|1/2 > λ/2}

)
+ λµ

1/4
2

(
{r : |RχÃ(r)|1/2 > λ/2}

)

=
(
λ2µ

1/2
2

(
{r : |UχÃ(r)| > λ2/4}

))1/2

+
(
λ2µ

1/2
2

(
{r : |RχÃ(r)| > λ2/4}

))1/2

.µ
1/2
2 (Ã) = |A|1/2,

which completes the proof. �

Unlike the case in higher dimensions d ≥ 3, it is surprising that the radial
restricted weak type estimate atQ2(1) in two dimensions is the best possible Lorentz
estimate. Here, we present a counterexample that serves as a foundation for the
proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proposition 3.4. Let d = 2. Suppose that M[1,2] is bounded from L2,r
rad(R

2) to

L4,s(R2). Then r ≤ 1 and s = ∞.

Proof. As mentioned before(see the end of Section 2.1), the necessary condition
r ≤ 1 follows from the standard Stein’s counterexample. It remains to prove s = ∞.
We use a proof by contradiction. Assume that s < ∞. Let 0 < δ ≪ 1 and
fδ(x) = χ[1−δ,1](|x|). Then ‖fδ‖L2,1

rad
(R2) ∼ δ1/2. By (1.14) and (1.15), we have, if

|x| ≤ 1/4,

M[1,2]fδ(x) & r−1/2 sup
t∈[1,2]

∫ t

t−r

χ[1−δ,1](z)(z − (t− r))−1/2dz,
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where r = |x|. For any δ ≤ r ≤ 1/4, choose t = r + 1− δ. Then we have

M[1,2]fδ(x) ≥ cr−1/2

∫ 1

1−δ

(z − (1− δ))−1/2dz = 2cδ1/2r−1/2.

Here c is a suitable constant. Consequently, when cδ1/2 ≤ λ ≤ c,

λ|{x ∈ R2 : M[1,2]fδ(x) > λ}|1/4 & δ1/2.

Then we obtain

‖M[1,2]fδ‖sL4,s(R2) &

∫ c

cδ1/2
δs/2

dλ

λ
∼ δs/2 log(1/δ).

This implies δs/2 log(1/δ) . δs/2, which is a contradiction after letting δ → 0. �

3.2. The case when β < 1. As before, we need a pointwise inequality for ME

acting on radial function in R2 with f(x) = f0(r) where r = |x|. One possible
approach is to generalize Lemma 3.1 by replacing the interval [1, 2] in the definitions
of U and R with the fractal set E. However, we do not know how to obtain the
corresponding Lp → Lq estimates for the maximal function over a general fractal
set when p < 1. Instead, we proceed with the decomposition from [17].

Lemma 3.5 ([17], Lemma 5.1). Let d = 2, E ⊂ [1, 2] and f is a radial function
defined in R2. Then

(3.5) MEf(x) . [ME,pg(r) + M̃E,pg(r) +

4∑

i=1

Ri,Ef0(r)],

where

g(s) = f0(s)s
1
p ,

ME,pg(r) = χ(2/3,4)(r) sup
t∈E

r/2<t<3r/2

∫ r+t

|r−t|

s1/2−1/p(s− |r − t|)−1/2|g(s)|ds,

M̃E,pg(r) = χ(2/3,4)(r) sup
t∈E

r/2<t<3r/2

∫ r+t

|r−t|

s1/2−1/p(r + t− s)−1/2|g(s)|ds,

and

R1,Ef0(r) = χ[2,∞)(r) sup
t∈E
t≤r/2

∫ r

r−t

(s− r + t)−1/2|f0(s)|ds,

R2,Ef0(r) = χ[2,∞)(r) sup
t∈E
t≤r/2

∫ r+t

r

(r + t− s)−1/2|f0(s)|ds,

R3,Ef0(r) = χ[0,4/3)(r) sup
t∈E

t≥3r/2

r−1/2

∫ t

t−r

(s− t+ r)−1/2|f0(s)|ds,

R4,Ef0(r) = χ[0,4/3)(r) sup
t∈E

t≥3r/2

r−1/2

∫ t+r

t

(r + t− s)−1/2|f0(s)|ds.
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When presenting the above lemma, we closely follow the notation used in [17].

M and M̃ denote the main term while Ri denotes the remainder term, which is
indeed the case when proving the Lp → Lp estimates for circular maximal operator
over E ⊂ (0,∞). However, when it comes to the Lp → Lq maximal estimates over
restricted dilation sets E ⊂ [1, 2], the situation undergoes a subtle change. In some
cases (see Proposition 3.10 below), R3,E and R4,E may become the main term as
well. Nevertheless, we continue to use the original notation to make it easier for
readers to find the connection between our paper and [17].

We first prove Lp−improving estimates for R1,E and R2,E .

Proposition 3.6. Let d = 2 and E ⊂ [1, 2] with dimME = β. Then, for 1 ≤ p ≤
q ≤ ∞ satisfying 1

p − 1−β
q − 1

2 < 0, we have

‖Ri,Ef0‖Lq(µ2) ≤ ‖f0‖Lp(µ2),

for i = 1, 2.

Proof. We prove the estimates for R1,E only, since the proof for R2,E is similar.
For k ≥ 1 and m ≥ 0, we define

Rk,m
1,E f0(r) = 2−k+

m
2 χIk(r) sup

t∈E
t≤r/2

∫ r−t+2−mt

r−t+2−m−1t

|f0(s)|sds

Then it is easy to see that

(3.6) ‖R1,Ef0‖Lq(µ2) ≤
(∑

k≥1

‖
∑

m≥0

Rk,m
1,E f0‖qLq(µ2)

)1/q
.

We claim that, for 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞,

(3.7) ‖Rk,m
1,E f0‖Lq(µ2) . 2

−k(
1
p−

1
q )2

m(
1
p−

1
q−

1
2 )N(E, 2−m)

1
q ‖f0‖Lp(Ĩk;µ2)

.

This inequality follows from interpolation between (p, q) = (∞,∞), (1,∞) and
(1, 1). The L1 → L∞ and L∞ → L∞ estimates are straightforward, so we omit the
details. For the L1 → L1 estimate, we cover E with intervals Imν of length 2−m.
Note that the number of these intervals are comparable to N(E, 2−m). We denote

the double interval of Imν by Ĩmν . Then, by Fubini’s theorem, we obtain that

∫
Rk,m

1,E f0(r)rdr . 2m/2
∑

ν

∫ 2k+1

2k

∫

r−Ĩm
ν

|f0(s)|sdsdr

≤ 2m/2
∑

ν

∫

Ĩk

( ∫

s+Ĩm
ν

dr
)
|f0(s)|sds

. 2−m/2N(E, 2−m)‖f0‖L1(Ĩk;µ2)
.

Notice that N(E, 2−m) .ε 2m(β+ε) for any ε > 0. Then, if 1
p − 1−β

q − 1
2 < 0, we

have

‖
∑

m≥0

Rk,m
1,E f0‖Lq(µ2) . 2

−k(
1
p−

1
q )‖f0‖Lp(Ĩk;µ2)

,
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by direct summation and (3.7). Using the natural embedding lp →֒ lq for p ≤ q and
(3.6), we have

‖R1,Ef0‖Lq(µ2) ≤
(∑

k≥1

‖
∑

m≥0

Rk,m
1,E f0‖pLq(µ2)

)1/p

.
(∑

k≥1

‖f0‖pLp(Ĩk;µ2)

)1/p

. ‖f0‖Lp(µ2),

as long as 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 1
p − 1−β

q − 1
2 < 0. �

With the help of the above proposition, we can easily get the following corollary
when the Minkowski dimension of E is strictly less than 1.

Corollary 3.7. Suppose that dimME = β < 1. Then, for i = 1, 2, Ri,E is bounded
from Lp(µ2) to Lq(µ2) if (1/p, 1/q) ∈ ∆(β).

Then we turn to the operators ME,p and M̃E,p, which require a more refined
decomposition.

Proposition 3.8. Let d = 2 and E ⊂ [1, 2]. Suppose that 0 ≤ β < 1 and

sup
0<δ<1

χE
M,β(δ) < ∞.

Then
‖ME,p0

‖Lp0(R+)→Lp0(µ2) + ‖M̃E,p0
‖Lp0(R+)→Lp0(µ2) < ∞,

and
‖ME,p1

‖Lp1(R+)→L2p1(µ2) + ‖M̃E,p1
‖Lp1(R+)→L2p1 (µ2) < ∞,

where p0 = 1 + β and p1 = 1 + p0

2 .

Proof. We only consider ME,pi with i = 0, 1 since the proof for M̃E,pi is similar.
Define

M
0
E,pg(r) = χ(2/3,4)(r) sup

t∈E
r/2<t<3r/2

∫ 2|r−t|

|r−t|

s1/2−1/p(s− |r − t|)−1/2|g(s)|ds,

and

M
1
E,pg(r) = χ(2/3,4)(r) sup

t∈E
r/2<t<3r/2

∫ r+t

2|r−t|

s−1/p|g(s)|ds.

Obviously, we have
ME,pg(r) . M

0
E,pg(r) +M

1
E,pg(r).

By Proposition 2.8, we obtain the desired estimates

‖M1
E,p0

‖Lp0(R+)→Lp0(µ2) + ‖M1
E,p1

‖Lp1(R+)→L2p1 (µ2) ≤ ∞.

So it remains to handle M
0
E,p. For simplicity, we only show Lp1(R+) → L2p1(µ2)

estimate for the operator M0
E,p1

since the corresponding bound for M
0
E,p0

is very

similar. Actually, a stronger conclusion for Lp0(R+) → Lp0(µ2) estimate is included
in [17, Proposition 5.4].

Define D̃n = {r ≥ 0 : 2−n < dist(r, E) < 2−n+1}. Then we can easily get

(3.8) |Dn| = |D̃n| . 2n(1−β) = 2
2p1n(1−

2
p1

)
,
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since |Ē| = 0. Note that the open set D̃n can be written as a union of intervals
In,ν . We divide E into

En,l,ν := {t ∈ E : 2−n+l ≤ dist(t, In,ν) ≤ 2−n+l+1},
for 0 ≤ l ≤ n. By Hölder inequality, we obtain

M
0
E,p1

g(r) .
∑

l≥0

∑

m≥0

M
l,m
E,p1

g(r),

where

M
l,m
E,p1

g(r) =
∑

n≥l

∑

ν

χIn,ν (r)2
(2n−2l+m)(

1
p1

−
1
2 )

sup
t∈En,l,ν

(∫ |r−t|+2−n+l−m+1

|r−t|+2−n+l−m

|g(s)|p1ds
)1/p1

.

It suffices to show that

(3.9)
(∑

n≥0

‖
∑

l≥0

∑

m<l

M
l,m
E,p1

g‖L2p1(D̃n;µ2)

) 1
2p1 . ‖g‖Lp1(R+),

and

(3.10)
(∑

n≥0

‖
∑

l≥0

∑

m≥l

M
l,m
E,p1

g‖L2p1(D̃n;µ2)

) 1
2p1 . ‖g‖Lp1(R+).

To get (3.9), we use the crude estimate

(3.11) ‖Ml,m
E,p1

g‖L∞(D̃n;µ2)
. 2

(2n−2l+m)(
1
p1

−
1
2 )‖g‖Lp1(Ĩ−n+l)

.

Consequently, by Minkowski inequality, (3.11) and (3.8), we have

‖
∑

l≥0

∑

m<l

M
l,m
E,p1

g‖L2p1(D̃n;µ2)
.

∑

l≥0

∑

m<l

‖Ml,m
E,p1

g‖L2p1(D̃n;µ2)

.
∑

l≥0

|D̃n|
1

2p1 2
(2n−2l)(

1
p1

−
1
2 )‖g‖Lp1(Ĩ−n+l)

∑

m<l

2
m(

1
p1

−
1
2 )

.
∑

l≥0

2
−l(

1
p1

−
1
2 )‖g‖Lp1(Ĩ−n+l)

.

Notice that p1 < 2 since β < 1. As in the proof of Proposition 2.8, based on
the embedding lp1 →֒ l2p1 and Young’s inequality for convolution of sequences, we
obtain the required estimate (3.9). For (3.10), we need the finer estimate

(3.12) ‖Ml,m
E,p1

g‖Lp1(D̃n;µ2)
. 2

l−n
p′

1 2−
m
2 [N(E, 2−n+l−m−8)]1/p1‖g‖Lp1(Ĩ−n+l)

,

which had already appeared in [17, (5.11)]. Combining (3.11) and (3.12) with
Hölder inequality, we get

‖Ml,m
E,p1

g‖L2p1(D̃n;µ2)
. 2

−m(
1
p1

−
1
2 )‖g‖Lp1(Ĩ−n+l)

.

Thus,

‖
∑

l≥0

∑

m≥l

M
l,m
E,p1

g‖L2p1(D̃n;µ2)
.

∑

l≥0

2
−l(

1
p1

−
1
2 )‖g‖Lp1(Ĩ−n+l)

.

We proceed analogously to get (3.10). �

The following corollary is a direct consequence if we replace β with β + ε in the
assumption about the Minkowski characteristic of E for any 0 < ε < 1− β.
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Corollary 3.9. Let d = 2 and E ⊂ [1, 2] with dimME = β < 1. Then, for
(1/p, 1/q) ∈ ∆(β) \ [Q1(β), Q2(β)], we have

‖ME,pg‖Lq(µ2) + ‖M̃E,pg‖Lq(µ2) . ‖g‖Lp(R+).

To establish the endpoint result, we also need to consider the operators R3,E

and R4,E. Surprisingly, the region of (1/p, 1/q) such that these two operators are
Lp → Lq bounded depends on the Assouad dimension.

Before stating the proposition, we introduce some additional notations. Let
Q̃3(β) = (2−β

2 , 1
2 ) and Q̃(β, γ) denote the closed quadrilateral formed by vertices

O, Q1(β), Q̃3(β), Q2(2γ− 1). Note that the quadrilateral Q̃(β, γ) degenerates into
a triangle when β = γ = 0.

Proposition 3.10. Let d = 2 and E ⊂ [1, 2], and 0 ≤ β ≤ γ ≤ 1. Suppose that
sup0<δ<1 χ

E
M,β(δ) < ∞ and sup0<δ<1 χ

E
A,γ(δ) < ∞.

(i) If 0 < β < 1, then Ri,E is bounded from Lp(µ2) to Lq(µ2) for (1/p, 1/q) ∈
Q̃(β, γ)\{Q2(2γ−1), Q̃3(β)} and i = 3, 4. Moreover, Ri,E (i = 3, 4) maps Lp,1(µ2)

boundedly into Lq,∞(µ2) when (1/p, 1/q) is the point Q2(2γ − 1) or Q̃3(β).
(ii) If β = 0, then Ri,E is bounded from Lp(µ2) to Lq(µ2) for (1/p, 1/q) ∈

Q̃(0, 0) \ (Q1(0), Q̃3(0)] and i = 3, 4.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Theorem 1.8 is immediate from a combination of Proposi-
tion 3.6, 3.8 and 3.10. Note that ∆(β) ⊂ Q̃(β, γ) when 2γ < β + 1 and Q(β, γ) =

∆(β) ∩ Q̃(β, γ) when 2γ ≥ β + 1. �

To get the restricted weak type estimate for the endpoint situation, we will apply
an interpolation argument due to Bourgain [3]. See [5, Section 6.2] for an abstract
extension of Bourgain’s interpolation trick.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose that a0, a1 > 0 and (Tj)j≥0 are sublinear operators such
that

‖Tj‖Lp0,1(µ)→Lq0,∞(µ) ≤ M12
ja0 , ‖Tj‖Lp1,1(µ)→Lq1,∞(µ) ≤ M22

−ja1 ,

uniformly for j ≥ 0. Then
∑

j≥0 Tj maps Lp,1(µ) to Lq,∞(µ) with the operator

norm O(M1−θ
1 Mθ

2 ), where

(
1

p
,
1

q
) = (1− θ)(

1

p0
,
1

q0
) + θ(

1

p1
,
1

q1
), θ =

a0
a0 + a1

.

Proof of Proposition 3.10. We only show the estimates for R3,E since the corre-
sponding estimates for R4,E can be proven in the same way. Define

Rk,m
3,E f0(r) = 2k+

m
2 χI−k

(r) sup
t∈E

t≥3r/2

∫ t−r+2−mr

t−r+2−m−1r

|f0(s)|sds,

for k ≥ 0 and m ≥ 0. Then R3,Ef0(r) .
∑

k≥0

∑
m≥0R

k,m
3,E f0(r). We claim that,

for 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞,
(3.13)

‖Rk,m
3,E f0‖Lq(µ2) . [ sup

|I|=2−k

N(E ∩ I, 2−m−k)]
1
q 2

m(
1
p−

1
q−

1
2 )2

k(
1
p−

2
q )‖f0‖Lp(µ2).

By interpolation, it suffices to show the inequality for (p, q) = (∞,∞), (1,∞) and
(1, 1). The L1 → L∞ and L∞ → L∞ estimates are straightforward, so we leave it
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to the reader. For the L1 → L1 estimate, we cover E with intervals Im+k
ν of length

2−m−k. Note that

Rk,m
3,E f0(r) . 2k+

m
2 χI−k

(r)
∑

ν

sup
t∈E∩Ik+m

ν

t≥3r/2

∫ t−r+2−mr

t−r+2−m−1r

|f0(s)|sds

. 2k+
m
2 χI−k

(r)
∑

ν

∫

−r+Ĩk+m
ν

|f0(s)|sds.

Here we denote the double interval of Im+k
ν by Ĩk+m

ν . Then, by applying Fubini’s
theorem twice, we have

∫ 2−k+1

2−k

|Rk,m
3,E f0(r)|rdr . 2

m
2

∑

ν

∫

I−k

∫

−r+Ĩk+m
ν

|f0(s)|sdsdr

= 2
m
2

∑

ν

∫

Ĩk+m
ν −I−k

( ∫

−s+Ĩk+m
ν

dr
)
|f0(s)|sds

. 2−
m
2
−k

∑

ν

∫

Ĩk+m
ν −I−k

|f0(s)|sds

. 2−
m
2
−k

∫ ∞

0

|f0(s)|s
( ∑

ν∈Ak,m(s)

1
)
ds,

where Ak,m(s) := {ν : s ∈ Ĩk+m
ν − I−k}. For any ν1, ν2 ∈ Ak,m(s), it is easy to see

that dist(Ĩk+m
ν1 , Ĩk+m

ν2 ) . 2−k. This leads us to the uniform upper bound

#Ak,m(s) . sup
|I|=2−k

N(E ∩ I, 2−m−k).

Therefore, the required L1(µ2) → L1(µ2) estimate has been completed.
We first focus on the case 0 < β < 1. The L∞(µ2) → L∞(µ2) estimate is a direct

consequence of calculation. Thus, it suffices to show the strong type estimate at
Q1(β) and the restricted weak type estimates at Q2(2γ − 1) and Q̃3(β). Then the
remaining strong type estimates follow easily from interpolation. By the assumption
about the β-Minkowski and γ-Assouad characteristic of E, we have

(3.14) sup
|I|=2−k

N(E ∩ I, 2−m−k) . 2mγ ,

and

(3.15) sup
|I|=2−k

N(E ∩ I, 2−m−k) ≤ N(E, 2−m−k) . 2(m+k)β .

Substituting (3.15) into (3.13), we get

‖Rk,m
3,E f0‖Lq(µ2) . 2

m(
1
p−

1−β
q −

1
2 )2

k(
1
p−

2−β
q )‖f0‖Lp(µ2).

By direct summation, L1+β(µ2) → L1+β(µ2) estimate for R3,E is obtained. Note

that Q̃3(β) is the intersection point of these two lines 1
p − 1−β

q − 1
2 = 0 and 1

p −
2−β
q = 0. Thus, the restricted weak type estimate at Q̃3(β) follows from applying
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Bourgain’s interpolation trick twice. For the endpoint estimate at Q2(2γ − 1), we
substitute (3.14) into (3.13) to get

‖Rk,m
3,E f0‖Lq(µ2) . 2

m(
1
p−

1−γ
q −

1
2 )2

k(
1
p−

2
q )‖f0‖Lp(µ2).

Again, by using Bourgain’s interpolation lemma twice, R3,E is of the restricted
weak type at Q2(2γ − 1).

Now we consider the simple case β = 0. Notice that sup0<δ<1 χ
E
M,0(δ) < ∞

implies that there are only finite points in E and γ = 0 as well. The only difference
is that the point Q̃3(0) = (1, 1/2) does not lie in the interior of the triangle formed

by (0, 0), (1, 1), (1, 0), so we can not obtain the restricted weak type at Q̃3(0). Aside
from this, the other proofs are analogous to the previous case. �

The above proof gives non-endpoint results for R3,E and R4,E .

Corollary 3.12. Let d = 2 and E ⊂ [1, 2] with dimME = β < 1, dimqAE = γ,
dimAE = γ∗. Then Ri,E is bounded from Lp(µ2) to Lq(µ2) for i = 3, 4 and

(1/p, 1/q) ∈ int(Q̃(β, γ)) ∪ [O,Q1(β)
)
∪
(
O,Q2(2γ∗ − 1)

)
.

Proof. For small enough ε > 0, we have

sup
0<δ<1

χE
M,β+ε(δ) < ∞, sup

0<δ<1
χE
A,γ∗+ε(δ) < ∞.

Applying Proposition 3.10, we obtain the strong type estimates on [O,Q1(β)) and
(O.Q2(2γ∗ − 1)). According to the definition of dimqAE, we have

(3.16) N(E ∩ I, δ) .ε (δ/|I|)−γ−εδ−ε,

for any 0 < ε ≪ 1 and |I| ≥ δ. Indeed, one can easily get this by considering
the case |I| ≥ δ1−ε and δ ≤ |I| ≤ δ1−ε respectively. Using (3.16), we proceed
analogously as in the proof of Proposition 3.10 to get the strong type estimates in
the interior of Q̃(β, γ). �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. When β < 1, Theorem 1.4 is an immediate consequence of
Corollary 3.7, 3.9 and 3.12. The β = 1 case follows directly from Theorem 1.1 since
MEf ≤ M[1,2]f . �

4. Necessary conditions

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.5 and the negative results of Theorem 1.2.
Let β = dimME, γ = dimqAE, γ∗ = dimAE. Note that the measure µd is not
translation invariant on R+. So it seems hard to get the necessary condition p ≤ q
directly from the classical result of Hörmander [8]. Fortunately, we can find another
simple example to ensure this condition. The counterexamples regarding the other
two lines, OQ2(β) and Q1(β)Q2(β), are quite standard (see [13, 14, 1]). To prove
the endpoint necessary conditions on [Q1(β), Q2(β)] especially when β = 1, we use
a variant of the example in [17, Section 2.1].

However, there is a new phenomenon in two dimensions for quasi-Assouad regular
sets E when 2γ > β + 1. The counterexample for the line segments (Q2(2γ −
1), Q3(β, γ)) and [O,Q1(2γ∗ − 1)] originates from the characteristic function of the
annulus, which we have already seen in the proof of Proposition 3.4. This example
heavily relies on the singularity of the kernel Kt(r, s) (see (1.15)) when d = 2 and
indicates the role of the localized covering number N(E ∩ I, δ).
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4.1. The line connecting O and Q1(β). Let BR be the ball of radius R ≫ 1
centered at the origin in Rd and χR be the characteristic function of BR. Choose
some t0 ∈ E. Then we have

MEχR(x) ≥ At0χR(x) ≥ 1,

when |x| ≤ R/2. Hence, Rd/q . Rd/p, which leads to p ≤ q after letting R → ∞.

4.2. The line connecting O and Q2(β). This is the standard dimensional con-
straint for the fixed time spherical averages. Choose some t0 ∈ E ⊂ [1, 2] and
fδ(x) = χ(t0−δ,t0+δ)(|x|) with 0 < δ < 1. Clearly, ‖fδ‖Lp

rad
(Rd) . δ1/p. Further-

more, MEfδ(x) ≥ At0fδ(x) ≥ 1 when |x| ≤ δ. Consequently, δd/q . δ1/p, which
implies q ≤ pd after letting δ → 0.

4.3. The line connecting Q1(β) and Q2(β). Given 0 ≤ δ < 1, we take fδ(x) =
χ[0,δ](|x|). Consider the maximal δ-separated set {t1, t2, · · · , tm} ⊂ E. Obviously,
m ∼ N(E, δ). When |x| ∈ Ai := [ti − δ/2, ti + δ/2], it is not hard to get that

MEfδ(x) ≥ Atifδ(x) & δd−1.

Note that these annuli are disjoint. Then their union has Lebesgue measure ∼
δN(E, δ). Consequently, we get

(4.1) δd−1(δN(E, δ))1/q . δd/p.

For any ε > 0, it follows from the definition of Minkowski dimension that there
exists a sequence δm → 0 such that N(E, δm) ≥ δε−β

m . Substituting it into (4.1),
letting m → ∞ first and ε → 0 next, we obtain the desired necessary condition

1− β

q
+ d− 1 ≥ d

p
.

4.4. Endpoint necessary conditions on [Q1(β), Q2(β)]. To prove the necessary
part of (ii) and (iii) in Theorem 1.2, we shall need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let d ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ β ≤ 1. If ME is of radial strong type (p, q)
for some (1/p, 1/q) ∈ [Q1(β), Q2(β)], then

sup
0<δ<1

χE
M,β(δ) < ∞.

Suppose that in addition β = 1, then

sup
0<δ<1

(log(1δ ))
q
dχE

M,1(δ) < ∞.

Proof. The first assertion follows directly from (4.1). For the second necessary
condition, it suffices to show that |Wn| . n−q/d according to Lemma 2.6. We may
take

f(x) = |x|1−dχ[2−10n,1](|x|),
where n ≫ 1. It is clear that ‖f‖Lpd(Rd) ∼ n1/pd . Here we use the shorthand

notation pd = d/(d − 1) as before. Given x ∈ Rd with |x| ∈ Wn, there exists a
tx ∈ E such that ||x| − tx| ≤ 2−n+1. Set

Aj,x = {y ∈ Sd−1 :
∣∣y − x

|x|

∣∣ ∈ [2−j , 2−j+1]}
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for 2 ≤ j ≤ n/2. Clearly, the surface measure of this spherical cap Aj,x is com-

parable to 2−j(d−1) and |x − txy| ∼ 2−j for y ∈ Aj,x. Then, we have, as long as
|x| ∈ Wn,

MEf(x) ≥ Atxf(x) ≥
n/2∑

j=2

∫

Aj,x

f(x− txy)dσ(y) & n.

Thus,

n|Wn|1/q . ‖MEf‖Lq . ‖f‖Lpd ∼ n
d−1
d ,

which implies |Wn| . n−q/d as required. �

4.5. Proof of Theorem 1.5. When d = 2, we have an upper bound for the
localized covering number N(E ∩ I, δ).

Proposition 4.2. Let d = 2. Suppose ME is of radial restricted weak type (p, q).
Then, for any interval I ⊂ [1, 2] and δ > 0 such that δ ≤ |I| ≤ 1, we have

(4.2) δ
1
2
+ 1

q |I| 1q− 1
2N(E ∩ I, δ)

1
q . δ

1
p .

Proof. For convenience, it suffices to consider the case I = (u, u + |I|) ⊂ [1, 2]
with δ ≤ |I| ≤ 1/4 and 0 < δ ≪ 1. We denote the maximal δ-separated set
of E ∩ I by {t1, t2, · · · , tm}. It is easy to see that N(E ∩ I, δ) ∼ m. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that at least half of {t1, t2, · · · , tm} belongs to
(u+ |I|/2, u+ |I|). For simplicity, we denote them by t1, t2, · · · , tν with ν ≥ m/2.
Let fδ(x) = χ[u−δ,u+δ](|x|) for a give 0 < δ ≪ 1. Clearly, ‖fδ‖Lp,1

rad(R
2) ∼ δ1/p. By

(1.14) and (1.15), we have

MEfδ(x) ≥ Atifδ(x) & r−1/2

∫ r

0

1√
s
χ[u−δ,u+δ](s+ ti − r)ds,

when r = |x| ≤ ti/2. For any r ∈ [ti − u, ti − u+ δ
2 ] with 1 ≤ i ≤ ν, it follows from

easy calculation that s+ ti− r ∈ [u− δ
2 , u+

δ
2 ] whenever s ∈ [0, δ/2]. Consequently,

MEfδ(x) & r−1/2

∫ δ/2

0

1√
s
ds ∼ δ1/2|I|−1/2.

if |x| ∈ ⋃ν
i=1[ti − u, ti − u + δ

2 ]. These annuli are disjoint since ti are mutually
δ-separated. Hence their union has Lebesgue measure ∼ νδ|I|. Note that ν ∼ m ∼
N(E ∩ I, δ), which yields the desired bound (4.2). �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By the standard counterexamples from Section 4.2-4.3, p ≥
β+3
2 if ME is of radial restricted weak type (p, 2p). According to the definition of

Assouad dimension (1.1), for any ε > 0, there exist δm → 0 and Im ⊂ [1, 2] of
length |Im| ≥ δm such that

(4.3) N(E ∩ Im, δm) ≥ Cm(δm/|Im|)−γ∗+ε.

Here Cm → ∞ as m → ∞. Set Am = |Im|/δm. It is easy to see that Am → ∞
since there is a trivial estimate N(E ∩ Im, δm) ≤ Am. Substitute (4.3) into (4.2)
for q = 2p, we have

A
1+γ∗−ε

2p − 1
2

m . 1.

Letting m → ∞ first and ε → 0 next, we obtain the desired bound p ≥ 1 + γ∗.
Now we consider the line segment with endpoints Q2(2γ−1) and Q3(β, γ) for the

quasi-Assouad regular set E when 2γ > β+1. Set γθ = dimA,θE. By the definition
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of Assouad spectrum, there exist δm → 0 and Im ⊂ [1, 2] of length |Im| ≥ δθm such
that

N(E ∩ Im, δm) ≥ Cm(δm/|Im|)−γθ+ε,

with Cm → ∞. Proceeding as before, we have

δ
1
2+

1−γθ+ε
q

m |Im|
1+γθ−ε

q −
1
2 . δ

1
p
m.

Note that, if q < 2(1+γ), there exists a small enough ε > 0 such that 1+γθ−ε
q − 1

2 > 0

whenever θ > 1− β
γ , since E is quasi-Assouad regular. Then, using |Im| ≥ δθm and

letting m → ∞, we get

1

2
+

1− γ + ε

q
+ θ

(1 + γ − ε

q
− 1

2

)
≥ 1

p
,

for θ > 1 − β
γ and ε ≪ 1. Letting ǫ → 0 and θ → 1 − β

γ , we find the necessary

condition

L(
1

p
,
1

q
) :=

1

2
+

1− γ

q
+
(
1− β

γ

)(1 + γ

q
− 1

2

)
− 1

p
≥ 0.

It follows from a straightforward computation that L(Q1(2γ−1)) = 0 and L(Q3(β, γ)) =
0. �
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