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e-APPROXIMABILITY AND QUANTITATIVE FATOU PROPERTY ON LIPSCHITZ-GRAPH
DOMAINS FOR A CLASS OF NON-HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

TOMASZ ADAMOWICZ!, MARIA J. GONZALEZ2, AND MARCIN GRYSZOWKA !

ABSTRACT. We study the class of functions on Lipschitz-graph domains satisfying a differential-oscillation condi-
tion and show that such functions are e-approximable. As a consequence we obtain the quantitative Fatou theorem
in the spirit of works e.g. by Garnett [G] and Bortz—Hofmann [BH]. Such a class contains harmonic functions, as
well as non-harmonic ones, for example nonnegative subharmonic functions, as illustrated by our discussion.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this note we consider the Lipschitz-type domains in the form
Q={(x.y eR" 1 y> )}, )

where ¢ : R” — R is an L-Lipschitz function. On such domains, we would like to study functions u € C?(Q)
which satisfy the following condition on any ball B, C Q such that 2B, C Q:

1
2
oscp (u) < C (rl—" / (|Vul?® + |uAu|)d$"+1> (%)
' (14n)B,

for some € [0, 1) and C > 0. Such a class has been considered in [GKLN], when studying the relationships
between the nontangential maximal function and convenient versions of the area function of general (nonhar-
monic) functions. A priori, it might not be clear how wide is this family of functions. However, Proposition 5.1
in [GKLN] shows that (x) follows from the following pointwise condition:

luAu| < 0]|Vu|? in Q #)

for some 6 > 0. However, further restriction on 8 is necessary in order to control the area function by the non-
tangential function of u. Namely, we need to assume that 0 < 6 < 1. From now on we will say that a function u
satisfies condition (#) if 0 < 8 < 1.

The class of functions (#) clearly encloses harmonic ones, but also others, see Proposition 3.3 in Section 3
below. However, what is perhaps more important from our point of view is that, the oscillation condition ()
holds for several non-harmonic examples, for instance for non-negative C?> subharmonic ones, see Proposi-
tion 3.1 or non-negative C? functions u with subharmonic |Vu|%, for a € (0, 2], see Proposition 3.2 in Section
3. Estimate (x) together with (#) imply that

(0scg (W) Spp '™ / |Vu|? d.2", Q)

(1+m)B,
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which can be understood as the Morrey-type estimate for u.

Our main goal is to show the e-approximation property for functions satisfying (#) on domains Q. The
importance of this condition comes from an observation that a natural candidate for a Carleson measure of a
harmonic function, namely |Vu(x)|dx, may fail to be a Carleson measure (see e.g. [G, Section 6, Ch. VIII]).
In order to bypass this problem, the notion of e-approximability has been introduced ([Val, Va2]) and has
turned out to be important in the studies of the BMO extension problems and Corona theorems ([G, HT]), the
characterization of the uniform rectifiability ((HLM, HMM, HMMTZ]) and in the Quantitiative Fatou theorems
(IG, BH]).

Definition 1.1 (e-approximability). Let e > 0 and Q C [RTrl satisfy (1). We say that a function u : Q — R is
g-approximable, if there exists a function ¢ € BV,.(Q) such that

D) llu-oll, <€,
(2) |Ve|dy defines a Carleson measure on €, i.e. for every x € dQ

sup L |Vu(y)|dL" < C.. (3)
re0,diam @) " JonB(xr)

The latter condition can be equivalently formulated in terms of the surface measure, since domain Q is
given by the Lipschitz graph, and thus the surface measure is n-Ahlfors regular on the boundary, implying that
o(B(x,r)N0) = r". Let us also add, that regularity of e-approximation ¢ can be improved, see Remark 2.5 at
the end of Section 2 below.

Our main goal is to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C RTI be the Lipschitz-graph domain as in (1) and let further u : Q — R be bounded
and satisfy condition (#). Then for every € > 0 function u is e-approximable in Q.

The result generalizes the existing ones, as it is to best of our knowledge, first e-approximability result for
functions that need not be solutions of PDEs of divergence form. Moreover, we would like to emphasize that
condition (#) can be obsolete for some classes of functions and (x) instead suffices, as illustrated by nonnegative
subharmonic functions, see Proposition 3.1 in Section 3. This observation follows from a brief analysis of the
proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5 in [GKLN].

The key consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the following Quantitative Fatou Theorem in Corollary 1.2 (see
Definition 1.3 of the counting function).

Corollary 1.2 (Quantitative Fatou Theorem). Let Q C R’J’r“ be the Lipschitz-graph domain as in (1) and let
further u : Q — R satisfy condition (#) and be bounded with ||ul|, < 1. Then for every point w € 0Q

sup i N(r,e,p)(z)do(z) < C(g,a, f,n,Q),

o<r<ry " JoQnB(w,r)
where €, a, | are constants in the definition of the counting function N. In particular, constant C is a independent

of u.

The proof is a verbatim repetition of the proof of Lemma 2.9 in [KKPT] and, therefore, we omit it.

Let us remark, that the notion of the counting function is known in the literature, see for instance [G, KKPT,
BH]. It provides a way to estimate how much a function oscillates while approaching the boundary. The afore-
mentioned works study the counting function in the context of the Quantitative Fatou Property, which generalizes
the classical Fatou theorem stating that non-tangential limit exists at a.e. point of boundary. In the language of
counting function it reads that counting function N is finite a.e.

PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

Let us recall some necessary definitions and notation used throughout our work.

From now on, unless specified otherwise, by Q we always denote a Lipschitz-type domain as in (1).
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Definition 1.2. For a > 0 a cone with a vertex at point (x, ¢(x)) € 0€2 and aperture « is defined as follows
F,(x) :={(z,y) € R : |z - x| < a(y — (x))}.

Notice that for every x € R" a cone I',(x) is congruent to a cone {(x,y) € [R{Tl . |x| < ay}. However, such
cones need not be contained in domain . Therefore, we introduce the truncated cone:

[y =T, N {(z,9) 1 d(2) +5 <y < P(z)+1},
where 0 < s < t < oo. In that notation I',(x) = T’ (x). Since function ¢ is L-Lipschitz, it holds that

[y0.(x) C Qonly for a < % (and hence, from now on we only consider a < %).

a,0,00

Definition 1.3 (Counting function). Let ', .(x) be a truncated cone with the vertex at a point (x, ¢(x)) € 9€2.
Let u be a continuous function defined on Q. Fixe > 0,0 < f < 1 and 0 < r < 1. We say that a sequence of
points x, € I'; o (x) is (r, €, B, x)-admissible for u if
|u(xn)_u(xn—l)| Z £ and |xn_x| < ﬁlxn—l _xl
Set
N(r,e, f)(x) :=sup{k : there exists an (r, &, f, x)-admissible sequence of length k}.
We will call N a counting function.

Definition 1.4 (Area function). Let f : Q — [0, co] be a measurable function. The area function associated to
the density f is defined by

(Agf)(x) = ( fzy)(y - ¢(X))1_"dzdy> L oxemn

()

Similarly, we define the truncated version of the area function A, ; , f with respect to cones I, ;.
In what follows we are mostly interested in the case f = | Vu|? for a function u € C%(Q). Then we write

(Ags W)(X) 1= (Ag | Vul*)(x) = ( / |Vu(z, y)|*(y — ¢<x))1—"dzdy> :
Favsv,(x)

Definition 1.5 (Nontangential maximal function). Let f : € — [0, co] be a continuous function. The nontan-
gential maximal function function of u is defined as follows

(N f)(x) = Sltp) lfWI, xeR"

a

As above, the truncated nontangential maximal function of u, denoted by N, ; ,u is defined analogously with
respect to cones [, ;.

Definition 1.6 (Carleson measure). Let Q be an open set in R"*!. We say that a (positive) Borel measure y on
Q is an a-Carleson measure on L, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

u(Qn B(x,r)) < Cr", forallx € 0Qandr > 0.
The Carleson measure constant of u is defined as the infimum of constants C above.

Definition 1.7 (Local BV functions). Let Q be an open set in R"*!. We say that an L}OC -function f has locally
bounded variation in Q, and denote it by f € BV,.(Q), if for any open set Q' € Q the total variation of f over
Q' is finite:
sup f(x)divP(x)dx < oo.
YeC) (R, ||W]| o<1 /&

Recall, that the latter expression defines a (Radon) measure on €, see [EG, Section 5.1].
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2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Let us briefly describe our approach to the proof of the main result. First, we recall and formulate some
auxiliary notions regarding curved cubes, the associated red and blue sets and the stopping condition allowing
us to choose the appropriate families of cubes. Then we construct function ¢, the first approximation of ¢,
see (7) and show in Proposition 2.1 that ¢, is the Carleson measure. The proof of Proposition 2.1 relies on
two auxiliary observations, namely Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3. The first one gives a lower bound estimate for area
function and is applied in the proof of Lemma 2.3 to control the sum of volumes of cubes obtained by the
stopping procedure. Then, we construct the function ¢, see (19) and show that it e-approximates function u in
the L*-norm. In order to show condition (2) in Definition 1.1, we study the decomposition of the gradient of ¢,
see (20), and show that each of its terms leads to the Carleson condition, see estimates (Carl) and (Car2). An
important auxiliary result, perhaps of the independent interest, is presented in Proposition 2.4 and proved in the
Appendix. It gives the L? bounds for the area function on cubes. The above approach has been inspired by the
discussion in [G, Section 6, Ch. VIII]) and also by [HMM].

Let us first set up the stage for a geometric constructions we use to prove our result.

Curved cubes and associated centers. Fix € > 0 and denote by O, the unit cube in R". We denote by

.....

O =, x) ER 2T <X, <G+ 127"}, formeNand j, ..., j, €{0,...,2" — 1}.

In the case parameters m and ji, ..., j, are fixed or their exact values are not important for the discussion, we
will write Q to denote a cube in the m-th generation for some m. For the sake of notation, in what follows we
will usually denote the side length of O by /(Q) rather than 27".
Let further
O = {(x,y) ER™ 1 x € 0y, p(x) Sy < 1+ ¢(x)}
be an associated curved unit cube in R"*!, where ¢ : Q, — R is a Lipschitz function. Similarly, for a given
cube Q, we define the curved cube

0= {(x,y) eR™ : x€0,¢(x) <y<px)+1(Q)).

In what follows we will often omit the word curved when discussing sets O and instead simply write cube.

Let X0 denote a center of a (curved) cube 0, ie. Xp = (xg, P(xg) + 2-m=1), where Xg is a center of Q.
Note that since by (1) it holds that ¢ is L-Lipschitz, we have the following inclusions:
B(x4.1(Q)) € O C B(x4,C(n, L)I(Q)), C(n,L) := Vn+1+L2 “4)
Moreover, we define the associated center of Q as follows:
e 3._
xl = % + E1l(Q) = (%, $(xg) + 27" +1(0) = (%o, d(xg) + 32 "). )

The name of this point is justified by the fact that le does not lie inside Q, and is the center of the curved cube

lying directly above cube Q and obtained by shifting up Q in /(Q), see Figure 1.
Stopping time conditions. Let us now define a stopping procedure.

Set
Gy := {Q,) and denote by
G, := afamily of maximal curved cubes Oc QO such that |u(xQO) - u(x’Q )| > €.
Next, define
G, = | 6.0,
0€G,

where Gl(Q) is defined the same way as G| with QO replaced with Q. Then define inductively families of sets
G, for k = 2, .... Denote by G = |J,_, G,. Let us introduce a domain which roughly can be understood as
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FIGURE 1. The center xp of FIGURE 2. The set T(Q)

A . ) (brown set) with respect to the
a cube Q and its associated set Q (set bounded by black
center le” . line).

FIGURE 3. An example of how a set R(Q) may look like. Cubes Ql, Qz, Q3 are removed from cube Q
to obtain R(Q). In general there may be infinitely many sets that are removed from Q.

follows: given any curved cube O € G consider its subset constructed by removing those maximal curved cubes
Q;, where the jump of the values of u at associated centers is big: |u(xQ) - u(le )| > €, i.e. we define

R( A) :=Q\ U Qi, foranerG.
QiEGl(Q)

Thus, set R(Q) consists of all curved subcubes in Q with small oscillations of u, see Figure 3. We remark that
this construction is similar to the one in Garnett’s book, see the proof of Theorem 6.1 in [G, Section 6 in Ch.
VIII].

Notice that given two different sets Q, W € G, the corresponding domains R(é) and R(W’) can only intersect
piecewise along boundaries, but their interiors are pairwise disjoint. Finally, we define blue and red sets, which
are essential in our construction. Denote by T(Q) the set Q translated vertically by %I(Q):

TQ) = {(x,y) €R™ : x € 0, p(x) + %1(9) <y<px)+ %1(@}. (6)

The key feature of sets T(Q), to which we appeal several times below, is that they are separated from the graph
of the Lipschitz function ¢, i.e. from the boundary of Q. Moreover, an important feature of sets T(Q) is that
the associated center of Q is the center of an upper side of T'(Q), see Figure 2.
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Sets T(Q) are not disjoint. However, for a given set OasetT (Q) intersects only finitely many other sets of
form T(Q ;). Moreover, the cardinality of a family of sets #{; : TQ)NTO ;) # @} is uniformly bounded for
all choices of Q. When dealing with set QO, we set T(QO) ={(x,y) e R : x e Qp, d(x) + %I(QO) <y<
¢(x) +1(Qy)}, i.e. its upper half.

Let k > 0. We say that T(Q) is blue, if

0SCr () < ke.

Otherwise, we say that T(Q) 18 red.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First, we define an auxiliary function ¢, : UQk G R(Qk) — R, which later on will be
used to define the e-approximation of u, cf. (19)

@1(2) 1= )0 Y ulxp ) areo,(2)- 7

i=l g, eq,

Notice that, ¢, is in fact defined for all z € Q and, moreover, for any Q € G it holds that

/ Vo, 1dg™! < 3 10 naRQ), (8)

% 0,eG
where | - | denotes the n-Hausdorff measure. Here, the expression |V, | is understood only in the distributional
sense and the component functions of V¢, are the signed measures supported on the appropriate faces in RO i),
see the discussion for the upper-half space in R? on pg. 345 in [G, Section 6, Ch. VIII]. Therefore, | IR(QU'

in (7) are the n-Hausdorff measures of Q N aR(Q j) and the above estimate is justified.
Our first step is to prove the following observation, which applied at (8) shows that | V¢, | d.#"*! is a Carleson
measure.

Proposition 2.1. For any O it holds that ZQ-EG 10N 6R(Qj)| < Ce21(Q)".
J

Proof. We may assume, without loss of the generality, that O € G. For otherwise, we consider a family M (Q)
of cubes such that Ql eEM (Q) if Ql c O, Ql € G and Ql is maximal. Then it suffices to prove the assertion
for each of the cubes in M(Q). Hence, from now on we assume that O € G. In order to show the assertion
of Proposition 2.1 we consider two cases depending whether O ; s contained in O or not and then prove two
auxiliary observations in Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3.
CASE 1: Q; is such that Q N 0R(Q;) # ¥ and O; ¢ O.
(1.1) Let /(Q;) < I(Q). Then, it holds that intQ N intQ ;= @, but the boundaries of curved cubes Q and O ;
still intersect.
It holds that O N dR(Q ;) is a subset of the vertical faces of O (throughout the paper, by vertical faces
we mean those different from the bottom and the top deck of a cube/curved cube). It is the case, since:
(D Q j has to touch Q, as otherwise Q N aR(Q j) = @ and such a curved cube does not contribute to the
sum ZQjeG |Q N aR(Qj)l; (2) since I(Q;) < I(Q), only vertical sides can touch.

For different curved cubes O ; satisfying /(Q ) < 10), the corresponding sets on 6R(Q ;) can
intersect along a set of positive (n — 1)-Hausdorff measure only, due to the definition of G' and R(Q )
Indeed, let Q, #* Qk be such cubes. Then we have three cases:

(a) cubes Q, and Q « have no common face and intQ, N intQk = @ in which case the corresponding sets
on aR(Qk) and O N 6R(Q,) can intersect along a set of positive (n — 1)-Hausdorff measure only. See
Figure 4.

(b) cubes Q, and Qk have a common face and intQ, N intQk = @J. Then sets Q N aR(Qk) and Q N
aR(Q,) are subsets of a common face of Q, which can only intersect along an (n — 1) dimensional set

00N 00, Nna0,.
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FIGURE 4. This figure illustrates a) and ¢) in Case 1.1 in Proposition 2.1. Since b) may only be observed
if the dimension is greater than two, it is not shown as a figure. Red line is a set 0 N Q0 - A set

()R(Q j) N O is a subset of a red set, whereas a set aR(Qk) N O is contained in a yellow line above a red
one. Therefore these sets may only intersect along a set of dimension n — 1.

(c) interiors of cubes Q j and Qk intersect, but this means that one of the cubes contains another, for
instance let Q ;i C Q «- However, then Q ;N R(Qk) = @ and so the conclusion is as in case (a) above.

Therefore, all such Q ; amount to at most C(m)I(Q)" in ZQjeG |Q N aR(Q j)|, as they cover at most
all vertical faces of Q.

(1.2) Let (Q;) > I(Q).

Then, there are at most C(n) of such cubes O i In order to see that this holds, let us consider two
cases. If O ¢ O s then there cannot be more of such Q ; than faces of Q. This is a consequence of the
following observations: (1) Q N aR(Q j) # () by assumptions, and so Q and Q ; have to touch; (2) since
o i € G and [(Q j) > [(Q), then for each face F' of Q there is at most one curved cube in G such that it
touches F with the face of side length bigger than /(Q) and, moreover, Q N aR(Q j) # @ (see also Figure
5).

: Let now Q C Q I then there exists exactly one cube in family G such that Q N OR(Q j) # @). To prove
it, note that for any bigger cube Qk € G with Q C Qj C Qk it holds that Q N aR(Qk) = @, as for
such Qy, the cube QO j is not contained in R(Q,), as it had to be removed in the construction of R(Q,).
Therefore, there is only one cube such that O ¢ Q ; and ONJoRO DEI.

Thus, similarly to case (1.1), such cubes contribute at most C(n)/(Q)" to the sum Y, 0,€6 IQnaR(Q ) |

In summary, the discussion in cases (1.1) and (1.2) gives that

Y 10N aRQ)| < Cm)I(Q)". ©)
0,66.0,¢0

CASE 2: Qj is such that O n OR(QJ) # @ and Qj cO.
Then, trivially we have that

D> 10NdRQ)I<Cm) Y. Q)" (10)
0,€G6.0,cO 0,€G.0;cO

To continue the proof of Proposition 2.1 let us prove the following observation.

Lemma 2.2. Let Q € G. It holds that

Y Q)" <Ce? /~A |Vu(x, )[(y — ¢(x)) dxdy,
0,€G,(0) R@)
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FIGURE 5. This figure shows Case 1.2 in Proposition 2.1. The purple cube refers to the case Q ¢ O ;
and the green one refers to the case 0coO ;-

where C = C(n, L, 0,n) and the set R(Q) is defined as follows:

~ {T(Qj), if T(Q;) is red

RO) := |J O, where O;:= ) A (11)
0,500 UXGUQj Fa,O,%l(Qj)(X)’ if T(Q,) is blue.

ByUOQ ;» we denote the upper deck of 0 ;- (We refer to the discussion in the proof below, see (10), where the set
R(Q) is constructed and its meaning explained).
Proof. Let Q; € G,(Q).

CASE 1: The translated curved cube T(Q j) is red (cf. (6) for the definition of T(Q j)). Then, it follows by (2)
and (4) that

k*e? < (oscT(Qj)u)2 SnLoy l(Qj)l_"/ . |Vul?,
70,

for some k > 0 whose exact value will be determined later in this proof. Hence, since T(Q j) N oQ = @ we have
that y — ¢(x) =, ; 1(Q;) for all (x, y) € T(Q,). Thus, we get
KO )" Spron€ / | Vu(x, »IP(y — ¢(x)) dxdy. (12)
T(0))
CASE 2: Set T(Q)) is blue.
Since O ;€ GI(Q), we know that |u(x’Qj) - u(xQ)l > £. Next, let us define the point

=

1 A 1 S
xj, = x84 SI0))e
J

which has the same x coordinate as the center of the curved cube Xp. but its y coordinate equals ¢(x) + /(O j).
J

Q

Thus, one can think that such point is a vertical projection of the center of the cube O ; on the upper deck of 0 o

1
A 4
denoted by UQ;. However, notice that xé does not lie in the boundary dQ2 while we would like to consider

J
a cone with the vertex at that point. Therefore, we let Q; = Q +¢,,,/(Q;) be a subdomain of € obtained by
1

1
shifting €2 vertically up by /(Q;). Now xé € 0Q;.
Therefore, we have '

a,

1
Y
N 0,%I(Qj)(u - u(xQ))(xéj) > g, (13)
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where the (truncated) non-tangential maximal function N is considered with respect to domain €2;.
1
=] A
We now show that estimate (13) holds not only at xé , the center of the upper deck of Q, but in fact at its all

J
points X, i.e.

N, 0,210, (8 = 4(PX) Z €.

a,

Let us consider vertical shifts of points X € UQj so that they belong to T(Qj) \ Qj, eg. X+ ienﬂl(Qj) and
notice that they satisfy

X +1e,71Q) €T, (X) and X +1g,,1(0) € T(O).

As a consequence we get, by the triangle inequality and since T'(Q ;) 1s blue, that

£ < lulxpy) — uxp)] < |u(xpy) = u(X + 72, 1Q )| + u(X + 72,71(Q)) = u(xp)l

< ke + |u(X + 12, 11(Q))) — u(xp)|

and hence

lu(X + ie,,HI(Qj)) —u(xp)| > (1= ke. (14)
Therefore, for every X € UQ ;» we obtain the following estimate

(1= K)e < N, g 17, = u(xg)(X).

Hence, for any X € UQ ;

(1= U0 S Ny 110, —ulxp)*(X) [ d”
2 J UQj

< / - Noo i)~ u(x))*(X) dA™
vo, 21

pS / ) / |Vul*(y — p(x) = 1(Q,))' " dxdy (N 5 A)
UQ; JTo0,1/200)X)
3 / |Vul*(y — ¢p(x) — 1(Q 1)) dxdy (Fubini’s Theorem)
UA Lo 0.1/2100/)X)
XEUQj
< / |Vul*(y - ¢(x)) dxdy, (15)
UA Lao,1/210))
XeUQj

where the third (N < A) inequality follows by the fact that UQ ; C 0Q; and by applying the local version of
Theorem 1.1 (b) for p = 2 in [GKLN] allowing us the consider the truncated versions of the N, and the A,
functions, see the comment following the statement of Theorem 1.2 in [GKLN].

Notice that the set | Xeuo, r )(X ) consists of the upper-half of T(Q ;) and additional parts belonging
to neighbouring curved cubes.

However, those parts may only be contained in cubes in the same generation (in the dyadic decomposition)
as T(Q j) and intersect only finitely many of such cubes whose number is estimated by a constant C(#n, a). To be

1
20,310,

more specific, notice that the distance of a pointinI" ;1 10 _)(X ) to the axis of the cone can be at most %al Q).
0.510;

Hence, as we are only interested in cubes in the same generation as T(Q J-), in each direction such a cone can
only intersect at most [%] other cubes. Moreover, as faces of O ; are n-dimensional, a cone can overlap with up
to @, ( [%] )" other cubes, where w,, stands for the measure of n-dimensional unit ball. Therefore, upon adding up
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FIGURE 6. This figure shows how
sets Qk and O ; look like for T(Qk)
red and T(Q ;) blue, respectively.

Notice that for a blue T(Q ;) we drew
abit more of a graph of ¢ as a blue set

FIGURE 7. This figure shows

is a union of truncated cones and the how a domain R(Q) is con-
way in which the cone is truncated structed. It is a union of red
depends on ¢. and blue sets of the form Q.

in (15) over all cubes O ;, €G; (0), we increase the constant on the right-hand side only by a factor of C(n, a)+1.
Thus, also the discussion of case 2 is completed.

In order to estimate the sum in the assertion of the lemma we now combine cases 1 and 2. For this, we also
need to analyze how a red set T (Q ;) may intersect other red sets. Notice that the case of cubes in the same

generation as a red T(Q ;) 1s already taken care of above. However, it may happen that T (o) ;) intersects with
sets that belong to one generation below the one of T(Q j), i.e. to (m — 1)-th generation for T(Q j) belonging to

the m-th generation, for some m. However, since the number of such cubes is finite, T(Q j) can only intersect
C(n) of such cubes.
Finally, we combine estimates (12) and (15) to arrive at the assertion of Lemma 2.2:

Y 1, <ce? /~A VU0 - ),
0,€6,(0) RO)

where R(Q) := UQjeGl(Q) Qj with

5 {T(Q,), it T(Q,) s red o

77 Uxevo, Taoiio)X) I T(Q)) s blue.

—_—

See Figures 6 and 7 illustrating the construction of the set R(Q).
Notice, that by (12) and (15), the assertion of the lemma holds with C depending on max{k~2, (1 — k)~2}
and, thus taking into account also (14), any 0 < k < 1 is suitable. O

Lemma 2.2 implies the following observation.

Lemma 2.3. Let Q € G. Then, Y .0 <0 1(Q,)" < Ce721(Q)".
J =J
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Proof. 1t holds that

douey =) Y Loy

0,€G.0,c0 k20 0,eG,(0)

=10+, D Q)"

k21 0,€G,(0)

=" +), Y, 1y

k21 0'eG, Q) 0,€G,(0")

Suren Q" +€2) Y /~ |Vu(x, ) (y — $(x)) dxdy (Lemma 2.2)
k21 0'eG,_,(0) )
<oy Q) 4672 / 1V I — ) dxdy,
C(n,0)Q

where the second inequality follows, by the discussion similar to the one at the end of the proof of Lemma 2.2,
from the fact that any cube may be counted at most finitely many times with the uniform constant depending on

n and a. However, since sets R(Q’) may contain also unions of cones, we may need to consider a cube bigger
than Q so that | R(Q') C C(n, a)Q. The proof of Lemma 2.3 will be completed once we show that

/ | VuCx, )Py — p(x)) dxdy S, 1., 1(Q)". (17)
C(n,a)Q

In order to prove this estimate, observe that for any point @ € C(n, a)Q N 0L, i.e. in the bottom face of cube
C(n,a)Q, it holds that

zZ e Fa,O,C(n,a)l(Q)(w) N ONS B(Z, (1 + a)d(z, OQ.)) N 0Q2.

The set on the right-hand side is sometimes called a shadow of point z. Moreover, notice that for z = (x,y) €
C(n, a)Q it holds that y — ¢(x) 5, 1 d(z,0€2). These observations together with the Fubini theorem allow us to
obtain the following estimate

/ IVu(x, )Py — $(x)) dxdy
C(n,0)Q

~ / Vule, Py = ) " (y = d(x))" dxdy (18)
C(n,a)Q
P La / | VuCx, )P — )" < / XB(z.(1+a)d(z.0Q)naed0 > dxdy
Cna)Q o
RnLa / VuCe, )Py = g™ ( / mo,@)da> dxdy
C(n,0)Q 0Q o
P / ( / IVu(x, Py = deN' "4t dxdy) do (Fubini’s theorem)
7 Joa \Jemad «0l)

2 n
RlLa / (Apocoapoi) ) dx S (Cln, a)l(Q))".
o

The last inequality follows from the following observation, whose proof we present in the appendix.

Proposition 2.4. Let Q C RTI be the Lipschitz-graph domain as in (1) and let further u . Q — R be bounded
and satisfy condition (#). Then for any dyadic cube Q C R" it holds that

/ (Aa,O,I(Q)u)2 (x)dx < c(1(Q))",
o
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where the constant ¢ depends only on a, 0 as in (#), n and the Lipschitz constant L of ¢.
Therefore, the inequality (17) is proven and, hence the proof of Lemma 2.3 is completed. O

Upon combining the discussion in (9) and (10) together with Lemma 2.2 we complete the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.1. O

CONTINUATION OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1:
Recall, that as already mentioned in the discussion following (7) and (8), Proposition 2.1 shows that |V, |d.Z n+l
is a Carleson measure in Q. Let us now define the following function ¢ : Q — R:

u(z) if z belongs to any red T(Q)
() = { o

19
@,(z) otherwise (19)

Our goal is to prove that ¢ is an g-approximation of u as in Definition 1.1. Denote by
RED the union of all red sets T(Q) and by BLUE the union of all blue sets T(Q), for Q C QO.

If z € RED, then u(z) — ¢(z) = 0, whereas if z € BLUE, then z € R(Q) for some O € G. Suppose that
z € T(Ql). Since, by the definition (6), the set T(Q 1) is a vertical translation of cube Ql, its upper half may be
a subset of one R-set (i.e. R(Q) for some Q € G), while its lower half may lie in another R-set. Moreover, it
can also happen that T(Ql) is entirely contained in one R-set. This discussion leads to the following two cases.
If T(Q,) € R(Q), then

u(2) = 9(2)| = lu(z) - ¢, (2)]
= lu(2) = U ) 2r0)(D)] < 1u(2) = ulxly )]+ lueely ) = utxg)| < ke +e,

where the first ke comes from the fact that T(Ql) is blue and the second ¢ is obtained because Ql is not entirely
removed from R(Q).

If T(Ql) ¢ R(Q), then suppose first that z belongs to the lower half of T(Ql), 1e. z € T(Ql) N Ql. Then
zZE R(Ql) and since T(Ql) is blue, we have that |u(z) — (p(z)l < ke.

If z belongs to the upper half of T(Ql) e z € T(Ql) \ Ql, then z lies in T(PQI) where PQI denotes the
parent of Q |» meaning the smallest cube Q containing Ql Moreover, z € T (PQ pn PQl IfT (PQ 1) is blue,
then |u(z) — @(z)| < ke in a similar manner as before. Otherwise, if T(PQ 1) is red, then this case has already
been taken care of above (see also Figure 8).

This discussion shows that ||u — @||, < (kK + 1)e.

Notice that

Vo =NVoDxo\rea T (Vi) XRea + 7 (20)
where J denotes jumps along boundaries of RED. We already proved that |V, |d#"*! is a Carleson measure.
Therefore, by the definition of ¢ in (19), it remains to prove that on the set RED, the measure |Vg|d.Z"! =

|Vu|d#"+! is a Carleson measure and that also J gives a Carleson measure. Since ||u||, < 1and |lu—g|l, <, €
it follows that |J| < (1 +¢) ZT(Q)md I(Q;)". From those it will follow that |V¢| defines a Carleson measure.
J

Our goal amounts to proving the two inequalities (Carl) and (Car2). The first one allows us to handle the Vu
term in (20), while (Car2) takes care of the J part.

/ |Vl NnL,,—1<Q)", (Carl)
(0, red. 0,0 T(@)

1
> Q) Sy 510", (Car2)
T(Qj) red, QjCQ

Let us begin with proving (Car2). Let us choose a finite cover by hyperbolic balls centered at points of any given
cube T(Q - Since we are interested now in red cubes, we have by (2) that for any such ball B, of radius r from
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FIGURE 8. This figure shows the situation when z belongs to the upper half of T(Ql) A green cube is
a cube Q, the cube bounded by a brown line is a parent of Q,, i.e. PQO,.

the covering of T(Q ) it holds

e < (oscp u? < rl_"/ |Vu|?, for some fixed 5 € [0, 1). 210
’ (1+n)B,
Notice that for any point z € T(Q j) it holds that the distance & ; (z) of z to the bottom face of 0 s satisfies

%I(Q ;) < 6;(z) < 1(Q;). Moreover, for any hyperbolic ball B, containing z it holds that r < 6,(z) < Cr, for
some fixed numerical constant C > 0. Thus, we have that

r6,(2) ~ 1(Q)).

Let us fix one ball B, from the covering of TO j), centered at the point Xp. + e %I(Q ;) a center of T(O j) and
J

Q)

such that (1+#)B, € T(Q - Such a ball can be obtained by similar reasoning as in (4) and r := T CO DI

would suffice.
Therefore, upon multiplying inequality (21) by /(Q;)", we get

oy <L / Va5, 22)
e J10)

as the above constructed ball B, satisfies (1 + )B, C T(Q ;). From this and the Holder inequality together
with (4) we infer the following estimate

2 2
L) s ([ vkt ( [ v )iy s S( ) vas, )
7)) 7)) 7(Q)) € 7(Q))
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which gives

1
/A |Vul sn,L—/A |Vul?5;.
T(Q)) € J1©)

We now proceed with the first inequality (Carl), as it turns out that proving it, will also complete the proof of
(Car2).

1 1
|Vu(z)| S - / |Vu(2)126;(2) S, 1 = / IVu(z)|?6(z),  (23)
/T(Qj> 2 £ J10) ’ e o

T(Q))red, 0;cO T(Q)) red, 0;cO

where in the last inequality, by 8(z) we denote the distance of z point z to the bottom face of Q. Moreover, the
last inequality holds true, due to observation that although sets 7'(Q;) may, in general intersect, for different

Q s each point in Q belongs to at most two sets T(Q j). Thus, the integral on the right-hand side of the last
estimate in (23) may increase at most twice. Finally, similarly to the discussion of estimate (17) in the proof of
Lemma 2.3, we observe that for any point ® € Q N 09, i.e. in the bottom face of cube Q, it holds that

z €Ty 0@ © @ € B(z,(1 + a)d(z,0€2)) N 0Q.

Moreover, notice that for z = (x,y) € O it holds that 0(z) £ I(Q) ~, 1 ¥y — ¢(x). These observations, together
with the analogous computations as in (18) and Proposition 2.4, imply that

1 / Vu(2)|28(z)dz ~, ;- / IVu(x, 920 — () (v — d(x))" dxdy
E 1s) E 1s)

nLa ! / (Aa,O,I(Q)u)2 (x)dx 5 é(l(Q))"- (24)
0

£

This completes the argument for inequality (Carl) and the proof of (Car2) follows as well, upon combining (22)
with (23) and (24).

Hence, |V@|dxdy is a Carleson measure and, therefore, the proof of the e-approximability of u in Qo is
completed.

Notice that in the proof it is not important that we consider a unit cube. Hence, our reasoning gives &-
approximation for any cube Q regardless of its side length. To obtain an e-approximation in set Q, we follow
the approach in the end of the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [HMM, Section 5]. Let us choose a point x,, in R". Let
O, be a family of cubes in R" such that x, is a center of each of those cubes and /(Q,) = 2*. Denote by ¢, an
g-approximation on set Qk. Define

(o]
¢ = Z (pk){Qk+1\Qk'
k=0

One can verify that ¢ is an e-approximation in Q and we leave the details to the reader. Thus, the proof of
e-approximability of u in Q is completed. O

Remark 2.5. As observed in several works (e.g. [HMM, G, HT]), the regularity of the e-approximation ¢
obtained in the proof above, can be improved to C*. Indeed, this follows by Lemmas 3.2 (i) 3.6 and 3.8 in [HT]
and by the standard mollification procedure, see e.g. [EG, Section 4.2].

3. EXAMPLES OF FUNCTIONS SATISFYING THE CONDITION ()

In this section we provide an example of the class of functions satisfying condition () and, moreover, that
are also e-approximable. Furthermore, we also discuss some sufficient conditions giving () and (#). The im-
portance of the latter condition comes from the fact that it implies (), see Introduction. Our examples illustrate
that for some classes of functions, a condition () more general than (#), suffices for the e-approximability to
hold.

Let us recall Proposition 5.2 in [GKLN]. It asserts that if u is a Cz—regular function defined in a ball B ¢ R"+!
such that #%* is subharmonic in B for some positive integer k > 0, then u satisfies condition (*) in B. This
observation gives the following wide class of functions satisfying Theorem 1.1.
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Proposition 3.1. Let u € C? be nonnegative and subharmonic in an open set Q ¢ R™! ie. Au > 0. Then u
satisfies (). Moreover, u is e-approximable in domains Q as in (1).

The proof of the first assertion follows by direct computations showing that Au?* > 0 for any positive integer
k > 0. The second assertion follows immediately from Theorem 1.1, upon noticing that proofs of Lemmas
4.5 and 4.6 in [GKLN] hold for as well for functions satisfying assumptions of the proposition. Indeed, the
scrutiny of the proofs of Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 reveals that under assumptions of the proposition, it holds that
Au? = 2(|Vu|? + uAu) > 2|Vu|? and Lemma 4.6 in [GKLN] follows, if u satisfies ().

Proposition 3.2. Let Q C R™! be an open set and u € C*(Q) be nonnegative and such that
AlVul* >0
for any 0 < a < 2. Then, conditions () holds.

Proof. Since |Vu|® is C?-regular subharmonic, it satisfies the submean value property on Euclidean balls B C
kB C Q. Hence for any x, y € B and some point z € B, lying on a line segment joining x and y, we have

|u(x) — u)|* < [Vu(z)|“|x — y|*

<Cnm ( ][ |Vu|“> e

(1+n)B

1 )\ 2

SC(n,n)< / IVl )

rn+l—2 (1+n)B

| ) :

<com | (-4 / IVul? + lutsal

F*= J+n)B

Therefore, we proved that () holds with ¢(¢) = Ct with C depending on #n, # and the diameter of domain Q. [

a

Recall that a C?-function satisfies (#), if |uAu| < 8|Vu|? for some 0 < 0 < 1.

Proposition 3.3. Let Q C R"! be an open set and u be a C*-function. If uAu > 0 in Q, then each of the
following conditions implies (+): Alnu < 0, Au=! > 0. Moreover, if Au®* < 0 for some 0 < a < 1, then
condition (#) holds with 0 .= 1 — a, and hence, also (*) holds.

Proof. The proof of the first assertion is based on the same type of computations and therefore, we will show
only argument for the first of the two conditions. We have that, at points in Q where u # 0, it holds that

_ ulu - [Vu|?

u2

s

0> Alnu =div (qu)
u
and so |uAu| < |Vu|? holds in Q (as, if u = 0 at some point in Q, then this inequality holds trivially). Thus, by
the comment following definition of (#) in Introduction, condition () follows from Proposition 5.1 in [GKLN],
even though 6 = 1. By analogy, the following direct calculations give us condition (#) and show the second
assertion:

0> Au® = div (Lw> = % wAu— (1 —a)|Vul?).
ul—a u2—a

4. APPENDIX: THE PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.4

The reasoning relies on the presentation in [GKLN, Section 4] and on a variant of the observation stated on
page 261 in [G, Exc. 4], see also [S]. First, we state the following claim and show how it implies the assertion
of Proposition 2.4. Then, we prove the claim.
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CLAIM. Let f : R" - R be a measurable function and let ¢ € (0, %) and A > 0. If for any cube Q C R" there
exists a constant ag such that

[{x€ 0 1/(x) - apl > 4}| < clOl.
then it holds that
[{x €01 17/ —agl > 1}| <e™l0),
where t = 3nA, while ¢c; = (3A)~! In(4/3).
Suppose that the claim is proven. Then Lemma 4.2 (i) in [GKLN] asserts that A o;(f) < Ay oy (fp ), for

somea’ >a,l’>1all0<e < go(a, L) and a nonnegative measurable function f. Here, f B, stands for the
mean value integral of f over a hyperbolic ball B,. Namely:

fBg :=fBE(z,y)=][ f’ (Z,Y)EQ
B((z,y),e(y—¢(2)))

Thus, Proposition 2.4 will be proven provided that we show that
2
/ (AworIVuly, ) (0dx < clQl = (@)
Q [3

We find that

2
/(Aa/’o’,/Wul%) (x)dx
Q &
2
=/< w0l VU3 ) (x)—(Aa,’,,’ooWul%) (x) dx
Q &

2 2 2 2
§/<Aa,’0’w|vu|%) 0= (Al Vb3, ) (xQ)dx+/ '(Aa,,,,,oowu@) (x0) = (AwslVal} ) ()
Q & £ Q & £

The second integral on the right-hand side is bounded above by c(a,n, L)|Q] in a consequence of applying
Lemma 4.3 in [GKLN], provided that we know that

IVul> < —S for(z,y) € Q.
]ié(z,y) y- d)(z))l

This condition immediately follows from the Caccioppoli inequality, see Lemma 4.5 in [GKLN], with the con-
stant ¢ = ¢(n, 0)e~2||ul|? .. The first integral above we estimate by the Cavalieri formula as follows:

2 00 2
/( w000l VEl% ) (x)—(Aa,’,,’ooWul%E) (xQ)dx:/ [{xeo: |<Aa,’0’°o|Vu|%£) ()= a| > 1},
(0] 0

dx.

where a 1= ( ' I'oo |Vul|? B, ) (xg)- By the reasoning analogous to the proof of Theorem 4.7 in [GKLN] and
by Corollary 4.8 in [GKLN], we know that there exists #; such that for all ¢ > ¢, it holds that

2
{x eQ: | <Aa,’0’oo|Vu|%£) (x)—aQ| > ’0}

as by following the notation of [GKLN], see page 217, we may choose 7, such that

1
< -
< 4|Q|,

Clo|
(ty—C))?

= i. By the claim

2
applied to f := ( ' 0. oo|Vu|2 ) , the latter estimate implies a corresponding one with e~¢/|Q|, which in turn
gives us the assertion of Proposmon 2.4.

It remains to show the above Claim. Without the loss of generality let ¢ = zlt for the constant ¢ as in the
assumptions of the claim.
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First, let Q; C Q denote any cube in the dyadic decomposition of cube Q and set G| := Uo ;» the union of
all maximal cubes Q; satisfying the following stopping time condition:

1
{x€Q; /() —apl > 4}| 2 310QI.
The family of cubes G has the following properties:
(i) Q¢ G asc=1

a
@) IfQ ;€ G, and 0 ; denotes a parent of O o ie. O ; is the minimal cube containing Q s then as O ; & Gy,
we have that

2O, <1{x€ Q) 1S —agl > A < [(x € 0, : 17 —agl > A} < 3101 = 2101

@(iii) If x & Gy, then |f(x) — an < Aae. in Q. Indeed, if x € Q, for a cube not satisfying the stopping
condition, then foraset £ := {x € Q : |f(x) —ag| > 4}, we have that

[ENQl 1
lp=———— < -, andhence 1 p(x) =0and x & E.
E 1O | 3

The Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem applied to 1, a characteristic function of set E, gives the prop-
erty (iii) to hold at a.e. point of Q.

@iv) ZQJ_GGI 0;] < %lQl. Indeed, since by the stopping condition |Q;| < [Q| <3[{x € Q; : [f(x)—ag| >

A}, we get
3
2 10)1< Y 3lx €0, IfW) —agl > A} <3l{x €Q 1 1f(x) — agl > A} < 71QI.
0,6, 0,€G,
Next, we construct a family of cubes G, := J Q,, consisting of maximal subcubes of cubes in G, satisfying

the following stopping time condition:

1
[{xeQ,: |f(x)—an| > A > §|Qj|, for some Q; € G;.

By property (iv) we get that

Yids Y (¥ led)s Y %IQ;IS(%)ZIQI- 25)

QkEGZ QjeGI chstQkEGZ QjGGI
Furthermore, for a.e. point x ¢ G, it holds that
|f(x) —ag| <34 (26)

In order to show (26), note that if x ¢ G,, then we consider two cases: either (1) x € G, or (2) x € Q ; for
some Q; € G;. In the first case, we have |f(x) — ap| < 4 by property (ii). In the second case, an argument
similar to the one giving property (iii) shows that | f(x) — anl < Afora.ex & G,.

Next, we show that |ag, — an_l < 2. Define sets

E i={y€0Q;: |f0—-agl>A} E,:={yeQ,:If()—ag|> 4.

Then, by property (ii) it holds that | E,| < %lQ ;| and, moreover, by the hypotheses of the claim (recall that we
fixed ¢ = i) we have |E,| < ilel. Furthermore, (Q; \ E;) N (Q; \ E,) # @, as otherwise

10,1210, \ Ell +10,\ Eol > (1 = DlQ,1 + (1 = DIQ,| > [0,

Therefore, there exists y € Q ; such that | f(y) —ap| < Aand | f(y) — anl < A. This immediately results in the
desired estimate

lag —ag | < 1f () —agl + /() —ag,| < 24.
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Hence, (26) follows, as

|f(x) = apl < |f(x) —ag | +lag —ag | < 34.
We iterate the above stopping time procedure and after n steps obtain the family of cubes G, with the following
properties, cf. property (iv) and (25), (26) and :

M Y 1el<(3) 1ol @ 1f&)-aol <3ni forac. x G,

0,eG,

n
In a consequence, we get that | {x €0 : |f(x)—apl> 3nﬁ} | < G) |Q|. The latter implies, upon setting

t 1= 3n4, the assertion of Claim, as (3/4)" = e~("%/ 3GA7  This completes the proof of Claim and the proof
of Proposition 2.4 is completed as well.
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