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Notation

S

We write 77 < Zo when there exists a constant C' > 0 such that Z; < CZs,
where C' may depend on the parameters such as n, s, p, q, ... but not on the
variable quantities such as functions f, g, ¢ or variables z,y, t.

denotes such a constant as described just above

the upper half-space, i.e. {(z,t) € R""'; ¢t > 0}

~

n-dimensional Fourier transform, F(f)(§) = f(§) = (z)e 2™ dy
R

maximal function, see (.G

classical harmonic extension, see Definition 2.1.7]

s-harmonic extension, see Definition B.1.1]

Riesz transform, see Definition [£1.T]

Hilbert transform, the 1-dimensional Riesz transform

fractional Laplacian, see Definition £.2.7]

Riesz potential, see Definition £3.1]

lifting operator for homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces

lifting operator for inhomogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces

space of polynomials over R"

space of infinitely differentiable functions

space of compactly supported C*°-functions

Schwartz space, rapidly decreasing C'°°-functions

space of tempered distributions, i.e. the topological dual of S(R™)
Lebesgue space

Lorentz space, see Subsection [5.3]

homogeneous Besov-Lipschitz space, see Subsection [5.1]
homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin space, see Subsection [B.1]
inhomogeneous Besov-Lipschitz space, see Subsection [B.]]
inhomogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin space, see Subsection [B.1]
m € N, Sobolev space

s ¢ N, Slobodeckij space, see (B.4.1])

space of functions of bounded mean oscillation, see (5.4.12)

Hardy space, for p = 1 its topological dual is BMO






1 Introduction

The goal of this work is to present an interesting method for proving a variety of commutator
estimates involving Riesz transforms, fractional Laplacians and Riesz potentials. This thesis is
based in large parts on the recent work [LS20] of Lenzmann and Schikorra, in which they proposed
this method. What makes the method interesting, is its accessibility. Except for some elementary
transformations, the only tools needed are harmonic extensions from R to erfl and integration by
parts. That is, as long as we accept some general estimates from R’}rﬂ back to R™ as blackboxes.
Next to the theoretical background for these blackbox estimates, we also provide a number of
applications for this method. Many of the commutator estimates we show are already well known,
but originally they were either proven via an individual approach or required a lot more effort.

Before describing the outline of this thesis, we give a short sketch on how the method works.
Usually, we estimate the commutators either in L? or in the Hardy space H'. These space norm
estimates are typically obtained via the respective dual space characterization. Therefore, we start
with some integral term over R™. We run through three steps. First, we interpret R™ as boundary
of the higher dimensional half-space RZ_H. We can then extend every occurring function to Riﬂ
by solving the Poisson equation with the respective function as boundary value, obtaining the
harmonic extension. Second, via a suitable integration by parts we obtain an integral over erfl.
Third, via some elementary transformations and estimates we reach a suitable form, to which we
can apply one of the blackbox estimates. During these transformations, we will usually observe
“cancellation effects” due to the commutator’s structure, which are the reason why we obtain better
estimates than if we would just estimate each component of the commutators separately.

We will further illustrate this approach with a first application in this section, showing a Hardy-
space estimate for the Jacobian det(Vu) as well as an intermediate estimate. The remaining
sections can be divided into two parts. In Sections[land [B] we show the application of the method,
proving various commutator estimates. Sections Ml and [l provide the theoretical background.

In Section Bl we first recall the classical harmonic extension and collect a variety of facts for
later use. We then prove estimates for three different commutators involving classical differential
operators or the half-Laplacian (—A)?z.

e Subsection The div-curl estimate by Coifman, Lions, Meyer, and Semmes.
e Subsection The Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss commutator estimate for Riesz transforms.
e Subsection 24k An L!-estimate for a double-commutator complementing Subsection 2.3l

In Section Bl we introduce the s-harmonic extension, also known as s-Poisson extension. This is a
generalization of the classical harmonic extension, which allows us to treat commutators involving
fractional Laplacians (—A)2. After collecting some results for this generalized harmonic extension
in Subsection [3I] we show four more applications for the method.

Subsection Estimates for commutators of multiplication and fractional Laplacians.
Subsection The Chanilo commutator estimate for Riesz potentials of order < 1.
Subsection B.4t Fractional Leibniz rules.

Subsection The Da Lio-Riviére three-term commutator estimate.

For these two sections, we closely follow [LS20]. However, we choose a different structure and
go into more detail regarding the basic properties of the extensions in Subsections 2] and 311
Additionally, we were able to shorten some of the proofs.



1 Introduction

The goal of the second part, Sections@land [l is to obtain the blackbox estimates, which are essential
for the proofs in Sections [ and Bl In Section El we collect some well known facts about Riesz
transforms, fractional Laplacians and Riesz potentials and prove some specific, elementary Lemmas
in preparation for Section Bl If the reader is not familiar with these operators, we recommend to
check out this section first.

In Section Bl we prove the blackbox estimates by collecting a variety of building blocks, which can
be combined to obtain these blackbox estimates. There are two different sources for these building
blocks. First, in [BC17], Bui and Candy showed that Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces
can be characterized with Poisson like kernels. From these characterizations we obtain BMO,
Holder and fractional Sobolev space estimates for the harmonic extensions. Second, from Stein’s
book ( [Ste93]) we acquire square function estimates as well as pointwise estimates in terms of
the maximal function. Additionally, we introduce Lorentz spaces together with an interpolation
theorem, with which we obtain finer Lorentz estimates from LP-estimates. The Section is structured
in the following way.

Subsection 0.1k Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces and the Bui-Candy result.
Subsection Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations.
Subsection B3t Lorentz spaces and an interpolation theorem.

Subsection 5.4t BM O, fractional Sobolev and Holder space estimates.

Subsection Square function estimates.

Subsection The maximal function and pointwise estimates.

Subsection (.t The blackbox estimates.

While the main ideas are also based on [L.S20], in these last two sections we take a wider approach,
going into much more detail regarding the tools and the building blocks necessary for the blackbox
estimates. By gathering some additional building blocks, we are able to further generalize the
final blackbox estimates while at the same time presenting them clearer and more intuitive for
applications.

Before diving into the first example, we would like to thank A. Schikorra for his quick and com-
prehensive answers to our questions throughout the work on this thesis.

1.1 A first example: Jacobian estimates

For a function u: R™ — R™, we have the Jacobian det(Vu). It is obvious, that
| det(Vu)llLr@n) S IVl 70 @ny-

Making use of the determinants inherent structure, we obtain better regularity, that is
| det(Va) [l rny S VUl e,

which is a consequence of (LTI due to the duality of the Hardy space and BMO, see [FS72].
This estimate was originally due to Coifman, Lions, Meyer, and Semmes, see [CLMS93, Theorem
I1.1.1), p.250]. In the same work, they showed that this Jacobian estimate actually is a special case
of the commutator estimate we show in Subsection 2.3} confer [CLMS93|, Section III.1, pp.257-258|.
We stated above that with our method the cancellation effects responsible for the better estimate
can be easily observed during the third step of the proof. This estimate is an exception though,



1.1 A first example: Jacobian estimates

since we already use the special determinant structure in the second step. By coding the Jacobian
as differential form, we are able to apply Stokes’ Theorem instead of a standard integration by
parts. For a definition of the occurring space norms, see Subsection B4 i.e. (4]) and (&412).

Theorem 1.1.1 (Jacobian estimate)
Let ¢ € C°(R™) and u = (ul,...,u") € C°(R",R™). Then the following estimate holds.

¢det(Vu) < [d]smollVull7ngn) (1.1.1)
Rn

Moreover, let 0 < s; < 1,1 < p; < oo for i = 0,...,n satisfy

1
dosi=n, Y —=1 (1.1.2)
i=0 i—o Pi
Then
/ (bdet(VU) S [Qb]WSOuPO [Ul]Wsl,Pl oo [Un]Wsn,pn . (113)

<

Proof (Estimate (I.1.3])) As explained above, this proof will be divided into 3 steps. First, we
extend the occurring functions to RT‘l. Here, let ®: Rfﬁl — R, U: Rffl — R™ be the usual
harmonic extensions to Riﬂ of ¢ and u, meaning they fulfill

{ARn,+1<I> = (AI + 8tt)(1) =0 in Ri+1,

®(z,0) = ¢(x) in R™,
ARn+1U = (A]Rn+1 UZ)z =0 in Ri+1,
U(z,0) = u(x) in R™.

In order for the integration by parts formulas to be applicable, the extensions need to sufficiently
decrease for |(z,t)| — co. Choosing zero-boundary data at infinity, ® and U are obtained via the
Poisson operator given in Definition ZIT i.e. ®(x,t) == Plé(z) and U(z,t) == Plu(z).

For the second step, we integrate by parts to obtain an integral over the upper half-space in terms
of ® and U. Here, via Stokes’ theorem, see Theorem [A.T.J] we have

T:= ¢ det(Vgnu)| =

Rn nxn

det nt1 P nt1U 1.14
/R"+1 (n+1)f(n+1)(vR +1®, Vgn1U) (1.1.4)
"

since, according to Lemma [[.1.2] below, we can rewrite both sides as

R™ nxn

é det(VRnu):/ ¢ dut ANdu® A ... A du,
OR7H

/ det  (Vgni1®, VgnaU) = / d® A dUY NdU? A ... AdU™.
R+ (n+1)x(n+1) R™H1
+ +

Additionally, in order to apply Stokes’ theorem to w = ®dU' A dU? A ... A dU™, we have to
confirm that ¢ du' A du® A ... Adu" is integrable on R™ and that w and its first order derivatives
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are integrable on Riﬂ. The integrability on R™ is obvious since ¢,u',...,u™ are compactly
supported. Regarding the integrability on Riﬂ, w and its derivatives are bounded according to
Corollary Additionally, the product of multiple harmonic extensions and their derivatives
decays sufficiently fast thanks to Corollary Note that d represents the n + 1-dimensional
exterior derivative on the left side of (LT3]) and the n-dimensional one on the right side. But since
the pullback of dt to the boundary is zero, we still have

/ QAU NAU* A.. . ANdAU™ = | ¢ dut Adu® A ... A du™.
AR ! R™

In the third and last step, we apply one of the trace theorems from Section [B] to obtain the integral
(semi-)norms on R™. In this case, the seminorms [-]yys;.»; can be obtained via (0.43)) and (5.4.2)
from Proposition 541l Combined, these two estimates yield

1

</ / 1___&UVRn+1(I)(:C t)|Po dt d:C) " ~2 [d]wo-ro
nJO

and, respectively for i =1,...,n,

</ / T V]Rn+1 Ui(:L', t)|pi dt d:L'> " ~ [’U,i]WSi’Pi.

We only need to transform 7 into a fitting form. Estimating the determinant against its arguments’
norms and using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

A < / |V]Rn+1q)(1' t)||an+1U1(:€,t)|...|VRn+1Un(1',t)|d:L'dt

m// ”+1210p Ez()"'

Vant1®(z,t)||Veni1 U (2,1)] ... [Va U™ (2, t)| dt d

(/ / 770 T Vg B, £) [P0 dt dm) "
n JO

1

(/ / |t1*i*51VRn+1U1(x,t)|Pl dtd:c) '
nJo

( / / L P = U™ (2, 1) [P dt d:z:) "

Wso PO u Wsl Pl ... [u"]ws%m.

Thus, we have shown that (T3] holds. O

Proof (Estimate (I.1.1])) First, let ® and U be the same harmonic extensions of ¢ and u as in
the proof of (ILI3) above. In the second step, we start with the same integration by parts and
again have

T:= ¢ det(Vrnu)

R™ nxn

(Vgn+1U, Vgni1 @)

/ det
Ri+1 (n+1)x (n+1)

10



1.1 A first example: Jacobian estimates

This time, we need an additional derivative to apply the trace theorem we are aiming for. Therefore,
we integrate by parts in ¢-direction to obtain an additional ¢-derivative,

T =

T—oo J 1
T

T
/ (Hm / det(Vpn+1U(z,t), Vrat1P(x, 1)) dt) dx

Sl

n T—o00

/ lim ([t det(VU (z,t), VO(z, 1)) — /T t0; det (VU (z, 1), VO(x,t)) dt) dz
R 1

T

Since the harmonic extensions U and ® are bounded, see Corollary 2.1.3] we have
Jim tIVU (2,t)|...|VU" (2, 1)||[V®(x,t)| = 0.
— 00

Thanks to Corollary 2.1.6] the decay-estimate for the harmonic extensions, we obtain

}%ﬂvw(z,m VU (2, 1)||[ VO (2, )| = 0

for the other limit. Therefore, we conclude the second step having shown that

T =

/ — t@t det(an+1 Ul, ey VRn+1 Un, V]Rn+1 (I)> dx dt| .
RY

For the third step, it suffices to show that

zg/ 11V 8] [V V| [V U] dirdi (1.1.5)
R

Basically, we need to show that the added t-derivative can be converted to a derivative in z and
that, when it hits ®, the derivative can be redistributed to instead hit a U-term. Should we have
(CI3), we can apply Proposition B.7.3 for s = 1 to obtain

1 n n
I < [9lpmo@m) (=) 2 ullfn@ny = [ mo®n) VUl T @ny
where the second estimate is due to Lemma £.2.4]

Let us prove (LIH). Recalling the Leibniz formula for the determinant, we observe that

I< Z/ tdet(Vgnr1 UL, ..., 8;Vgnt1U’, ..., Vgns:1U", Vgns1®)
=1 VRYT
+ / tdet(VRn,+1 Ul, oy VRat1 U™, 0y Vgnt1 (I)>
Ry
= Il + IQ.
Therefore, we have to consider two cases. Regarding Z;, with 0;;U = —A,U we have

|0:Ven i1 U'| < [VEwnr Ul % 05U + Y (10:02,U| + 02,0:U1) + |V3U|
=1

< |\V2U| + 2|Vgnt1 V. U| + [V2U
< | Vo1 VU]

11
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Thus, we obtain

Il S Z/ t |V]Rn+lU|n_1 |athn+1U| |VRn+1(I)|
: ]R1+1

</ . t|VRn+1U|n71|VRn+1VIU||VRn+1(I)|.
R™ 1

+

Regarding 7Z,, we have to redistribute the additional derivative from Vgn.+1® to a U-term. We
rename the variables (z1,...,2p41) = (21,...,%n,t). Considering the Leibniz formula for the
determinant, we obtain

Iy = /Rn+1 t det(Vgn+1 Ul, ooy Vrot1 U™ 0y V1 @) da dit
n+1 n
< Z > / Zng10:, U0, UMD, 0., ®dudt
cuin=1k=1
n+1
+ Z /wl Zng10:, U0, U0, ,, 0., Pdudt|.
1yeensin=1 +

By harmonicity, 9., ,,02,41® = — ;"1 9,2, ® and we have

Zn+1

n+1 n
L< Y > / Zng1 02, U 0., UMD, 0., dzdt
11,..0tn=1k=1

n+1 n
/ Zn410:, U ... 0, U™ 0,0, 0 dudt].
n+1

+

We redistribute the additional derivative with an integration by parts in zj for the first term, and

in z; for the second term. We denote (21,...,2i—1, Zi41,.--2n+1) Dy Z; € R7 for 1 <7 <n and
obtain
n+1 n Z
T, < / lim / 0z (2ng1 02, U ...0., U™ 0., ® day, | di
1,eeyin=1k=1 Rn Z=o0 )z "

A
/ lim / 02 (2ng1 05, U ... 0., U™) s, ., ® dzy | d
Ri Z—00 _z

/ T 9:,(0.,U"...0., U0, ,®

R

/ . 2n4102,(0,, U .0, U™)0,,® .
]Rn 1

+

12



1.1 A first example: Jacobian estimates

The boundary terms for the above integration-by-parts in z; and z; direction disappear, since
k,l < n and the harmonic extension decays to zero sufficiently fast as |z;| — oo, j < n, see
Corollary ZT.31 We conclude that

L5 [ s VannsU [Vaen VoU] Ve,
Rn 1

+

Thus, we have established (L) and therefore proven (LII). O

Rounding off this first application of the method, we justify (T4, the main integration-by-parts
formula used in the above proofs.

Lemma 1.1.2
Let U C R™ be open, v!,...,v™ € C®(U). Then

dv' A ... Ado™ = det(Vol, ... Vo) dzt AL A da™.

Proof Using the Einstein summation convention, with the rules for the exterior product and the
exterior derivative we obtain

1 1
dv' A A" = (81} dxi)/\.../\(av dxi)

ot oz’
ot ov"
_ o(1) o(n)
= Z 527 " Dol dx A...Ndx
oESy
ol ov™ 1 n
= ; sgn(o) Hpe @ " G de* A... Ndz

= det(Vo',... Vo) dz' A ... Ada™. 0

13



2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

In this section, we will prove the div-curl estimate by Coifman-Lions-Meyer-Semmes as well as
an estimate for a commutator of Riesz transforms and pointwise multiplication. We conclude the
section with an L'-estimate for a double commutator of the same type in one dimension. First
though, we recall some facts about the harmonic extension.

2.1 Harmonic extension to R’}"' via the Poisson operator P}

A harmonic extension of a function f: R™ — R to erfl is a solution of the Poisson equation,

{ Agns1 F(2,1) = (O + Ag) F(a,t) =0 in R},

2.1.1
lim; o F(z,t) = f(z) almost everywhere on R". ( )

Note that the Poisson equation has no unique solution since linear functions with zero-boundary-
value could be added to a solution. Therefore, we demand that additionally lim; +)|—oo F'(2,t) = 0.
Under this assumption, the solution is unique due to the maximum principle for harmonic functions.
We obtain this solution via the Poisson operator.

Definition 2.1.1 (The Poisson operator)
The Poisson extension operator P} is given via the convolution

P} f(z) = Cn L fy)dy=Ca(pt * f)(x)
Re (|2 — y? +12) "3

for f € LY(R™,R™) 4+ L>°(R",R™), where the kernel p; is given by

t
p%(z) = g1 <
(lz? +¢2)
the kernels p}(z) = t~"pi(t~1x) = (p}):(z) are dilations of pj and therefore for all ¢ > 0 we have

It lzseey = [ it = / =g (2.12)

For the computation of C,,, see [Graldl Example 2.1.13, pp.92-93|. The Lo.-norm of p; is given by

1 t -n

1P 1| Lo () I t (2.1.3)
For f € L*(R™) N C(R™), the Poisson operator solves the Poisson equation in the sense that
Fl(x,t) = P! f(2) fulfills ZII). We might also interpret the kernels (p});~o as function k! on
R’ with k!(z,t) = p}(z). For the details on why F* fulfills the Dirichlet boundary condition,
see again |[Grald, Example 2.1.13]. The harmonicity of F! is inherited from k! (cf. Section [3.))
since the convolution commutates with the derivations, see the proofs of Lemma 2.1.5 and Lemma,
for details.

We make further use of this commutative property to describe the derivatives of the harmonic
extension in two lemmas. In the first lemma we apply the derivatives to the convolution kernel.

14



2.1 Harmonic extension to R’_f_“ via the Poisson operator P}

Lemma 2.1.2
Let k; € Ng for 0<i<n. Set k:=k; +...+ky, and k := k + ko. For any f € L°°(R") with
Fl(x,t) = P!f(x) we have

S tRge—y) ) dy
n \UZ0 (ja — g2 + 2) =55 ’

Ok O F(x,t) = Cps /

where the g; are homogeneous polynomials of degree j, which depend on kg,...,k,. In
. 1
particular, we have F'!' € C°(RH). o
Proof See the detailed proof for the generalized harmonic extensions, Lemma [3.1.2] O

As a direct consequence of this first lemma, we get a result about the decay of the harmonic
extension and its derivatives.

Corollary 2.1.3 (Decay estimate for the harmonic extension)
Let f € L°°(R") and k € Ny. Denote with F'}(z,t) := P} f(z) the harmonic extension. Then

sup tk|V§n+1F1(ﬂc,t)| Sl poe Y- (2.1.4)
(,t)ERTT! +

If additionally f € L'(R™), then

S t”+k|VD§T1F1(ﬂc,t)| S fllzr ey (2.1.5)
(z,t)eRG T

Regarding the decay in 2-direction, if for some C' > 0, k > 0 we have |f(z)| < C|z|~!, then

Vg B (@,0)] S lal ™ 4t s o (2.1.6)
<&

Proof Regarding (2.I.4), according to Lemma T2 or (3L3), for any ko, ...k, € Ng and k =
ki1 + ...+ k, we have
t17k0

n+4+1

( |z+t2(§i(i)+m < otk (aft 4 )~ F,
j=o0 (|z :

oo ok . Okn k! (2,1)] =

Therefore,
, _ni1
HViy 00 < O [ 0= o+ ) 1@l dy < Ol 10
Regarding ([2.15]), we analogously obtain
OFo ks kY (1) < CtFoEon
and therefore

VP a0 < C [ 15y = Clf e

15



2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

Regarding the decay in x-direction, we have

IVE o P, t)] < /
+

VapB e =)l g+ [
R™\Bja (0)  F P

IVE ik (y, )| f(z — y)| dy
1z (0) +

2

—n—1 -1
_ T _ T
<ot Hluan (5)  +ortitlue ()

and so obtain (2.1.6). O

Now, we want to apply the z-derivatives to f. For the derivatives in t-direction, we need the
Fourier transform of the kernel p}.

Proposition 2.1.4 (Fourier transform of the Poisson Kernel)
The Fourier transform of the Poisson kernel is

Flpi)(€) = e7*mIel. o

Proof This result can be achieved via a direct computation, see for example Theorem 1.11. of
[Haol6]. Alternatively, 211 can be transformed into an ordinary differential equation by applying
the n-dimensional Fourier transform, see for example Section A.1 of [LS20]. (I

With this result, we can now turn to the second lemma about the derivatives of the harmonic
extension. For the definition of the half-Laplacian (—A)2, see Definition B2l

Lemma 2.1.5
Let k; € Ng for 0 <i <n and f € Wo®(R"). Set F!(x,t) := P!f(x). Then

oFook . fn Fl(z,1) = (—1)RPL(—A) F % ..ok £)(a).
In particular, we obtain

lim 9, (z,t) = —(=A)2f(z) onR™ (2.1.7)
<

Proof Assuming kg = 0, we show Lemma via induction over k == k; + ...+ ky,. In a second
step, we then deal with the derivatives in ¢ direction. For k& = 0 the statement is obvious. Since
ok .. 0kn f € W2(R™), it is enough to show that 8,, P! f = P}(0,,f). Thanks to Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim Dy, ,, PLf(z) = lim Cn/ AplEtha-—v-fa-y,
h—0 i h—0 R7 L

= On/R P (¥)0s, f(2 = y) = P (0s, f) ()

16



2.1 Harmonic extension to Rf_“ via the Poisson operator P}

where p} |0y, f|| Lo (®n) is an integrable majorant thanks to the mean value theorem.

For the derivatives in t-direction, we now only need to handle the case kg = 1. The reason is that
OuF(z,t) = —A,Fl(z,t) = PL((—=A)f)(z) due to harmonicity, the linearity of P and the result

for z-derivatives we just proved. We show that —8;F'(x,t) = P}((—A)z f)(z) by applying the
n-dimensional Fourier transform to both sides. For the right side, we obtain

Flpi* (~0)2)() = ~CaF (1)) F(=A)2 £)() = —Cue™ ™1 21¢| F(£)(€)
with Proposition 2.T.4] and Definition [£.2.11 For the left side, we obtain

F@F (2,0)(6) = S F(F (@,1)) = 2O MIE(£)(6) = —2nCalele ™9 F (1) €)

where we can switch the Fourier transform and 9; according to Lemma B.1.7 below. The local
boundedness condition is fulfilled due to Lemma 2.1.2] 0

While as a consequence of Lemma 2.1.2] we got a corollary about the decay of the harmonic
extension’s derivatives, out of this second lemma we get the boundedness of these derivatives, at
least combined with an L° estimate for the half-Laplacian, see for example Lemma [£.2.6]

Corollary 2.1.6 (L°°-estimate for the harmonic extension)
Let k; € Ng for 0 < i <mn and f € C°(R™). Then

k,
|8F°8ks ... 95n P f|| oo qmny < I(=A) = 8 ... 85" f]| poo ). o
Proof The result follows immediately with Lemma 2ZT.5 and Cy, ||p;| 11 @) = 1. O

Wrapping this section up, we still need to make sure that we were allowed to switch the n-
dimensional Fourier transform and the t¢-derivative in the proof of Lemma 1.5l The following
lemma provides a condition under which this switch is possible.

Lemma 2.1.7
Let F € Cl(RT’l). Assume ty > 0. Suppose that there exists 0 < € < ty such that 0;F and
|#|" ™10, F(x,t) are bounded on R™ x Bc(to). Then

d

| F(F(,1) = F(@.F (o). ’

t=to

Proof Since 0, F and (z,t) — |z["*10,F(x,t) are bounded, there exists C' > 0 such that for all
x € R", t € Be(to)

O¢F(z,t) < min {C ¢ } .

’ |$|n+1
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2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

Applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem with min {C, le%} as majorant, we obtain

d d ;
— FF 1)) = — ( F(z,t emefdm)
7, FEeme =g ([ Feo
— lim F(Lto + h) - F(xvto) 67271'1'9:{ dx
h—0 Jgn h
= O F(x,t0) e ™"  dx = F(OcF)(8).
Rn [l

2.2 The general div-curl estimate by Coifman-Lions-Meyer-Semmes

The Jacobian estimate (LI is actually a special case of the general div-curl estimate below,
which was proven by Coifman-Lions-Meyer-Semmes, see [CLMS93| Theorem II.1, pp. 250-251].
While curl is not explicitly mentioned in the formulation we chose, on R™ every vectorfield v with
curl(v) = 0 can be written as v = V[ for a suitably chosen scalar field f. In addition to the
original result, we again obtain an intermediate estimate.

Theorem 2.2.1 (Coifman-Lions-Meyer-Semmes)
Assume ¢, f € C°(R"), g € C°(R™, R™) with

n

div(g) = Z 0ig; = 0.

i=1

Suppose 1 < p1,p2 < 00, 1 < q1, 2 < 0o with pll—{—p% :qll—{—qi2 = 1. Then

/}R > 0:f - 9:0 S [BlBmoll V| Lwran 9] L - (2.2.1)

" i=1

Suppose 0 < s1,82,83 < 1 with s1 +so+s3 =2 and 1 < p1,p2,p3 < o0, 1 < q1,¢2,q3 < 0
with =+ -+ =21 4+ L 4+ L =1 Then
p1 D2 D3 q1 q2 g3

n
1 52 _
/ E 8zf : gi(ﬁ 5 ||(_A) 21¢||L(p1411)||(_A) 2 fHL(pg«qz) ||Il 33g||L(P3«QB)- <
R™ =1

For our method, it is advantageous to code the functions as differential forms, since this opens up
Stokes’ Theorem as a means to obtain the integral over Riﬂ. Using Stokes’ Theorem instead of
a simpler integration by parts already makes use of the “div-curl” expression’s inherent structure
and therefore replaces the cancellation effects we would otherwise observe in more detail running
through the elementary transformations.

Clearly, f can be interpreted as 0-form, coding V f as df. Likewise, g can be interpreted as (n—1)-
form, g € C° (/\"71 R"). By suitably choosing the signs for the components of g in the encoding,
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2.2 The general div-curl estimate by Coifman-Lions-Meyer-Semmes

we can then rewrite the left side of the estimates as

/niaif-gi¢=4n¢deg.

Due to the way we chose the signs for g, we can identify the divergence with the exterior derivative,
and therefore have dg = 0. Thus, by the Poincaré Lemma on differential forms, there is an (n — 2)-

form h € C° (/\"‘2 R”) such that g = dh.

In the language of differential forms, the above theorem can be stated as follows.

Theorem 2.2.2
Let L € {0,...,n — 2}. Assume ¢ € C°(R"), f € C°(A'R") and h € C*(\" ' 2R™).

Suppose 1 < p1,p2 < 00, 1 < g1, 2 < 0o with pil—i-piz: qll—{—ql? = 1. Then

¢df Ndh S [BlBrmollV fllpera VA Lws - (2.2.2)
Rn

The second, intermediate estimate has the following form. Suppose 0 < s1, 82,83 < 1 with
s1+S2+s3 =2and 1 < py,p2,p3 < 00,1 < q1,q2,q3 < oo with p%—i—p%—i—p% = qil—i—q%—i-q% = I
Then

/R ddf Adh S [(=A)Z @l Loran [1(=A) T Fll prsan) | (—A) F R Leosian - (2.2.3)

<

Before proving the theorem, let us briefly explain the norms in ([22:2) and (Z2Z3]). We can write
any [-form f as

f= Z firodz™ AL A dt

1<ip<...<i1<n

We can extend all of our norms to [-forms by applying them to f;, .. ;. In particular, we have

”foL(WJ) = Z ||vle ] ”L(P,q)

1<i1<...<i;<n

and

=2 fllewa = D I=2)%fur il Lo

1<ip<...<i1<n

In the same manner, we may apply the Poisson operator P} to differential forms,

Ptlf = Z Ptlfil,...,il diEil VANPIAN dCCil.

1<i1<... <1 <n,
Then F(z,t) = P! f(z) is an I-form on R’

Notice that in general we only have

l9llLe.o = ldhllLe.o S IVA]|Le
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2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

and
-5 —s -5 115 s
I gll oo = 1T D) Lo S IVIT2R)l Lo = [1(=A) 2T *h) Lo = [[(=A)2 Al Lo -

Therefore, Theorem [Z.2.1] clearly implies Theorem for [ = 0. The other direction is not
as obvious. However, one can argue with the Gaffney inequality that Theorem indeed also
implies Theorem 222711 We will not go into further detail though, since these considerations are
out of our original scope.

Proof (Theorem [2.2.2)) Let ®(z,t) = Plé(x), F(x,t) = Pl f(z) and H(x,t) = Prh(x) be the
harmonic extensions of ¢, f, h. By Stokes’ Theorem on differential forms, see Theorem [AT.T], we
have

7=

gbdf/\dh‘
R’Vl

/ SdF NdH :/ ddNdF NdH |.
R, ! Ry

The integrability conditions for Theorem [A-T.1] are met due to ¢, f, h € C>°(R™) and the decay and
boundedness of the harmonic extensions, see Corollary ZT.3] and Corollary Z1.6

Regarding the intermediate estimate, we have

WSS / |Vrn+1®| |Vrnt1 F| [Ven+1 H| = / 2751752783 |7 1 B | Vgnt1 F| [ Ve H.
Ri+1 1

Ry F
Thus, (Z23)) follows with Proposition B.7.1J(a,b).

In order to obtain ([Z22) from this term with Proposition B7.3] we need another derivative on
either |Vgn+1 F| or |Vgn+1 H|. An integration by parts in ¢ grants this additional derivative. For an
integrable function £ € C'(R'T!) N L>°(R") with integrable derivatives and lim;_oo tE(z,t) = 0
we have

/ E(z,t)dxdt:/ [tE(z,t)]y dzf/ tOE(z,t) dzdt:f/ tOE(z,t) dedt
Ri+1 n R7+1+1

n+1
R+

Applying this formula to Z, we have

T —

/ t 0y (d® NdF NdH)
Ry

due to the decay and the boundedness of the harmonic extensions. We claim that
Z< / » t|Vrn+1®| (Ve Vrat1 F| |Vrotr H| + |V VRe+1 H| |[Vga+1 F) (2.2.4)
R

Essentially, we will show that we might redistribute the additional derivative if it hits ®, and
replace the second t-derivative with z-derivatives. Then (ZZ2) follows with Proposition (E7.3)

We rename the variables to (z1,...,2n+1) from (z1,...zn,t) and have
n+1
d® NdF N dH = Z Z 05, ® 0., Fr 0., Hyd2" Ndz' Ndz! A d2? A dz”
kyij=1 1,J
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2.3 The Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss commutator estimate

where the second sum is over all I = (iy,...,4) with i; <is < ... <4 and J = (J1,.-.,Jn-2-1)
with 71 < j2 < ... < jn—2—;. Distributing the ¢-derivative, we obtain three terms,

n+1
0i(dd NAF NdH) = Y > 0.,20.,,, (0., F1 0., H,) dz* Adz' Ad2' Ade? A dz?
kyi,j=1 1,J

n+l n
+33°370.,.,0.,00., Fr 0. Hydz* Adz' Adz" Adz A dz?
ij=1k=11,J

n+1
+ Z Z 02,1102,, 90, Fr 0., H; dz" TP A d2t AdZT A dZ A dz?
i,j=1 1,7
=N"+T2+ Ts.
With the harmonicity of the extensions in mind, i.e. 8,,,,0., ,Fr = —Y _, 8, 0. Fr, we see that

fRn+1 tJ1 can already be estimated as in (2.24). Regarding the second term, we have z;, = xj, and
i

can therefore redistribute the additional zx-derivative via an integration by parts in zx since both

boundary terms disappear, see Corollary 2.1.3]

/ tJ>
Ry

Obviously, this term can be estimated as in (Z.2.4). For the third term, we use the harmonicity of
®, that is 0., ,0 d=— Zle 0,,.0,,.®. With an integration by parts in 2, = x, we obtain

Zn+1

n

n+1
= | /R L D Y 0n @0 (0., F 02 Hy) d2F Ad Ad N d2 A dz?
+ i,j=1k=11,J

n+1

n+1 n
/]Ri“ tjg‘ = /]Riﬂ Zn+1 Z Z Z 0,,90,, (8ziF1 0z, HJ) dz" YA d2P Ad2t AdZ A dz

and have therefore shown that Z can be estimated just as we claimed. O

2.3 The Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss commutator estimate

In this section, we examine the commutators between pointwise multiplication and the Riesz trans-
forms R;, j € {1,...,n}. For ¢ € C°(R™), the commutator [R;, #] is defined by

[Ri: 91(f) = Rslof] — oR;[f],  f e CE(R™).

Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss showed that these commutators are bounded operators, mapping LP(R™),
1 < p < oo, onto itself with [¢]prpo providing an upper bound for the operator norm. They did
not only prove this for the Riesz transforms, but for all Calderén-Zygmund operators, see [CRW76,
Section 2, Theorem 1, p.613]. While we only prove this fact for the Riesz transforms, due to our
method we easily obtain two additional intermediate estimates.

Actually, the div-curl estimate (Z2.I]) and therefore also the Jacobian estimate (LI are special
cases of the following BM O-estimate, see [CLMS93| Section IIL.1, pp.257-258].
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2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

Theorem 2.3.1 (Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss)
Let ¢, f € C°(R™) and j € {1,...,n}. Suppose p € (1,00). Then

IR, o)(N)le®ny S [@lmoll f | Lo@n)- (2.3.1)

Moreover, for p € (1,00), o € (0,1)

IR AN H)llr@ny S (=) 2 d]aoll I fllLo@n)- (2.3.2)
Suppose p,p1,p2 € (1,00) and g1, g2 € [1, 00] with p%""p% e qil—i—q% = % and o € [0,1). Then
IR B1 () o @ny S MN(=2)F Bl oran @y 117 FIl L0 132) (e - (2.3.3)

o

The definition of the Riesz transforms and a collection of results regarding these operators can be
found in Subsection L.l Next to these results, we will use some specific interactions between Riesz
transforms and the harmonic extension for the proof of the above theorem.

Lemma 2.3.2
Let f € C°(R") and j € {1,...,n}. Denote with F(z,t) = P} f(z) the harmonic extension
of f. We write R;[F](z,t) := P'R;f. Then

ORj[F) = 0s,F,  OuR;[F]=0:0s,F,  A;R;[F]=—08:0y,F. o

Remark 2.3.3

Note that when considering the Poisson operator P! for fixed ¢ > 0, since they are Fourier mul-
tipliers, P} and the n-dimensional Riesz transform R; commutate. We connect this with a brief
warning: While R; can be interpreted as operator acting on R7*!, this is not an actual (n + 1)-
dimensional Riesz transform. o

Proof (Lemma [2.3.2) Due to Lemma [B.1.5] we have
OR;[Fl(x,t) = —P(~A)¥R; ) = P} (0, f) = O, F.
where we used that (fA)%ij = —0,,f. This can easily be seen for the Fourier transforms.

The Fourier symbol of (—A)z is 2|¢| while the symbol of R; is fiii—jl, see Definition [£.2.1] and
Proposition 4.1.3] Thus,

1 0o &G .
F((=A)2R;[)(€) = *2ﬂllﬁléf(f)(§) = —2migG F(f) = F(=0u, [)(E)-
The second equation of the lemma immediately follows from the first equation, the third by har-
monicity from the second. O

Equipped with these additional tools, we can now prove Theorem 2.3.11
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2.3 The Coifman-Rochberg-Weiss commutator estimate

Proof (Theorem [2.3.7]) By LP-duality, it suffices to show that for p’ € (1, 00) with % + pi =
and for any g € C3°(R") we have

[Blpaco I lze @) 19l Lo
I = (—

/ [Rj,gb](f)g\s [ ) B ar 117 Flriery Nl 1o oy (2.3.4)
125 0l oy 117 F L ey 1] oty

Let ®(z,t) = Plo(x), F(z,t) = PLf(x), G(x,t) = Plg(x) be the harmonic extensions of @, f, g.
Due to Lemma T4l the integration-by-parts property of the Riesz transforms, we have

- || Rilorlg-orlf ] ]/ oI R[] + 6%, [l ‘
Applying integration by parts twice in ¢-direction, we obtain

7= /R Lo (@Fﬁj [G] + BR, [F]G)

[ 1o (wrRic1 o7, 1516)

since for all x € R™ the harmonic extensions satisfy the boundary condition of the Dirichlet
problem,

lim (®FR,[G] + OR[FIG) (.1) = 6(x) f(2)R;[g](x) + 6(2)Ry [ (x)g ).

t—0

All other boundary terms disappear since due to Corollary 2.T.3] and Corollary 2.1.6l we have

lim (@Fﬁj [G] + OR, [F]G) (z,t) =0,

t—o00
lim £, (@Fvij [G] + OR, [F]G) (2,1) = lim 1, (@ij [G] + PR, [F]G) (z,) = 0.
For the rest of the proof, we will establish that

Z< max  max Vo @ (|VRH+IF||é|+|an+1é| |F|). (2.3.5)
Fe{F/R;F} GE{G,R;G} + + +

Then due to Proposition 1.2 the LP-boundedness of the Riesz transforms, we immediately obtain
[234) with Proposition 5.7.3|(c,d), Proposition [5.7.4(e,f,g) and Proposition [E.7.1(a,b) respectively.
For (Z:3.3) we need the L(P?-boundedness of the Riesz transforms, which we easily obtain from
the LP-boundedness via interpolation, see Theorem

Let us prove ([Z33). Distributing the two t-derivatives, we obtain three terms,

<

/ t (at(l) at(Fﬁ,j[G]) + 0@ at(ﬁ’j [F] G)) ‘
Ry

+ +

/Riﬂ t (8”@ (FR;[G] + Ry [F] G))

= Il +I2 +I3

/Rn“ ¢ (cp 04 (F R, [G] + R, [F] G))|

The term Z; can already be estimated as in [2.3.5]) by further distributing the derivative to F' and G.
For the second term, we apply the harmonicity of the extensions. With 9y® = —-A, & = -V,-V,
we have

Iy =

/Rn+1 t (Amq)(Fﬁj [G] + ﬁj[F]G))| —

/R (Ve V(PR (G + ﬁj[F]G))|
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2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

Again, by further distributing the derivatives we can estimate this term as in (Z3.3]).

Regarding the third term, we will observe multiple cancellation effects. The goal is to isolate
additional z-derivatives, which we then may redistribute to ® via partial integration. Further
distributing the derivatives, we have

Ty =

/ to (at (Faﬁj [G] + &R, [F]G) + 9, (athij [G] +R; [F]atc)) ‘

/n@(m )

After applying Lemma [2.3.2] we observe the first cancellation effect;
J1 =0 (F 0z;G + (’)IJ,FG) = 0;0:,(FG) = 0,,0:(FG).
For the second integrand, with 9y F = —A,F and again Lemma 2.3.2] we obtain

Jo = =Dy FR;[G] — Rj[F] AG + 0, F 9,,G + 0, F 9,G
—A,F RG] — R;[F] ArG + 0, (0 F G+ F 0,G) + A, R;[F] G + F R;[G].

Thanks to the cancellation of the term V,F - V,R,[G] + V. R;[F] - V.G we have
Fo = =V (VaF RG] + Ry [FI Vo G) 4 Vo (Va R [F1 G + F VR, (G]) +0s, (9 F G+ F 91G).
Combining the calculations of /3 and /3,

jl + j2 = az]at(FG—f— GtFG +F8tG)
+Va+ (= Vo F Ry[G] = Ry[FI VG + VaRy[FI G + F VR [G))

Plugging this into Z3, via integration by parts in z-direction we can redistribute d,, and V, to
® since the boundary terms disappear due to decay of the harmonic extensions, confer Corollary
2131 Thus, we estimate Z5 as in (Z3.5]). O

2.4 1-dimensional L'-estimate for a double-commutator

In the previous subsection, we were not able to obtain an L!-estimate for the commutator [R;, ¢](f).
This provides us with an opportunity to showcase an application for the interaction between har-
monic extensions and fractional Laplacians. In this subsection, we will prove a replacement esti-
mate, where instead of [R;, ¢](f) itself we estimate the commutators of these commutators. We
only obtain this replacement estimate in the one-dimensional case n = 1 though, since we will us
some properties that are exclusive to the 1-dimensional Riesz transform R;. This 1-dimensional
Riesz transform is called the Hilbert transform, for which we write H.

Regarding the estimates in Theorem Z.3.1} the proof for an L!-version of (Z.3.1) and ([2.3.2) already
fails since the trace theorems from Section [ only allow to estimate against || f||z»®n) for p > 1.
This is not a concern for ([Z33]) though, since we could still choose p1,p2 € (1,00). However, we
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2.4 1-dimensional L'-estimate for a double-commutator

also do not have the L°°-boundedness of the Riesz transforms, which we would need to obtain
llgllLoe from (Z33). Therefore, while the theorem below at first glance might look like an easy
consequence from (Z33)), with the proof in Subsection [Z3] we can not obtain a result which covers
the estimates below.

Theorem 2.4.1
Assume ¢, f € C°(R). Suppose s1, 2 € (0,1) with s1+s2 = 1 and p,p’ € (1,0), ¢,¢’ € [1, ]
With%+%:%+%:1. Then

17, @1 ((=2)2 )= [H, SI(=A)2 D) i@y S (=) F Sllzwa ) 1(=2)F fllporar gy (241)

and

21 52
E ||(_A) 2 ¢||L(P’q)(]R) ||(_A) 2 f”L(P/,Q’)(]R)'

LiR) ™~
(2.4.2)
&

Just as for the Riesz transforms, given the harmonic extension F(z,t) = P! f(x) of f € C°(R) we
denote HF(x,t) = PMH f(z). Before the main proof, we collect some additional facts about the
Hilbert transform.

Lemma 2.4.2
Let f € C3°(R™). Then

HHf =—f.
Denote with F(z,t) = P} f the harmonic extension of f. Then
F, = 8,F = —HF,.
These two properties specifically hold for H. Of course, as in Lemma we also have

ﬂFt:Fm Lo

Proof (Lemma [2.4.2)) The first equation is due to the Fourier symbol of H. With Proposition
4.1.3] we have

NanaYans € e
Fons)(© = (it ) (-i ) FUNE = ~ 7 = FNE:
Regarding the second equation, due to Lemma we have

Fy(,t) = =P} ((=8)% f)(x)

as well as

1

HE (,1) = P (H. f)(2) = PH((=A)2 f) ().
The last equation can easily be verified on the side of the Fourier transforms;

= —ii i) = wﬁ = —A)z
f(Ham—( |§|)(2 F()E) = 2= FE) = F(-D) 1))

25



2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

As already mentioned above, see Lemma [2.3.2] for the last equation. ([

Proof (Estimate (Z4.1)) Let g € C>°(R"). Redistributing the Hilbert transform to g with
Lemma [.T4 we obtain

7=

[ (o)t - pi-a)ke) g‘

GH(-A)Efg+ ¢ (AT fHg—H(-A)Eofg— (A2 fHg|.

R™

In order to prove ([Z.4.1)), by L!-duality it suffices to show that

IS I=A8)2dllLwom I(=2)F fllooo @) l9llLe@)- (2.4.3)

As usual, let ®(z,t) = Plo(z), F(x,t) = PLf(x), G(x,t) = Plg(z) be the harmonic extensions
of ¢, f,g9. Now, regarding the integration by parts, the situation differs a little bit from what we
have grown used to. There are fractional Laplacians in the boundary term. Recalling Lemma [ZT.5
though, these can be viewed as the limits of the harmonic extension’s t-derivatives. Therefore, via
integration by parts in ¢ direction,

/

J

Of course, the other boundary term vanishes due to Corollary 2.1.3 We claim that

7 = =

o, ((I)’;':LFtGwL(I)Ft?:LGf?:L@tFGf@tF’f[G)

\7 ‘ .
2 2
+ +

15/ |VchI>||VRzF||G|:/ #7515 | Vs || Ve F|G. (2.4.4)
]Ri R2

+

Then (247) follows with Proposition (.71 Therefore, during the distribution of the additional
derivative, the goal is to replace the occurring Hilbert transforms via Lemma [2.4.2] whenever

possible, hoping that the remaining terms with Hilbert transforms cancel each other out. Applying
Lemma [2.4.2] we obtain

T =0 (<I>F1G+<I>Ft7-LG—<I>IFG—<I>tF7:[G)

— 9, (®F, G, FG)+ 9, (@F{HG—(I%F’FLG).

Distributing the derivative, we observe the cancellation of the term ®; F; G in the second group.
J=(P:F, G-, F;G)+ (PF:G— P, FG)+ (PF, Gy — O, FGy)
+ (® FuAG — @4 FAG) + (@ F,HG, — & FHG, )
Applying Lemma as well as the harmonicity of the extensions, i.e. Oy F' = —0,.F, we have

T = (8 F,G—®,F,G)+ (®FuG— 0, FG) + (PF, Gy — ®, FG,)
+ (—@FM%ZG+<I>MF7JLG) F(PF,Ge— D, FG).
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2.4 1-dimensional L'-estimate for a double-commutator

We can rewrite the terms of the second to last group as

D F HG = —(PF, HG), + O, F, HG — D F, G,
Do FHG = (O, FHG), — O, F, HG + &, F G,

where for the last term we applied Lemma respectively. Plugging these terms back into J,
we observe the cancellations of ®, F, HG as well as ® F. G; and &, F Gy;

T =(®,F,G—®,F,G)+ (®FyG— 0, FG)
+ (—(cb Fy HG), + (@zF’;':LG)x) F(PF, G — D, FG).

Repeating this reorganization for the other group with double derivatives on one function,

PFyG=(PFG),— 0, F,G-®F,G,
—$, FG=—(®,FG)y+® F,G+® FG,.

Thus, with the cancellation of ® F; G, and &; F G,
T =2(®,F,G— &, F,G)+ ((I)FtG—@IF?:LG—(I)FI?-N[G—i—(I)IF?:[G) .

The second term vanishes when integrating in x due to the decay estimates for harmonic extensions
and Riesz transforms, see Corollary 2.1.3l and Lemma [£.T.6l Therefore, when we plug J back into

(@), we get

I7=2 =2 :

/ S F,G-9, F; G
R

2
+

/ det (VRz@,VR2F)G
R

2
+

Concluding this proof, we can estimate Z as in ([2.4.4)) and then obtain (2.4.3)) and therefore (2.4.1])
with Proposition [(.71(a,b). O

Proof (Estimate (Z.4.2])) Let g € C°(R). Applying the double commutator to g, with Lemma
ETI4 and HH = —Id we obtain

zom | [ 3 (102050 + B A0 o
= | [ (pea-a1in + pesi-a)ko) mg

R
= RqﬁH(—A)%ng— $(~A)2fg+H(-A) g fHg— (~A):pfgl.

In order to prove (2:4.2), again by duality, it suffices to show that

21 2
IS I=2)2 ¢llrwor (=2)2 fllLeo @) 19 Le@)- (2.4.5)
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2 Commutator estimates via classical harmonic extension

Denote with ®(x,t) = Plé(x), F(z,t) = Pt f(z), G(z,t) = P! g(x) the harmonic extensions. As in
the proof of (Z4.1]), with integration by parts in ¢ and due to the interaction of fractional Laplacian
and t-derivatives,

J J

Before distributing the additional ¢-derivative, with Lemma 2.4.2] we obtain

7= =

o, (@ﬁFtﬂG—@FtGH%@tF;LZG—q)tFG)

j"
2 2
+ +

J =8, (@Fzﬂe—q>FtG+q>zFﬂG—cthG).

Again, we try to write multiple terms as single x-derivative, which will vanish when plugging 7
into Z. With Lemma 242 more specifically HG, = —Gy,

J =0, ((cp F), fzc) — 8, (9 F), Q)
= (OFAG) 0 (~(@F)G) =0 (®F).C).

xt

Due to the cancellation of the term (F'G); ®; and then with harmonicity,

J=(2FHG) +(@F)Gu—(@F)uG

xt

= (@F?—lG) —(PF)Gee — (@ F)y G.

xt

As mentioned above, the first term vanishes when integrating in x due to the decay estimates for
the harmonic extension and the Riesz transforms, see Corollary 2.1.3] and Lemma A.T.6l Via a
double integration by parts in x-direction we obtain

T = =2

/ (®F) Goo + (B F)it G
R

2
+

/ (D F)ye G+ (®F)y G
R

2
+

Vg2 ® - Vg2 F G

2
R

since (® F)yp + (P F)yt = 2VR2® - Vg2 F due to harmonicity. Therefore, we have
15 [ 1908l[VeF| (6] = [ 675 Vel Ve F| 6]
R2 R%

and thus obtain (Z4.5]) with Proposition [B.7.1](a,b). O
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

In Subsection 2241 we just used the harmonic extension’s behavior near the boundary, that is
limg_,o F(2,t) = —(=A)2 f(z), to show estimates for a commutator involving the half-Laplacian
(—A)%. Modifying the extension such that we instead obtain (—A)3 f as boundary term, might
allow us to deal with commutators involving arbitrary fractional Laplacians. In the first subsection,
we introduce the so-called s-harmonic extensions, which do just that. Most of the results from
Subsection 2] can be transferred to the s-harmonic extensions. Equipped with this new tool,
we then prove estimates for four different commutators involving fractional Laplacians and Riesz
potentials.

3.1 s-harmonic extension to Rﬁ“ via the generalized Poisson operator

We obtain the s-harmonic extension to R?fl via a generalized Poisson operator, which is defined
as follows.

Definition 3.1.1 (The generalized Poisson operator)
Let s € (0,2). The generalized Poisson extension operator Pf is given via the convolution

P} f(z) = Ch. / (@) dy=Can(p} * f)(@)
R (o — g2 + £2)"3

where f € LY*(R™) + L>°(R™) and the kernel p; is given by
ts

pi(z) = ————s
(Jz[> 4+ 22) 2

The function F*(x,t) := P f(x) is called the s-harmonic extension of f to Rffl and, for example
for f € L>(R™) N C(R™), satisfies the Dirichlet problem

divgn+1 (tliSV]Rn+1 F? (:L', t)) = 0 in RiJrl,
lims_,0 F*(z,t) = f(z) onR", (3.1.1)
hm|(m,t)\ﬂoo F? (m, t) = 0.

As suggested above, the behavior of 0; F'* towards the boundary is of central interest to us. Caffarelli
and Silvestre showed in [CSO7] that

lim —t1799,F*(x,t) = ¢(—~A)2 f(z) on R" (3.1.2)
—
for a fixed constant ¢ depending on n and s.

We further observe that, as for the classical harmonic extension, the pj are dilations of pf, i.e.
pi(x) = t7"p;(t71z) = (p§)i(x). Therefore, the boundary condition in (311 is indeed satisfied
according to Example 1.2.17 and Theorem 1.2.19 in [Grald] if C,, s is chosen correctly. In fact, we

have
bl = [ o= [ pi= g
t (R™) an t B 1 Cn,s
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

Just as we did with the classical Poisson kernel, we might also interpret the kernels (pf):~o as
function k° on R} with k°*(z,t) := pf ().

These kernels k° are s-harmonic, meaning they satisfy the partial differential equation in (FI1.T]),

div (' 75VE* (2,1)) = t' 5 Aupi (z) + 0, (¢ ~°0,k") (2, 1)

X x|%ts ts
== <(n +s)(n+s+ 2)# —(n+ s)n—n+s+1>

(J2|? + ¢2) "5 +2 (> +122) "2

||t t3

-2+s)n+s)————F - +M+sn————
2 )(|w|2+t2) = ) (a2 + #2) =1

=0.

The extension via the generalized Poisson operator inherits this property. We can therefore confirm
that F*® satisfies the partial differential equation in (BII]). The arguments for this inheritance
are analogous to the ones in the proof of the following lemma, which we use to investigate the
behavior of F'® and its derivatives towards infinity in the same fashion as for the classical harmonic
extension.

Lemma 3.1.2
Let s € (0,2), k; € Ng for 0 < i <n. Set k = ks +...+ k, and k = k + ko. For any
f € L>*(R™) with F*(z,t) = P f(z) we have

K L C)
00 ... Ok F*(a,t) = o [ @ ),
= R
where the ¢; are homogeneous polynomials of degree j, which depend on kg,...,k,. In
particular, we have F'* € C=(R}). o

Proof We first show that for the derivatives of the kernel we have

k té ko )
ook Ot kS (2,1) . 3.1.3
t x1

J:O |$|2 + t2 n+<+k+]
Then the lemma will follow with Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and via induction.

To this end, we first investigate the interaction between a dilation f;(z) = t~"f(t~'x) and the
derivatives for a sufficiently differentiable function f. Regarding derivatives in z-direction, we have

Vﬁft(x) = V:]Z ((ac, t) — tfnf(tflac)) () = t=k (V’;f)t (x)
Regarding the derivatives in direction of the the dilation parameter,

L ful) = IV ) - (7)) — (0 R G ),

Therefore, via induction we obtain

0 ((w,t) >t F (@) =t N7 cadl 00 f(E ) (T )

|| <ko
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3.1 s-harmonic extension to Riﬂ

via the generalized Poisson operator

for some constants ¢, € R depending on ky. Specifically for the kernel pj, we see that

J _
, Gi(z)
okt okpi(x) =) =
o =0 (L [af2)=7

where the §¢; are homogeneous polynomials of degree ¢ depending on k1, ..., k,. Combining these

three observations, we obtain

ook ... Okt (z,t) = ¢t~k Z co(t™tz)olton L gkntonpl(t=ly)
la|<ko
k+‘0¢| — 1
k—n—1 “da,i(t" )
=t Z Z %

la|<ko i=0 1+|:C|

kJrkU )
_ 4—k—n—I
=t . Z Lﬂ&ﬂ
=0 (1+ |t7j |
where the ¢; are homogeneous polynomials of degree j depending on ko, ..., k,. Thus, we have

shown FIL3).

The lemma now follows via induction and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem where the
majorants can be chosen as follows. For the derivatives in z;-direction with 0 < h <1 we have

| Doy (052051 ... 05 (k*(x =y, ) f ()]
OO O (x + hey — y,t) — Of°0k Ok kS (z — y, 1)

= /() ;
ko k1 kn 1.8\ (
<l sup 190, (905 Dkrk*) (@ — g, 1)
z€B;(x)
= SOyt o (2 =yl = 1) +£2)="5552 for |z — y| > 2
||aml(af°a§; ) ak nk2) (- )| Loo (mmy for |z —y| <2

where we first use the mean value theorem and then that |z|=/¢;(z) < C for each 0 < j < k due
to the homogeneity of g;. For the derivative in ¢-direction we have

| Die (90051 ... 05n (kK (& — y, 1) f ()]

OO Ok (x — y, t+ h) — 90Ok L kK (w — y,t)
= ()l h
ko qki1 kn 1.8 )
S fllzeemny sup [0¢(0,°0,1 ... Oy k®)(w — y, 1)

te[L,2t]

_ntst+(ktl)
—ko 2 2
st 5 t
< Cllfll e e (20) (5> (qu +<5) )

for h € [f%,t} thanks to the mean value theorem. It is easy to see that these majorants are

integrable. O
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

As a consequence of this lemma, we get the following result for the decay of the s-harmonic exten-
sion and its derivatives with the same arguments as in Corollary 2.1.3] for the classical harmonic
extension.

Corollary 3.1.3 (Decay estimate for the s-harmonic extension)
Let s € (0,2) f € L*°(R") and k € Ny. Denote with F*(z,t) := P¢f(x) the s-harmonic
extension. Then

sup  t*|VE. 1 F*(2,)] S || fl oo (rn)- (3.1.4)
(z,t)ERTH! +

If additionally f € L*(R™), then

sup " F| Vi Fo(2,1)] S IIF o1 @n)- (3.1.5)
(z,t)ERTT! +

Regarding the decay in x-direction, if further for some C' > 0, k > 0 we have |f(z)| < C|z|7,
then

tk|VH§T1Fs(m,t)| Sl + ) Fllo eyl 70 (3.1.6)
<

We conclude this section with a short collection of some more results, which are analogous to those
for the classical Poisson operator.

Proposition 3.1.4 (Fourier transform of the generalized Poisson Kernels)
Let s € (0,2). The Fourier transform of the Poisson kernel is

_lee? dA
A —

Fi)(E) = ens [ A G

for some constants ¢, s # 0, ¢ > 0. o

Proof Proposition 7.6 in [Haol6| yields

Fp3)(©) = 2m)"ens / A @
0

(3.1.7)
The result follows immediately since F(p;) = t_"}'(étflpf) = 6'F(pj) thanks to elementary
properties of the Fourier transform. Here &' denotes 6'g(x) = g(tz) for any ¢ > 0 and measurable
functions g on R"™. (I

In comparison to the classical Poisson kernel, the kernel of the generalized Poisson operator has a
way more complex Fourier transform, which makes it more difficult to quantify the derivatives of
the s-harmonic extension in t-direction. For our purposes, due to (B L1) and (BI2) we already
know enough regarding the t-derivatives of the extension. Therefore, we settle for a weaker result
compared to the corresponding result for the harmonic extension, Lemma
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3.2 Estimating the commutator [(—A)2, ¢]

Lemma 3.1.5
Let s € (0,2), k; € Ng for 1 <i <mn and f € C(R™). Set F*(x,t) := P f(x). Then

oM. O Fo(x,t) = P (0% ... 0k f)(x). o
Proof Analogous to Lemma 2.1.5] O

As for the classical harmonic extension, we easily obtain the boundedness of the derivatives in
z-direction from this lemma.

Corollary 3.1.6 (L°°-estimate for the s-harmonic extenison)
Let s € (0,2), ki € Ng for 1 <i <n and f € C°(R™). Then

||a§i oo 8£:Ptsf||Loo(]Rn) S ||a§i oo 8§:f||Loo(]Rn). <&
Proof Analogous to Corollary 2.1.0 0

3.2 Estimating the commutator [(—A)z, ¢]

The motivation for introducing the generalized harmonic extensions was the ability to deal with
arbitrary fractional Laplacians in the integral term we want to estimate. Therefore, an obvious
first application is the commutator of fractional Laplacians and pointwise multiplication. For s > 0
and ¢ € C°(R™) the commutator [(—A)%, @] is defined by

[(—A)%,¢](f) = (~A)2(¢f) — (D)2 f, for feCZ(R™).

Theorem 3.2.1
Let s € (0,1) and ¢, f € CZ(R™).
Suppose p € (1,00) and o € [s,1). Then

I(=2)%, gl(HllLr@) < (=22 ¢lBrol 17" fll o). (3.2.1)

Suppose ¢1,g2,p € (1,00) with qil + q% = % and o € [s,1). Then

I(=A)2, ()l Lr@ny S I(=A) 2| Lar @ny 11775 Fl| Loz mn)- (3.2.2)

Proof By LP-duality, it suffices to show that for every g € C°(R™)

led

CANE [(=2)2 Al grro 17 FllLo@n) N9l Lo g
/n[( A) 7¢](f)9‘ 5{ (=) ] o o (3.2.3)

I = s
1772 fll e o) 19| L7 (R -

With the integration by parts formula for the fractional Laplacian, see Lemma [£.2.2] we have

I= of(=A)2g—od(—A)2fg].

Rn

/n (_A)§(¢f)g_¢(—A)§fg’ -
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

Let ®(x,t) = Pio(x), Flx,t) = PP f(x), G(x,t) = Pff(x) be the s-harmonic extensions of ¢, f,
g. Then with (3I2)), up to a constant ¢ which we omit, we have

Sf(=A)2g—p(-A)2fg= lim @ (Ft'™°0,G —t' 9, F G).

With a partial integration in ¢, where the other boundary term disappears due to the decay of the
s-harmonic ectensions, see Corollary B.1.3]
[ } |
Ry

T =

/RTI O (@ (Ft'™°0,G —t' 0, F G))

For the rest of the proof, we will show that

15[ Bl (VL FG) + V.6 F)
]Rn 1
" (3.2.4)
+/ » t2_s|VIVRn+1@| (|V]Rn+1F| |G| + |V]Rn+1G| |F|)
R}

From this estimate we obtain (B23]) by applying Proposition B7.1] and Proposition E74(c,d,e)
respectively, sticking to the sequence of the functions suggested here for each summand. Note that
for Proposition £.7.4} in order to obtain [|g|| /g~ from |G|, we have to rely on variation (e) and
therefore obtain no actual Holder estimate.

Distributing the ¢-derivative, we observe the cancellation of the term ¢t'~*® F; G, where Gy = 0, F.
T =t""8,(FG, — F,G)+ ® (FO,(t'"°G,) — 0,(t'°F,)G)

With the s-harmonicity, that is div(t!=*Vgn+1F) = 0 and therefore 9;(t'1=*F}) = —t' A, F, we
have

J=t1"50,(FGy — F,G) —t'*® (FA,G - A, FQ).
With a second cancellation, this time of the term V.F - V.G,
J=t1"0, (FG; — F;G) —t'*®V, - (FV,G - V,FG).

Plugging this back into Z, we obtain

1< +

/ tH®, (FGy — F, G)
RE T

/ 0V, - (FV,G -V, FG)| =1, + T,
Ry

Regarding the second term, with an integration by parts in x where the boundary terms vanish
due to the decay of the s-harmonic extensions, see Corollary B.1.3] we can estimate the term as in

B.2.4),

Iy =

/ 175V, ® - (FV,G - V,FQG)
Ry

S [ BTl (VF (6] + 9.6 IF)).
Ry

Regarding the first term, we need an additional derivative, since with 9;® via Proposition B.7.1] we
only get an estimate against (—A)3 ¢ for v < s. Therefore, we use another integration by parts in
t to then obtain

11:/ {t—tl_s@t(Ftl_sGttl_sFtG)} 7/ t—at (t'75@, (Ft'7°G, — t'° 1, G)) |,
n 0 R

S n+l §
+
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3.3 The Chanilo commutator estimate for Riesz potentials of order < 1

where the boundary terms disappear due to BI), BI2) and Corollary BI3l Distributing
the additional derivative, we observe the cancellation of the term t2~°®; F; G;. Applying the
s-harmonicity for the other terms, i.e. 9;(t!=5F) = —t'75A,F, we have

1
T, = -

- . (3.2.5)

/ 25N, ® (FGy — F; G) +/ t2750,(F ALG — ALF Q)
Ry

n+1
R+

With yet another cancellation, this time of the term V,.F - V,G,

T =-
S

/ 275N, ® (F G, — F,G) +/ 7, V, - (FV,G — V,FG)
Ry

n+41
R

After another integration by parts in 2 for the second term, we can estimate 7; as in (824 and
thus finish this proof. O

Remark 3.2.2

At first glance, it might seem possible to obtain an additional estimate for ||[(=A)2, @](f)| 1r &)
from (.2.4) with Proposition B.7.3 instead of Proposition E.ZIl However, [¢]pnvo and ||g| 1o g
would be fixed as factors, leaving ||(—A)2 f||r(rn) as the remaining factor. To obtain such an

estimate with Proposition £.7.3]is not possible for terms where F' occurs without derivative, such
as for example [oni1 6275V Va1 @] Ve G| |F|. o
+

3.3 The Chanilo commutator estimate for Riesz potentials of order < 1

Next, we take a look at the commutators of Riesz potentials and pointwise multiplication. For
¢ € C(R™) and s € (0,n) we define the commutator [I¢, ¢] by

[I°,¢)(u) = I*(pu) — ¢ I°u, forall uec C°(R™).

In [Cha82], Chanillo proved the following L?-estimate for these commutators, ¢ € (L oo).

n—s’

Theorem 3.3.1 (Chanillo)
Let ¢,u € C°(R™) and 1 < p < 2. Define ¢ € ( n oo) by & =

n—s’

I17°, @)(w)l| Larny S [@lBMo Jull Lo wey- ©

The specific choice of p and q is due to the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem, see Theorem [£.3.2]
For this combination we have

115l Lagny S llull Lr@n)-

Since the fractional Laplacians are inverse to the Riesz potentials, plugging in (—A)2 f for u we
also obtain

[ fllLa®ny < H(*A)%fHLP(Rn)- (3.3.1)
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

In general, we would prefer to state the theorem above in terms of fractional Laplacians instead
of Riesz potentials, since only then we are able to make full use of the s-harmonic extension’s
behavior near the boundary. By duality, Theorem .31l is equivalent to

7=

[ @on-sru.

S [@lsmollull Lo@n 0]l Lo gny  for all v € LY (R™)

with % + % = 1. By again plugging in (—A)? f for v and with the integration-by-parts formula
for Riesz potentials, see Lemma [£.3.5] we obtain

T =

| SR)E =6 fo

Note that (—A)2(C°(R™)) is dense in L9 (R") = F(JO,VQ(R"). This is the case since (—A)32 is an
isomorphism from the Triebel-Lizorkin space F;,Q(R") to LY (R™) = F(JO/_VQ(R"), see Theorem (.17
and C°(R"™) is dense in Fj, 5(R"), confer [Tri83, Theorem 5.1.5(ii), p.240]. Therefore, we may
replace the test function v with (—A)%g. Then,

T =

RS

- p(—A)2fg—of(-A)ig

Thus, by setting f := I*u, we obtain Theorem [3.3.1l from the following theorem. Note that we only
prove this theorem for s € (0,1). Lenzmann and Schikorra suggest though, that by iterating the
integration-by-parts procedure the result can be extended to s € (0,2) and even to the full range
with a suitable higher order extension replacing the s-harmonic extensions, confer [LS20, Section
5].

Theorem 3.3.2
Let s € (0,1) and p, g as above in TheoremB.3.1l Assume ¢, f,g € C°(R). Then for %—i—i =1
we have

[ 1-a)

Proof Let ®(z,t) = Pi¢(z), F(x,t) = P? f(z), G(z,t) = Pfg(x) be the s-harmonic extensions of
¢, f, g. Following the proof of Theorem 321 up to (B2H]), we have

o

,(b](f)g' < 1613010 I(=2)% Loy Il(=A)E gll o gy (3.3.2)

r=|f [<A>%,¢1<f>g}§zl+zz
with
12:/ 1175V, - (FV,G — V,FG) 5/ 0|V | (VL F| |G| + V.Gl |F))
R R}
and
11:1/ t2—SAI<I>(FGt—FtG)+/ 2700 (A, G F — A F Q).
S Riﬂ Riﬂ
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3.4 Fractional Leibniz rules: The three-term-commutator Hs(f, g)

Applying Proposition B.73(d) to Zo we have
T, < 6lmai0 (125l w19l gy + (=220l ol llace (333
1,1
where F + 5 =1.

Regarding 7, with an integration by parts in x, since A, =V, - V,

1
I = -
S

—/ 275V, ® -V (F Gy — F; G) +/ 2750 (A,GF — A FQ)
Ry

n+41
R

< / 7 Ve ®| (Ve Vg ]G] 4 [V Vs G [F))
RY 1

4 [ TR @l (VL FI10G] + V.61 0.F).
R}

Respecting the sequence of the functions in the respective summands, with Proposition [B.7.3)c,d,e)
we then obtain

Ty 5 81330 (1(=8)F Fllzoen 9l v oy + 1(=A)Egll o o) 1 | ey ) - (3.3.4)
Since

1 1 S 1 S 1 1 S

S=--2 e 1-==1-=--2 — ==

g p n q pon P4 n
with (331 applied to 333) and (334) we obtain

TS [@lnroll(=2) fllogn | (—2) 2 gll o gn): O

3.4 Fractional Leibniz rules: The three-term-commutator H(f,g)

The classical derivatives satisfy the Leibniz rule, that is
V(fg)-Vfg—fVg=o.

This is not true for all differential operators though. For example, for the Laplacian we have
A(fg)—Afg—fAg=2Vf-Vy.

In this subsection, we prove two fractional Leibniz-rules, which are estimates of the three-term-
commutator

Hy(f.9) = (=D)3(fg) — (D)2 fg— f(=D)%g,

where s > 0, f,g € C°(R™). Such fractional Leibniz-rules were originally introduced by Kenig-
Ponce-Vega, confer [KPV93, Theorem A.9, p.611].
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

Theorem 3.4.1
Assume s € (0,1], p € (1,00) and ¢, f € C°(R™). Then

1Hs(¢, Flle@ny S [BlBmoll(=A)2 fl Lo @n).- (3.4.1)
Moreover, suppose o € (0, s), p1,p2 € (1,00), ¢,q1, g2 € [1, 0] with % = p% + p%, & = qil +qi2.
Then

1Hs (6, Pl Lo @y S N(=2) 2 por o) ey [ (—A) Z° Fl prasaz) (- (3.4.2)

o

Proof (Estimate ([3.4.2])) By duality, we only need to show that for any g € C2*(R™)

7= ‘/R H(o, f)g‘ N ||(7A)%¢||L(P1101)(Rn)”(7A)%f|‘L(P2102)(Rn)||gHL(p/7qr)(Rn) (3.4.3)

where % + 1—1) = % + % =1, see |Gral4, Theorem 1.4.16, p.57] for duality regarding Lorentz spaces.
With the integration-by-parts formula for fractional Laplacians, Lemma [.2.2] we have

T =

[ of -2 (Ca)fosg-o(-a)i1g)

Let ®(z,t) = PP¢(x), F(z,t) = P7 f(x), G(z,t) = P7g(z) be the s-harmonic extensions of ¢, f, g.
Then, via an integration by parts in ¢ we obtain
[.7
Ry

as always due to the decay towards infinity and the behavior of the s-harmonic extensions near the
boundary, Corollary B3 and [B12), where we omit the constant ¢. Distributing the additional
derivative, we observe the cancellation of the terms t!=0,® F 0,G and t'~*® 0, F 0,G;

7T =

/ Ot RFOG -t FG -t 29, FG)
RY*!

T =0F0;(t'*0,G) — 0, (t' 0, ®) FG — ® 0, (t' 0, F) G — 2t~ 0,9 6, F G
Then, by the s-harmonicity of the extensions,

T =t OFAGH+t' A, PFG+t' DA FG—2t1"0,90,F G
=t (AL (PF)G-PFA,G) -2t 5V, ®-V,FG—2t'"* 0,0, FG.

Plugging this back into Z, the first term disappears since A, = V.-V, and therefore, via integration
by parts in x,

/ ti=s (A (PF)G-PFA,G) = / ti=s (Vo(®PF) - V,G—-V,4(®PF) -V,G)=0.
Ry T

n+1
R+

Thus, we are left with

WS

/ 'V, P -V, FG + 90,90, F G
RTI

5/ 75 | Vgnt1 @] [Vt F| |G, (3.4.4)
Ry

Applying Proposition B71] we estimate Z as in ([343) and therefore have shown ([B:42]). Note
that we have o, s — ¢ < s = min{1, s} since o € (0, s). O
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3.4 Fractional Leibniz rules: The three-term-commutator Hs(f, g)

Proof (Estimate ([3.4.1])) Again, by duality, we only need to show that for any g € C3°(R™)

71 =

. Hs(qﬁ,f)g} S [9leamo [(=2)% fllLo@n) 9]l Lo ey (3.4.5)

Following the proof of (B42) until (3:44)), we have

IS + ::I1 —|—IQ

/ tI=5V,® -V, F G
Riﬂ

/ t'=59,® O, F G
M“

Regarding the first term, for s < 1, with Proposition [5.7.3] we can already estimate

g [ B9 VP IG] S a0l (~A)E e ol s

+

For s = 1, to obtain an estimate against (fA)% f, we either need a second derivative on f or any
derivative on g. Therefore, we again integrate by parts in t-direction, obtaining

T = V,® V,FG|=

n+1
RY

/ 1) (Vo - Vo F G)
Ry

Distributing the t-derivative, where we integrate by parts in x when that derivative hits V,®,

I, =

/ —tHPV, (V. FG)+tV,® - OV, FG+tV,® -V, F G
Ry

< / . t|Vrnt1®| (|Vre+1 Vo F| |G| + |Vret1 G| |V F).
R™ 1

+

Applying Proposition B.7.3] while respecting the sequence of functions, we can estimate Z; as in
B43). Regarding Z,, we also need a second derivative on f or any derivative on g to estimate
against (—A)3 f. With an integration by parts in ¢-direction,

I2 _ / |:t_ tlsatq)tlsatFG:| _ / t_at (tlfsatq)tlfsatF G)
n 0 R

S n+l 8
+

Distributing the t-derivative, by the s-harmonicity of the extensions, i.e. 9;(t'=*0;®) = t!=5A,®,

1
I = -
S

/ 275 (A, @ O F G+ 0,9 AL F G — 0,9 0, F 0;G)
Ry

S [ B Ve @] (Vann VoG] + [VaensGl 0cF),
Ry !

where we used that

/ 275N, PO F G = —/ 275V, ® - V. (0:F G).
Ry

n+1
]R+

With Proposition B7.3 we can estimate Zy as in (34.3]) and therefore obtain (B.4.1)). O
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

3.5 A Hardy-space estimate for H,(f,g)

We further investigate the three-term-commutator H,(f, g) from Subsection [3.4] defined as

Hy(f,9) = (=A)2(fg) — (-A)ifg— f(-A)2g.

In the previous subsection, we estimated LP or Lorentz-norm for this commutator. Da Lio and
Riviére showed the following Hardy-space estimate for the commutator with an additional fractional
Laplacian in the case s = 1/2, see [DR11l Theorem 1.7]

Theorem 3.5.1 (Da Lio-Riviére)
Assume f,g € C>°(R™). Then, with H!(R") denoting the Hardy-space,

I(=A)3 Hy (f, 920 @e) S I(=A)3 fllL2el(—A)3 gll 2n)- o

We proof a generalization of this result to s € (0,1]. This generalization is already known, see
[Sch15, Theorem 1.4]. The original proof is substantially longer and more complicated than the
proof from [LS20], which we show here.

Theorem 3.5.2
Let s € (0,1]. Assume f,¢ € C°(R™) and p,p’ € (1,0), q,4¢" € [1, o0] with 1%4—% = %—i—% = I
Then

1(=2)2H(¢, Al S N(=2) 5@l L0 @y 1(=2)% Fll Lot - °

Proof (s<1) Assume s < 1. Since BMO is the topological dual of H!, see the well known result
in [FS72|, we only need to show that for any g € C2°(R™)

1:= / (=2 Hy(¢, /) 9| S N(=2)2 ¢l Lo ) 1(=2)2 fll Lot ) [9] BA1O- (3.5.1)
Let ®(s,t) So(x), F(s,t) = PSf(x), G(s,t) = P((—A)% g)(x) be the s-harmonic extensions of
o, fand g ( A)zg. For the rest of the proof, we are going to show that
/ 121G 7,0V, F]
RY*!
+/ . 2= |é| (|V1VRn+1(I)| |VRn+1F| + |VIVRn+1F| |VRn+1q>|) (352)
Rn 1

+/ o $37s |VRn+lé| (|VIVRn+1q>| |V]Rn+1F| + |V1VRn+1F| |V]Rn+1(1)|)
R
Then, since G(s,t) = Pf((—A)3g)(z) and s < 1, applying Proposition E.Z3(a,b) yields B5.1)).

Before extending the integral to erfl, we redistribute some of the fractional Laplacians with
Lemma [4.2.2]

t= /nﬂéﬁf(*ﬁﬁ«fm%g)f(¢<7A>%f+< A)56 f)(-A)3g
R

+
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3.5 A Hardy-space estimate for Hy(f, g)

With an integration by parts in ¢ we obtain

7T =

/ o, (tl—s DFOG -t DOF G — ' 50,® FG)
Riﬂ

due to the extensions’ decay towards infinity and their behavior near the boundary, that is
(—A)%qﬁ = clim;_, 0;®, where we omit the constant c¢. Distributing the additional derivative,
we observe the cancellation of the term t1=29,(® F) 9,G,

T =

/ 8, (tl—s DF8,G —t'7°0,(d F) G)
Ry

/ @F)o, (10.G) — o, (1" a@ F)) G
Ry *!

With the s-harmonicity of G, that is 8, (tl’saté) = —t175A,G,

7T =

)

/n“ (t' AL F) + 0, (20 (@ F))) G

/ Ly(®F)G
Ry

where we set
Ly(H) = div(t' *Vgns1 H) = ' A, H + 0, (' *0,H) .
For this operator, we calculate the product rule
Ly (®F)=Ly(®)F+®Ly(F)+2t'"°V,® -V, F 4 2t'7° 9,0 0, F.

Obviously, with the s-harmonicity of ® and F' we have L(®) = L(F') = 0 and therefore obtain

IS + ::I1 —|—IQ

/ =5V, ® -V, FG
RTI

/ 1= 9,0 9, F G
Riﬂ

The frist term can already be estimated as in ([35.2)). Regarding the second term, if we wanted
to estimate this term as in ([0.1]) via Proposition (73] we would need an additional derivative
either on 0;® or 0;F. Therefore, we again integrate by parts in ¢,

Iy =

ts 11 -
/ {—tlsa@tlsamc} f—/ 59, (t1*58t¢t1*58tFG)
n Ri+1

S 0 S

Distributing the additional derivative, due to the s-harmonicity of ® and F' we obtain

1
5 (
S

= Toq + Lop + Ioe.

A

+ +

/ 25N, POF G
Rfl

/ 2759, AL F G
Ri“

/ 275 0,8 O, F 0,G
Rfl

)
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3 Commutator estimates via s-harmonic extension

The first two terms can already be estimated as in (8:5:2). For the third term, we use yet another
integration by parts in t.

1
Toe = —
52 2s

/[t%t1*58t®t1*58tFt1*Satéro7/ tQSat(t1*58t<1>t1*58tFt1*58té)
n 0 Ri+1

1

1
< _
~ 2s +25

/ 375N, O, F 0,G
Rfl

/ t3759,® A, F 8,G
Rfl

+1
2s

/ 375V, (0,9 9, F) - V.G
Ry

Thus, Zs. can also be estimated as in (B.5.1]). O

Proof (s=1) The setup is exactly the same as in the proof for s < 1. It suffices to show (F5T).
For s < 1, we obtained this estimate by applying Proposition to B.52). The only term
in (85.2)), which we are not able to immediately estimate analogously, is the first one, which
corresponds to

7, =

/ v, ® V. FG
M“

/ V,® -V, FG
M“

For s = 1, we need an additional derivative on V,® or V,F. We deal with Z; just as we dealt
with 7y for s < 1. With an integration by parts in ¢ we obtain

/]Ri“ £, (vzcb : VIFG)

Distributing the additional derivative,

T, =

i < + +

/ tV, 0P V. FG
Ri“

/ tV,® - V,0,FG
Rfl

/ tV,® -V, F G
Ri“

= Tiq +ZL1p + Tiec.

The first two terms can already be estimated as in ([.5.2). The third term requires another
integration by parts, where we use the harmonicity of G when the additional derivative hits 0;G,

Z-1c =

/Ri“ ) (t V, -V, F até)

< / 2 V.0, -V, F0,G
Ry

+

/ 2V, ® - V.0, F 8,G
M“

+

/ 2V, (Vo - V. F) -9, V.G
Ry

Thus, we can estimate Z; just as Zo and therefore are left only with terms where we can obtain
BEd) for s =1 with Proposition B.7.11 O
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4 Riesz transforms, fractional Laplacians, Riesz potentials

In this section, we introduce Riesz transforms, the fractional Laplacian, and its inverse, the Riesz
potential. For each operator, we gather some essential and well known results from the literature,
mainly from [Ste70]. Additionally, for the Riesz transforms and the fractional Laplacians we provide
specific L*°- and decay-estimates, which are needed for Section

4.1 Riesz transforms

Riesz transforms are the prototypical singular integral operators, see [Ste70, Chapter III, §1] for
a more detailed introduction. One of their most common applications is the mediation between
multiple differential operators of the same order.

Definition 4.1.1 (Riesz transforms)
For each j € {1,...,n} the corresponding Riesz transform is given by

. Yj
Ro(D)e) = o | ol fe =) dy

nt1
for all f € LP(R™), 1 < p < o0 with Cp — Ji). S

T 2

These singular integral operators are well defined, see Theorem 4 in [Ste70l Chapter II]. That
theorem further implies the LP-boundedness of the Riesz transforms.

Proposition 4.1.2 (LP-boundedness of R ;)
Assume j € {1,...,n} and 1 < p < oco. Then there exists A, > 0 such that for each
f e LP(R™)

||R](f)||Lp(]R") S Ap”f”Lp(]Rn). o

An important observation, which in fact justifies the definition of the Riesz transform, regards
the interplay with the Fourier transform. Since [Ste70] uses a different variation of the Fourier
transform than e.g. [Grald|, we will prefer the other sources for references related to the Fourier
transform. The following result is Proposition 5.1.14. in [Gral4]. An analogous statement can be
found in Chapter III of [Ste70].

Proposition 4.1.3 (Fourier symbol of Riesz transforms)
The jth Riesz transform R; is given on the Fourier transform side by multiplication with the
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4 Riesz transforms, fractional Laplacians, Riesz potentials

function —z% That is, for any f € L?(R") it holds

FR;(F))(€) = i%f(f)(ﬁ)- )

An easy to see consequence of this proposition is the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1.4 (An integration by parts formula for Riesz transforms)
Assume f,g € L*(R") and j € {1,...,n}. Then

/ gij = — Rjg f Lo
n ]Rn

Proof Since the Fourier transform is an isometry on L?(R"), with R;f(z) € R for almost every
x € R™ and Proposition E.1.3] we have

|omit= [ Ri= [ FoFmn=- [ (%) Flo) O FE) de

R

—— | FR9F D=~ [ Riat .

Another consequence of Proposition {.1.3]is the following application, the already mentioned me-
diation between differential operators of the same order. For example, Riesz transforms can be
used to mediate between the partial derivatives and the Laplacian of a function.

Proposition 4.1.5
Assume ¢ € S(R") and j,k € {1,...,n}. Then

9j0kp(x) = Ry Ri(—=A)¢(). (4.1.1)

Together with the LP-boundedness of Riesz transforms, for every 1 < p < oo this implies

V26l Lony < ADlI AP Lo (@n)- o

Proof For any f € S(R™) we have

F(0;5)(8) = 2mi&; F(f)(&)-

Therefore, applying the Fourier transform to the left side of ([{I.1), we have

F(0;010)(€) = —4m2E;6xF (9)(8)-
Thanks to Proposition A.1.3] for the right side we have

F-RyRuAS)(E) = % (A6)(€) = % (Z 4&?) F(@)(€) = 4w2%|5|2f<¢><s>.
=1

Now, applying the inverse Fourier transform, we have shown (@I.T]). O
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4.1 Riesz transforms

This same type of argument is used in Section2.3]to show similar relations between other differential
operators. For the last two results of this subsection, we do not use the Fourier characterization of
the Riesz transforms, but rather fall back on the original definition as a singular integral operator.

Lemma 4.1.6 (The decay of R;f)
Let j € {1,...,n}. Assume f € C}(R") N LP(R"), 1 < p < oo, with k € R and C' > 0 such
that for all x € R”

Vi) <<

a7

Then there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for all z € R®

R, ()] < O (L i %) | .

| 7

Proof Let x € R". By the definition of the Riesz transforms we have

R f(x)]

IN

/ Lgl“f(y) dy| + lim/ i Y 211 fly)dy
R™\B |, (z) |z -y 0JB |, (2)\Be(2) |z -y
2 2

: Cp + COs.

Regarding the second term, first note that, since y — (x; — y;)|x — y|’(”+1) is odd, for any
0 <r < R< o0 we have

Ti — Yi
Iy = 0. 4.1.2)
/BR(x)\BT(a:) |z — y| 1 (

Applying this observation, we obtain

i Ti —Yi
C2 = hm/ = (f(y) — f(x))dy
0SBy (@)\Be(@) |z — y[n+!
< lim I - 1@,
=0 o @npw o=yl

< sup |Vf(#)|lim v~ yL
:EGB‘%‘(I) ¢>0JB |, (@)\Be(z) |z — vy
||
QkC 5 an—1
< —wn/ r—dr
|$|k 0 rn—l
1
_ 2k—1cwn—

|z|k71

where w,, denotes the n — 1-dimensional volume of the sphere S™~1.
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4 Riesz transforms, fractional Laplacians, Riesz potentials

Regarding the first term, with Holder’s inequality and 1% + 1—17 = 1 we obtain

1
a< | W)l dy
R™\B |, (z) |z —yl

|z
2

< ly = 17" e @By, 2 0 1 f 2o )
= Cla|™# || fll Loy

for a constant C' > 0 depending on n and p. O

Lemma 4.1.7 (An L°-estimate for R;f)
Let j € {1,...,n}. Assume f € C*(R") N LP(R") with 1 < p < oo and Vf € L*(R"). Then

IR; fllzee@ny S 1 flony + V£l oo @n)- o

Proof Let x € R™. Similar to the previous proof, we have

R f ()]

IN

+

. Li —Yi
hm/ 7y|"*1 f(y)dy

€20 /B, (2)\B.(2) |z —

Li —Yi
/]R Wf(y) dy

7\ By (z) |z —

= Cl + CQ.

Regarding the first term, with Holder’s inequality,
a< | 7wl dy < ly 1ol 111
1> R J\Yay =y Y » (R™ LP(R™)-
R\ By (o) |7 — " Lr' (R™\ B1(0)) (R™)

where ﬁ +1—1) = 1, in particular p" € (1,00] and ||y = |y|™"|| Lo’ g\ 5, (0)) < o©- For the second
term we obtain

. Ti —Yi |z —yl
€2 = |ty | T B ()~ £@)dy | < [V [ dy,
=0 /B (2\B.(2) |7 — y[" ! & Bia) T —y["
where we used ([{L.I.2) as well as the mean value theorem. O

4.2 Fractional Laplacians

We already saw in the proof of Proposition[4.T.5above how the Laplacian interacts with the Fourier
transform,

F(=Af)(©) = @nle))*F(f)(€)  for any f € S(R").

This motivates the following definition of the fractional Laplacian operator.
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4.2 Fractional Laplacians

Definition 4.2.1 (Fractional Laplacian)
Let s > 0 and f € S(R™). Then the fractional Laplacian operator (—A)? is defined by

F(=D)21)(€) = @mle)* F(£)(©). o

Note that for each s > 0 and f € S(R™) the function £ — (27|€])* F(f)(§) is still rapidly decreasing,
although it might not be differentiable in & = 0 anymore. In particular, we have an L! function
and therefore can apply the inverse Fourier transform. Thus, the fractional Laplacian operator is
well defined. Throughout this thesis, fractional Laplacians will often be applied to functions that
are not strictly of the Schwartz space, see for example Lemma [£2.3] below. In most cases, it is
easy to see that the function the fractional Laplacian is applied to is in L?(R™) or L*(R") with a
sufficiently decreasing Fourier transform, resulting in the fractional Laplacian being well defined
with the same reasoning as for Schwartz functions. We will only investigate the well-definedness
further, if this is not the case.

For later applications, we will mostly consider the case s € (0,2). Under this restriction, the
definition can be extended to other function spaces such as LP(R") with 1 < p < 2, see [Kwal7].
Note that there is a variety of different, equivalent ways to introduce and define the fractional
Laplacian, again see [KwalT|. For example, the fractional Laplacian may be defined similar to the
Riesz transform as a singular integral operator. We pick up this equivalent definition towards the
end of this chapter.

Since the fractional Laplacians act as Fourier multipliers by definition, there are some easy to see
consequences, similar to those we got for the Riesz transforms after Proposition [L.1.3] First, we
get an integration by parts formula.

Lemma 4.2.2 (An integration by parts formula for fractional Laplacians)
Let f,g € S(R™) and s > 0. Then

/ g~A)Ef= [ (~n)gr
n Rn

Proof Analogous to Lemma[ZT.4l We have (—A)3 f(z) € R for all z € R™ because of Proposition
425 the alternative definition of the fractional Laplacian. O

Second, we observe an interaction between multiple fractional Laplacians which we can describe
as a semigroup property.

Lemma 4.2.3 (Semigroup property of fractional Laplacians)
Let f € S(R™) and s1, 3 > 0. Then

s1+s2
2

I o
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4 Riesz transforms, fractional Laplacians, Riesz potentials

Proof Applying the Fourier transform to the equation, via the definition of the fractional Laplacian

we get
F(=8)F (=8)F P)(©) = @rle)* rlg)»F((E) = @rle) = F(1)(E) = F(-8) 5 1),
Now applying the inverse Fourier transform, we have proven the equation. O

Comparing the Fourier symbols of (fA)% and 0, 1 < j < n, one would expect a relation similar
to Proposition 1.5 which dealt with the usual Laplacian operator. And indeed, we get a similar
result for the fractional Laplacian with s = 1, although the proof is not quite as simple.

Proposition 4.2.4
Let f € S(R™) and 1 < p < co. Then

[(=2)2 fllo@n) = IV £l Lo @n)- (4.2.1)
<

Proof Both [|(~A)2 f| rgn) and |V £l (gn) are equivalent norms on the Triebel-Lizorkin space

Fz},% see BT or [Tri83, Theorem 5.2.3.1] for the original source. O

We conclude this subsection about the fractional Laplacian estimating the L*>°-norm and investi-
gating the decay of (—A)2 f. In order to show these estimates, we make use of one of the alternative
definitions of the fractional Laplacian.

Proposition 4.2.5 (Alternative definition of fractional Laplacians)
Let s € (0,2). Then for f €S

(~A)% f(z) = Gy lim @) - 1),

" e—=0 R\ B, (z) |I7y|"+s

= lg,, [ leti+i@-y 2@,
2 R™ |y|n s
i — w — 1—cos(&1) -1
with Cy, s = )] (fRn e d§> . o

Proof For the first equation see [Kwal7| or Proposition 3.3 in [DPV12|. The second equation
follows from rewriting the principal value integral and then using a second order taylor expansion
to remove the singularity, see Lemma 3.2 in [DPV12]. O

Again, this proposition or alternative definition respectively can be extended to L?(R™), p € [1, 00),
see [Kwal7]|.
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4.2 Fractional Laplacians

Lemma 4.2.6 (An L>™-estimate for (—A)z f)
Let s € (0,2) and f € S(R™). Then

[(=A)2 fllzoo@n) S I1fllLoo@ny + |V £l oo mn)- (4.2.2)

For s € (0,1), we also have

1(=2)% fll oo @ny S Ifllzoe@ny + IV Fll Lo @n)- (4.2.3)

Proof We show (£23) first. Let s € (0,1) and « € R™. Then

(A i@I= e, [ LE0ZTE,,
n\ B,.(0) |y
5/ 1f( x+y2+sf( )Id + lim If(x+y2;f(w)|dy
R"\ B1(0) |yl =0 ) B1 (0)\B,(0) Y]

With the mean value theorem we have |f(z +y) — f(z)| < ||V f| Lo ®n)|y| for the second term.
Therefore, we obtain

(=A% F(2)] < 2] ]l pegen /

. Y
dy + [V £l g ey lim ]
R\ B (0 T

0J B, (0)\B.(0) [Y["T*

(2 B [ D) U+ 1)
Rm\B1(0) B1(0)

) |y|n+5

The first integral exists because s > 0, the second one because s < 1. Thus, we have shown [@2.3]).
Now, let s € (0,2) and = € R™. Then with a second order Taylor expansion yielding
[f(@+y) + flz—y) —2f(2)] = [y" V2 F(z + 00y — 2)y| <V fllLe@mlyl, (4.2.4)

where 6 € [—1, 1], we obtain

(— AV f(a)] = ’107” flet+y) + fle—y) - 2f(z)

) d
27 | g y’

S f = | oIy V2 e / iy

"\ By B1(0

< <4 / = dy + / |y|”+”dy> U f Ly + V2] o).
R"’\Bl (0) Bq (0)

Since the integrals exist due to s € (0,2), we have shown [@2.2). O
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4 Riesz transforms, fractional Laplacians, Riesz potentials

Remark 4.2.7
By not dividing R™ into R™ \ B;(0) and B;(0) but rather varying the radius for the cut out ball,
one can easily obtain weighted inequalities such as

I(=2)% fllpoe(gny < CONfllzorn) + el V2 fll Lo (gr),
where € > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily and C(e) > 0 is a constant depending on the choice. An

analogous observation can be made for example for Lemma L1717 o

For our last basic result regarding the fractional Laplacian, we investigate its decay. The approach
for the proof of the following lemma is similar to the one for Lemma [£.1.0]

Lemma 4.2.8 (The decay of (—A)3 f)

Let s € (0,2). Assume f € C?(R™) N W?2°°(R") N L'(R") with k,l € R and C' > 0 such that
for all z € R™

C C
f@)| < =5 IV2f@)] < T

||

Then there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for all z € R"

s 1 1 1
—A)2 < —+ + .
[(=A)= f(z)| < Cy (|x|n+s |z |Fts |x|l+s—2> ©

Proof Let z € R”. With Proposition d.2.5 we have

(=2)% f(x)]

A

|y|nts

/ f(x+y)+f(w—y)—2f(w)dy
R"\B%L(O)

|y|+e

N / f(x+y)+f(x—y)—2f(x)dy
B%L(O)

:C1 + O,

Let w,, denote the n — 1-dimensional volume of the sphere S”~!. For the first term we have

n+s 1

2
C; < QW”f”Ll(R") +2|f () dy

R™\Bls) (0) |ly|"+s

gn+s+1 o0 pn—1

2C
<z bt —w, [ T _a
= |a|nts 1702y + a /m\ pts

2

gntstl 2Cwy, 1 2°

= Wllf”Ll(R”) +

jof* 5[]

Regarding the second term, with the second order Taylor expansion ([£24]) we obtain

lz|
1 2lC /T rn-l 20w, 1 |zP

Ch<  swp |v2f(:z)|/ 1 <2, .
Z€B ) (x) B, (0) |ly|nts—2 lz|t " o rnte—2 |zt 2 — s |22
2 2
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4.3 Riesz potentials

Having now covered the basics for fractional Laplacians, we turn to their inverse, the Riesz poten-
tials.

4.3 Riesz potentials

Concluding this section, we introduce the Riesz potentials, which are inverse to the corresponding
fractional Laplacians. These operators are defined via singular integrals, see [Ste70, Chapter V].

Definition 4.3.1 (Riesz potential)
Let 0 < s <n and f € S(R"). Then the fractional Laplacian operator (—A)? is defined by

I f(x) :Cnys/ Lx;f) (4.3.1)
re  |Yl
with C,, s = %;S) o
' 2272 (%)

From [Ste70, Chapter V]| we also obtain a result regarding the pointwise convergence of these
singular integrals as well as potential LP-boundedness.

Theorem 4.3.2 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem of fractional integration)
Let0<s<n,1<p<qg< oo, % = % — =, in particular p < %. Then for any f € LP(R") the

integral (£3.1]), defining I° f, converges absolutely for almost every z € R™.
If, in addition, 1 < p, then there exists Cp 4 > 0 such that for all f € LP(R"™)

1 fll oqgny < Cp,gll fll o) ¢

Proof See [Ste70], Theorem 1 in Chapter V. O

Thanks to this result, we can extend the definition of the Riesz Potentials from S(R™) to LP(R"),
1 < p < %. Regarding the following results, we will not consider the original definition though,
but rather focus on the interplay with the Fourier transform. Like Riesz transforms and fractional
Laplacians, Riesz potentials are multiplier operators.

Proposition 4.3.3 (Fourier symbol of Riesz potentials)
Let 0 < s < n. The corresponding Riesz potential is given on the Fourier transform side by
multiplication with the function (27¢)~°. That is, for any f € S(R™) we have

F(I°£)(€) = @l F(f)(©)- o

Proof See [Ste7(], Lemma 1 in Chapter V. O

As in the subsections above, we list some easy to see consequences of this result. First, we can
immediately confirm that indeed fractional Laplacians and Riesz potentials are inverse to each
other. Second and third, we again get an integration by parts formula and a semigroup property.
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4 Riesz transforms, fractional Laplacians, Riesz potentials

Lemma 4.3.4
Let s € (0,n) and f € S(R™). Then

s

IN(-8)3f = (~A)I°f = f. o

Proof We have (—A):f € LY(R") due to Lemma 2.6 and Lemma FLZ8 Moreover, we have
(=A)2 f € L*(R™) because obviously F((—A)2 f) € L?(R"™). Combining these, for any 1 < p < 2
we have (—A)2 f € LP(R™). Therefore, the application of the Riesz potential I° to (—A)? f is well
defined with Theorem [£.3.2] choosing pg € (17 min {%, 2}) and qio = pio — 2. Furthermore, we can
find a sequence (gi)ren C S(R™) such that [|gr — (—A)2 f||Lern) "2 0foralll <p<2 In
particular, this implies that
s —00 1 1
[ F(gr) = F((=2)2 )l o’ ) "0 forall 1< p<2and - + - =1 (4.3.2)
p p

thanks to the Hausdorff-Young inequality. Additionally, because of Theorem 3.2 I,g; con-
verges against I°((—A)2 f) in L9%(R") and therefore also in &'(R"). For the Fourier transform of
I*((—A)% f) in the sense of tempered distributions we then have

F(Igy) 5 F(IS(-A)5 £)) for k — .

Now let h € S(R™). We have

0= [ Fueaypn=im [ F@rgh= lm [ (rld) " Fla@h(e) de
R™ —oo Jpn —o0 Jgn

thanks to Proposition 3.3l We now observe that (27| - [)~*h € L? for some 1 < p < min {2,2}
since s < n. With (£32)), via the duality of LP-spaces and the definition of the fractional Laplacian,

C= [ Fayn©Cr N &= [ Cre) TP e dE = [ Firn

R™ Rn
yvielding F(I5(—A)3 f) = F(f) € S and therefore I*(—A)3 f = f.

On the other hand, with the definition of the fractional Laplacian we have

F((=D)2I°f)(€) = (2rl€))* F(I°£)(€) = (2nle)*2nle)) F(f)(€) = F(F)(E),

which also justifies applying the fractional Laplacian to I° f since the inverse Fourier transform of
(2m|€])* F(I*f) is obviously well defined. O

Lemma 4.3.5 (An integration by parts formula for Riesz potentials)
Let f,g € S(R™) and 0 < s < n. Then

/ gl’f= | I’fg. o
n RTL

Proof Analogous to Lemma 414 O
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4.3 Riesz potentials

Lemma 4.3.6 (Semigroup property of Riesz potentials)
Let f € S(R™) and s1, $3 > 0 with s1 + s2 < n. Then

It ISQf — [s1ts2 f. o

Proof First note that the composition is well defined. With Theorem .32 we have I°2 f € LI(R")

for all % = % — & where 1 <p < - since f € LP(R™) for all 1 < p < co. Because of

. ps1 M n n
q= — < =
n — Sop n—ss n—(n—s) s

we find 1 < p < 3 such that ¢ < ;*. Then, again thanks to Theorem E32] I51(1°2f) is well
defined. The rest of the proof is analogous to Lemma [£.2.3] d
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5 Trace Theorems

The goal of this section is to establish the blackbox estimates we use throughout the previous
sections. These complex estimates are listed and proven in Subsection 5.7l The proofs depend on
combining multiple smaller building blocks, which we collect in Subsections [5.4H5.6]

The first and largest group of these building blocks originate from Triebel-Lizorkin or Besov-
Lipschitz space characterizations via the generalized Poisson kernel, which are due to a recent
result from Bui-Candy, [BC17]. Providing the necessary background, in the first subsection we
briefly introduce the framework of Tiebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces as well as the Bui-
Candy result. In the second subsection, we show that this result is indeed applicable to our
situation and obtain a variety of space characterizations. Since Triebel-Lizorkin or Besov-Lipschitz
spaces include fractional Sobolev spaces, the BM O-space and Holder spaces, we obtain a variety
of estimates from these space characterizations. These are listed and proven in Subsection .41
The second group of estimates originate from the theory of so-called square functions. This theory
is closely related to the theory of maximal functions, which provides a third group of estimates.
These estimates are shown in Subsection 5.5 and Subsection .6l respectively. In their original form,
many of these building blocks are LP-estimates. From these we can easily obtain estimates on the
much finer Lorentz scale via interpolation. Therefore, we introduce these Lorentz spaces and give
the corresponding interpolation theorem in Subsection (.3

5.1 A short introduction to Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces

The theory of Triebel-Lizorkin and Lipschitz-Besov spaces provides a unified framework for a
wide variety of important and frequently used function spaces. In this subsection, all functions,
distributions etc. are defined on R™. Therefore, we omit R™ in the notation of the function spaces,
i.e. instead of A(R™) we write A. First, we give a short list of spaces included in this framework
and state some definitions, from which we will procede to the central result from [BC17]. At the
end of this subsection, we collect some elementary embeddings and lifting properties.

The Triebel-Lizorkin spaces are denoted with F7 , the Besov-Lipschitz spaces with Bj) , where
a € R, 0 < p,qg < oo. Additionally, there are their homogeneous counterparts, F;fq and B; 0
All the function spaces listed below can be identified with the corresponding Triebel-Lizorkin or
Besov-Lipschitz spaces, the respective norms are equivalent.

% = B it0<s [T5i83, Theorem 2.5.7.]

c® = B if0<s¢Z [Tri83| Proof of Theorem 2.5.7.
As = B, if0<s, 1<p<oo,1<qg<oo | [Tri83, Theorem 2.5.7.]

Wy = By,=F;, if0<s¢Z 1<p<oo [Tri83| Proof of Theorem 2.5.7.]
h? = £, if0<p<oo [Tri83, Theorem 2.5.8.1.]

HP = FY, if 0 < p < oo [Tri83, Theorem 5.2.4.]

Ly = EPOQ ifl1<p<oo [Tri83| Proof of Theorem 2.5.6.]
v — 9, if1<p<oo [T5i83, Theorem 5.2.3.1.(ii)]

Hp = F;, ifseR, 1<p<oo [Tri83, Theorem 2.5.6.(1)]

wpr = Y ifmeN 1<p<oo [Tri83, Theorem 2.5.6.(ii)]

bmo = F, [Tri83, Theorem 2.5.8.2.]

BMO F, [Tri83, Theorem 5.2.4.]
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5.1 A short introduction to Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces

Here, ¢’ are the Zygmund spaces, C* the Holder spaces, A} , the Besov (or Lipschitz) spaces, wy
the Slobodeckij spaces, H? the Hardy spaces and h? the local Hardy spaces, H; the Bessel-potential
spaces and W the Sobolev spaces. BMO is the space of functions of bounded mean oscillation,
the dual of H; (see [FS72]). bmo is the inhomogeneous counterpart of BMO and accordingly
the dual of h' (see [Gol79]). For definitions of these spaces see [Tri83 2.2.2.]. Additionally, the
definitions of C*, W, H, and BMO are stated in the next subsection.

Since we mainly use the homogeneous spaces in this work, Fpojq and B®_, we only give their defini-

tion in this subsection and refer to [Tri83] 2.3.1. and 2.3.4.] for the deﬁpr;(i]tion of the inhomogeneous
Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces. Working with the homogeneous spaces poses a diffi-
culty though. While their inhomogeneous counterparts are defined as subsets of S, the space of
tempered distributions, the elements of the homogeneous spaces are tempered distributions modulo
polynomials, §’/P. The corresponding spaces can still be identified with for example L? though,
because in each equivalence class there can only be one element with finite LP-norm since for each

polynomial P # 0 we have | P||z, = oo (cf. [Tri83] 5.2.3. and 5.2.4.]).

We now state the definition of the homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces fol-
lowing [BC17, Section 1] (who in turn refer to [Tri83, 5.1.] and [Pee76l Chapter 3]). In the following,
for a function ¢: R"™ — R and j € Z we let ¢;(x) = 29"¢(27x) denote the dyadic dilation of ¢.
Simultaneously, ¢;(x) =t "¢(t1z) denotes the standard dilation for ¢ > 0. The type of dilation
we are using should always be clear, depending on whether we are in a discrete or continuous
scenario. For this definition we further use convolutions between Schwartz functions and tempered
distributions. For f € &', the convolution ¢ * f € S’ with ¢ € S is defined by

(% [, )sixs = (frd*V)sixs,  forally €8,

where g?)(x) = ¢(—x). While these convolutions are first defined only as a tempered distribution,
we actually have ¢ x f € C*°, see [Grald, Theorem 2.3.20].

Definition 5.1.1 (Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces)
Fix ¢ € S such that supp = {1/2 < |¢] < 2} and for every £ # 0

> P277Op(7E) = 1.
JEZ
Let 0 < p,q < 0o and a € R. The homogeneous Besov-Lipschitz spaces are defined as
1
. . q
B, = {f e S/P; |1fllgy, = (Z (25 f||Lp)‘1> - oo}. (5.1.1)
JEZ
For p # oo, the homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin spaces are defined as

q

B = {18/ lflsg, = | (S @i )?)| <o} 612
’ JEL Lp
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5 Trace Theorems

For p = oo, the corresponding Triebel-Lizorkin spaces are defined as

Fg .= {f €SP llfllge , = P (ﬁ/@ > (2%« f|)qu)a < oo}. (5.1.3)

J=-UQ)
where the supremum is over all dyadic cubes @ and I(Q) = log,( side length of @ ). o
For ¢ = oo, the interpretation is
£l ge = sup (27%]lp; * fllze) 1l = IIsup (27%p; * f1) || s
poe JEZ poee JEZ

and for the special case of the Triebel-Lizorkin space Fg;m

1 .
| fll 7« =sup sup —/ 27%p; * fldx.
e g o) @ g

Further note that the quasi-norms applied to polynomials indeed yield zero since the convolution
of any polynomial p € P with any of the ¢; is zero. This can be seen on the side of the Fourier
transforms since the support of a polynomials’ Fourier transform is always {0}. We have

(07 % ps¥)sixs = (p, fj * V)sixs = (F 10, FGjFh)sixs =0
for all v € S.

It is well established that this definition is independent of the choice of the kernel ¢ in the sense that
replacing ¢ by another kernel satisfying the same conditions yields equivalent norms, see [Tri83]
Theorem 5.1.5.]. Sustaining the independence of the chosen kernel is also the reason for the
deviating definition of FOO‘o q- The dependence on the kernel when choosing the natural extension to
p = oo has been remarked in [Tri83) 2.3.1.4.]. For a discussion of the chosen definition for Fgg,q and
the independence of the kernel, see [F.J90L Section 5]. Originally, these definitions were formulated
for a a family of kernels that were not necessarily all dilations of one single kernel - that is just the
easiest way to realize these conditions (cf. [Pee76, Chapter 3, pp. 47-49] and [Tri83| 5.1.3]).

The definition via a single kernel and its dyadic dilations is more interesting to us though, since it
naturally leads to a continuous version of the Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz quasi-norms.
The summation over the convolutions with dyadic dilation s can be replaced by an integral with
the dilation parameter as continuous integration variable. For « € R, 0 < p < 00, and 0 < ¢ < o

we have
© dt\ 7
g, ~ ([ loes %)
! 0
o dt\ 7
g, ~ |( [T tooe i)
’ 0 Lpr

for all f € §’'/P, see the introduction of [BPT96] and Section 6(d) for the arguments. Additionally,
Theorem 1 in [BT00] covers Triebel-Lizorkin spaces for p = oo,

1 r dt 3
o ~ sup {—/ /t-wt*fq—dy}
Wllee, ™ S0 ATBG] o Jy & oI5
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5.1 A short introduction to Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces

for all f € 8'/P.

Over the years, looser conditions for kernels ¢ € S, under which replacing ¢ with ¢ in (GEIT]),
(EI2) and (I3) yields equivalent norms, were developed (see [Tri83], [BPT96], [BT00]). Of key
interest to us though are the results in [BC17|. There, suitable conditions for non-smooth kernels
¥ ¢ S are established, specifically with fractional derivatives of the Poisson kernel in mind.

One of the problems arising when working with a non-smooth kernel ¢ ¢ S is, that it is not possible
to define the convolution 1 * f for arbitrary f € S’. To deal with this problem, distributions of
bounded growth are used in [BC17].

Definition 5.1.2 (Distributions of growth 1)
(i) A tempered distribution f € S’ is of growth [ > 0 if for any ¢ € S we have ¢x f = O(|z|')
as |z| — oo.

(ii) Assume f is a distribution of growth . Then if (1 + |- [)!s) € L', the convolution
Y+ f €S8 is given as

(Vxf,d)sxs = /Rn V() (o * f)(@)dz, ¢ € for all S,

where ¢(z) = ¢(—z). o

While we are able to define the convolutions themselves by restricting the admissible distributions,
as further unspecified tempered distributions the convolutions still make no sense in (BT or
(GI2). In the main result of [BCI7], additional conditions ensure that these convolutions are
continuous functions. Before we discuss this result, we give an example for distributions of growth
l € N - polynomials.

Lemma 5.1.3
Let p € P, I = deg(p). Then p is a distribution of growth exactly /, meaning that p is not a
distribution of growth [ for any I < I. o

Proof We first show that p is indeed a distribution of growth [. There exists C; > 0 such that
)] < Ci(1 + |z])! for all x € R™. Now let ¢ € S. Then there exists Cy > 0 such that

p

|p(z)| < Ca2(1+ |z|)~"~ 1= for all z € R”. Combining these two estimates, since for y ¢ B,(z) we

have [z —y| > |y[/2,

6@l < [ 10— v)otu)]dy

= / lp(x — y)p(y)| dy + / [¢(z —y)p(y)| dy
Bz (z)

R"\Bg (z)

—n—1-—1
Cr(1+ [y])! Cs <1 + @) dy

< Cillglos (1 -+ 20al) + | v

R"\Bg (z)
< Cill a1+ 2fal) + 274 CiCy [ (1l dy

= O(|z|") as |z| = cc.
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5 Trace Theorems

Since the growth of this convolution is bounded, it is easy to see with Fubini’s theorem that this
convolution in the standard integral sense coincides with the convolution in the distributional sense,
see [Graldl Definition 2.3.13| for the definition. Therefore, p is a distribution of growth .

Now assume [ < [. In order to show that p is no distribution of growth [, we construct a ray along
which the polynomial grows according to its degree. We then examine how the convolution with a
compactly supported, positive kernel behaves along that ray. Let p = ZI <t cyxY where the sum is
over multiindices v € Njj. Denote with 7 the largest element of I'; := {y € Nj ; |7| = and ¢y # 0}
in terms of the lexicographic order. Set

1
C = _~ Z |C’Y|7
|cs]

lv[=t
v (o)

The vector v will be the direction of the aforementioned ray. We first observe that

_ (c<l+1>"’1,c<l+1>”’2, N .,cl“,c) eR".

i=1,...,n

SN |c.y||v7|2%‘v:7‘. (5.1.4)

[v|=ly#7

This is clear if 4 = le,,, because then I'; = {le, }. Therefore, assume 4 # le,,. For v € T, v # 7,
let i € {1,...,n} be minimal with the property that 4; > ;. Since C > 1,

(Vig1,...n) T4 "’ Ccu+n™ "
T = > S Vi N
|fU’Y| |(Ui+1 VVVVV n)%‘+1 ..... n,| = (C(l-l—l)"'*(l”rl))l =

With this estimate and the definition of C we obtain

- 1 - 5 - v ~ -
sl =& Sl = e 3 el Bl 5 e

el [v|=ly#5 [vI=ly#3

and therefore prove (L4). Thus, for s > 1

o)l 2o (s 17 = 3 el o7l | = 3 lesl o)) = 1 o 1 3 e 07

IvI=l,v#7 lvl<l [v<l

and apparently there is an Ry > 0, such that for all s > R;
il 5 |5
> l|_'V Tl > 0
Ip(sv)] 2 8 S1 | > 512
Thus, we have shown that p grows sufficiently fast in the chosen direction. We also need to transfer

this growth to neighborhoods along the ray though. Since the derivatives of p are polynomials of
degree [ — 1, there exists Rg > 0 such that

|c5]

4C|v]!

[Vo(z)| < (1 + Ja])’
for all x € R, |x| > Ry. Thus, for z € By(sv) and s > R3 := max{Ry, [v| (R + 1)}

z|0’y| |Cﬁ| 1 _ z|Cﬁ|
o) 2 |pls0)| = Vol ooy 2 58 = getm 1+ (o] = 1) = . (5.1.5)
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5.1 A short introduction to Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces

Let ¢ € S with supp(¢) = B1(0) and ¢ > 0 on B;(0). Then, for s > Rj,

51l
@epon = [ ol ullpldy 2 o el (5.1.6)
1(sv
Therefore, p can not be a distribution of growth L. O

We now turn to the main result of [BC17] - the characterization of Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-
Lipschitz spaces with Poisson like kernels. There are three main conditions the kernels 1 € L*(R"™)
have to satisfy in order to obtain the norm equivalencies, reading as follows. The parameters A > 0
and m,r € R are chosen depending on the characterized space, [-] denotes the integer part of the
inserted number.

(C1) (Cancellation) F(vp) € CHHAI(R™\ {0}) such that for every || < n+ 1+ [A]
O F (W) = (g ™) as J¢| = 0,

(C2) (Tauberian condition) For every direction & € S™~1 there exist a,b € R (depending on &)
with 0 < 2a < b such that for every a <t < b

|F(¥)(E&)] > 0.

(C3) (Smoothness) F(zp) € C*H1HIA(R™\ {0}) such that for every |k| < n + 1+ [A]
O F () = O(g7"™)  as [¢] = oo

Following [BC17], we split the characterization into two theorems - one for each estimate required
for the norm equivalency, stressing the different sets of assumptions. Note that, since for our
method we only need to estimate upwards against special cases of the Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-
Lipschitz quasi-norms, we technically only need the first theorem. We still include the second one
for completeness though.

Theorem 5.1.4 (Theorem 1.1 of [BC17])
Let « € R and 0 <p,q < oo. Let I >0 with I > a — 2. Assume (1+|-|)'y € L.

(i) Let f € Bl‘iq. Assume that ¢ satisfies (C1) and (C3) for A= 3, r > aandm > A—o.
Then there exists a polynomial p € P such that f — p is a distribution of growth [ and
we have

-

(Z@mn% “(f - p>||Lp>q> "SIl

JEZ
and the continuous version

dt

([ oo = o) S,
0 ,

(i1) Let f € Fpofq. Assume that v satisfies (C1) and (C3) for A = max{%, %} (with A=n
when p = ¢ = 00), r > @ and m > A — . Then there exists a polynomial p € P such
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that f — p is a distribution of growth [ and for p < co we have

> @y = (f = o))" %
[ )

and the continuous version

H (/Ow(t_awt % (f — p)Dq%)%

For p = co we have

sup(|Q|/ Z @y = (f — p)I)° dx>é<||fllpa

J>l

< .
KWl

S

Lp

and the continuous version
1
o { o (1o s (¢ = o Sy} S
t — e ~Y o b)
z€ER™,r>0 |B(x ’l”)| T(B(z,r)) t Fg

where T'(B(z, 7)) = {(y,t) € RTT" : |y — 2| < r —t} is the “tent” over the ball B(z, 7).
o

Proof See [BC17]. Theorem 1.1 being formulated for the Peetre maximal function applied to the
convolutions poses no problem since the maximal function majorizes the convolution, see Remark
1.1(iv) in [BC17]. The continuous version of the result with integrals instead of sums is confirmed
but left for the reader to prove, see the end of the introduction in [BC17]. For details regarding
the precise formulation and modifications of the proof they refer to [BPT96|, [BPT97| and [BT00].

Note that for the continuous version of the F’l ,~Ccharacterization we integrate over tents while
in [BT00] they integrate over cylinders. But blnce |B(x,r)| = 27"|B(x,2r)| and because of the
inclusions T'(B(x,r)) C B(x,r) x [0,r] C T(B(z,2r)) we have

1
1 . dt 7
o (o (s S5 d

vern >0 UB(@7)| 1B

< { !

= sup
zER™,r>0 |B($ r | B(z,r)x[0,r]

(t™%|e * f1)? —dy}q

dt 7
(=l s S5 d

.
eernr>0 | 27" B(2,27)] J1(B(a,2r)

and therefore see that both versions are equivalent. ([l

Of course, the polynomials depending on f appearing in the estimates are undesirable. We will
deal with those later by showing that for our specific kernels we may always choose p = 0, see

Theorem B.2.11
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5.1 A short introduction to Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces

Theorem 5.1.5 (Theorem 1.3 of |[BC17])

Let @ € R, 0 < p,q < 0co. Assume f is a distribution of growth [ > 0. Suppose (1+]-|)' € L!
and 1) satisfies (C2) as well as (C3) for every m € R and some A > [. Then for every j € Z
the convolution ; * f is a continuous function. Moreover,

(i) if (C3) holds for A = max {l, %} and every m € R respectively , then

11135, S ( @105 A7)

JEZ
o0 dt\
15, < ([ oo 1)

(ii) if (C3) holds for A = max {l, = %} and every m € R respectively, then for p < co

)
Lp

o e
e, || ([ oo 1)

In the case p = oo we have

1
nmasmﬁ—]
F&oa Q |Q| Qj

1z, 5 || (St « o)
JEZ

Lr

Ej(wﬂ%*ﬂfwﬁq,

>-UQ)

1

[fllga < sup {—
Fou ™ permrso LIB@, )| JrBm)

(=l s S5 )

where again T'(B(z, 7)) = {(y,t) € RTT" : |y — 2| < r —t} is the “tent” over B(z,r). ©

Proof See [BCI17]. The continuous version of the result with integrals instead of sums is confirmed
but left for the reader to prove, see the end of the introduction in [BC17]. Because the mentioned
“standard” Tauberian condition is weaker than (C2), we do not need to make adjustments regarding
the assumptions. For details regarding the precise formulation and modifications of the proof they
refer to [BPT96], [BPT97] and [BT00].

While in Theorem 1.3 it says “Suppose (1+|-|)!1) € L! satisfies the Tauberian condition (C2) and
that for every m € R, the smoothness condition (C3) holds with A > {”, considering the results
such as Theorem 5.1 leading up to Theorem 1.3, the more precise, less misleading formulation
seems to be “Suppose (1+ |- |)! € L' and v satisfies [...]".

With the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem [B.1.4] we integrate over tents instead of
cylinders for the F5 -characterization. O

Concluding this subsection, we list two further results for Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz
spaces which we use throughout this work.
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The first result we cover concerns some embeddings between different Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-
Lipschitz spaces. In the following proposition, for two quasi-normed spaces A; and Ay, A1 C Ao
means that A; is continuously embedded in As. More specifically, we have ||a||a, < ||alla, for all
a € Ay. This result will be helpful when combining multiple space characterizations for some of
the more complex estimates in Section [B.7}

Proposition 5.1.6 (Elementary embeddings)
(i) Let 0 < go < ¢1 < 00 and a € R. Then

B® CB;‘iq1 and B;‘,QOCB”‘ if 0 <p<oo

D,q0 D,q1
as well as
e} o nle] nle] :
Fp,q0 C F]D’q1 and Fp’q0 C Fp,q1 if 0 <p< 0.

(ii) Let 0 < gp < 00,0 < ¢1 <00, @ € R and € > 0. Then

B¢ C B® and BY¢cC B if 0 <p<oo

D,q0 D,q1 D,q0 D,q1
and
a—e a a—e nle :
o Cc by, and FJ <CFEFY if0<p<oo.

(i) Let 0 < ¢ < 00, 0 < p < oo and a € R. Then

a oY a Y] nleY Sa
Bp,min{p,q} C Fp,q C Dy max{p,q} and Bp,min{p,q} C Fp,q C Bp,max{p,q} ¢

Proof See [Tri83, Proposition 2.3.2.2]. The proofs for the homogeneous spaces are analogous. O

The second result we cover are the lifting properties of the Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz
spaces. These lifting properties open up more possible norm equivalencies. More specifically, based
on the identifications of F;‘ ¢ g B;‘ 4 Or By, with spaces we already know, we can easily formulate
equivalent, more intuitive norms for a wider range of Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces.
For example, the identification of Triebel-Lizorkin spaces with H,, and therefore W listed in the

table at the start of the subsection is due to the following theorem.

Before stating the Theorem, we introduce the lifting operators, which will allow us to mediate
between different Triebel-Lizorkin and Lipschitz-Besov spaces. Let ¢ € R, then

17 =F A+ EPEFUE)  for feS
J7f = F 7 F(H)(E) for f € 2'=8'/P,

where Z’ is the topological dual of Z = {¢ € S; 09,F(¢)(0) for all « € N{}. Defining the
Fourier transform on Z’ via Z analogous to the way the Fourier transform on S’ is defined via S,
the above definition of J° makes sense. For more details we refer to [Tri83] 5.1]. We do not go
into more depth regarding the spaces Z and Z’ since under the circumstances we work with the
expressions will already be well defined in the standard sense.
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5.2 Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations

Obviously, up to a constant C, we have

o= C,I°f if —n<o<0,
| G (-A)Ef ifo >0,

for example for f € S.

Theorem 5.1.7 (Lifting property of Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces)
Let a,0 € Rand 0 < g < .

(i) If 0 < p < oo, then J? maps By, isomorphically onto By, while J? maps Bg,q

isomorphically onto B&;". In particular, ||Jo.f||Bg;0 and ||J"’f||]-33;a are equivalent

quasi-norms on By and By respectively. Moreover, for m € Ny

D 10 SNy and D7 10k Ny

[r|<m |k]|=m
are equivalent norms on B, and By, respectively.

(ii) If 0 < p < oo, then J? maps Fj'  isomorphically onto Fy'“ while J° maps Fpofq
isomorphically onto F;;”. In particular, ||J°f|| pa—o and || J7f|| za—- are equivalent
J p,q p,q

quasi-norms on F* and I, respectively. Moreover, for m € Ny
: .

Z ||8nf||F;f;’" and Z ||a~f||F§;m

|| <m |rl=m

are equivalent norms on F*, and I}, respectively. o
: .

Proof See [Tri83, Theorem 2.3.8.] and [Tri83] Theorem 5.2.3.1.(i)]. Note that the equivalency for
the standard derivatives is not stated explicitly for the homogeneous spaces, but heavily implied
when for the proof of [Tri83| Theorem 5.2.3.1.(iii)] there is only a reference to the proof of the
inhomogeneous version, which makes use of [Tri83, Theorem 2.3.8.], which is the inhomogeneous
version of the result in question. O

5.2 Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations

Since fractional derivatives of the Poisson kernel were the main motivation for [BCI7], it is no
surprise that also fractional derivatives of the generalized Poisson kernel pj satisfy the conditions
of Theorem B4l and E.1.5] yielding the following result.

Theorem 5.2.1 (Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations)
Let o € R, f > max{a,0}, 0 < p,q < o0, s € (0,2) and f € C(R").
For 8 € (0,1], @ < 8 we have

||f||f3;,qz</0 (] |t—%-a+ﬂPf<A)‘if<x>|pdx)pdt> , (5.2.1)

Q=
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and for p # oo

[fll e =~ (/R </O |t_%—a+5pt5(_A)gf(x)|th>q d:z:) : (5.2.2)

Regarding standard derivatives in z, we have the following for o < 1,

W, 2 ([ ([ b)) 529

and for p # oo

1l 2 (/R (/O |t_§—a+1vatSf(x)|th>q dz) . (5.2.4)

Regarding derivatives in ¢, for a < s we have

||f||Bg,qz</0 (] |t—é—“+1atP:f<x>|de)pdt) , (5.2.5)

and for p # oo

Q=

B =

Ql

=

1, = (/R (/O |t—é—a+1atptsf(x)|th> ' dac) : (5.2.6)

&

Proof The proof consists of four steps. First, we recall the Fourier transform of the kernel pj and
collect some related facts that are vital for verifying the conditions (C1)-(C3). Second, we show
that the kernels (—A)gp‘{, B € (0,1], and Op§ = atksytzl satisfy the conditions of B.1.4] and
for suitably chosen parameters while the kernels 0, ;p] only satisfy the conditions of E.1.4, hence
we only have an estimate instead of an equivalency in (5:23) and ([.24)). Third, we argue why we
can always choose p = 0 in the context of Theorem E.T.4l Fourth, we show that the expressions
from Theorem [5.1.4 and Theorem for the listed kernels actually match with the expressions
of this theorem.

Step 1: We recall (3.1.71),

P = Gule) = C [ i SR (5.27)

Obviously the function G can be defined for all s € R since the exponential term dominates the
integrand near zero as well as towards infinity and we have G5 > 0 on R™ \ {0}. This exponential
term will further allow us to use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem when dealing with
different derivatives of G5. From [Haol6, Proposition 7.6(c)| we obtain that

Gs(&) < Ce ™™l when |¢] > (5.2.8)

=
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5.2 Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations

for some constant C' > 0. On the other hand we have

O(lgl)  if s <0,
Gs(€)=q Olng) ifs=0, as¢&—0. (5.2.9)
o ifs>0

While the result is only formulated for s > —n, the proofs presented in [Haol6] are also valid for
any s € R. With Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem we see that

272 dX
A

0e,G4(€) = C / ABe AR (ng CX  2n20€,G,_s(€). (5.2.10)
0
It is easy to show via induction that for any multiindex x we have

0xGo(€) =D &G (a1 (6) (5.2.11)
for some constants ¢, € R depending on s where the sum is over all multiindices vy that are smaller
than or equal to x in each component. In particular, G, € C*°(R™ \ {0}).

Step 2: We start the second part by checking the integrability of the kernels. For our first kernel
(fA)gpf, due to Lemma and Lemma .28 we have

B
2

S 3 S C
(8391 < min Il oo 1 |
for some constant C' > 0. Confer (BI3)) to confirm the boundedness as well as the necessary decay
estimate for p$. Therefore, we obviously have (1 + |- |)l(fA)gp§ € L*(R™) for any 0 <[ < 3. The
second kernel 0;pf is given by
S n+s

ol (x) = — — .
P = )T ey

Here, we have (1+ |- |)!9,p; € L*(R™) for any 0 <[ < s. For the kernels 9,,p5, again with ([§.13),
we obtain

S S C_
|0x:pi ()] < maX{lamipllleRn)v BEE }

which implies (1 + | -])!0,,p; € L*(R™) for any 0 <[ < 1. These observations are the main reason
for the specific restrictions on « since in the context of .14l we need the integrability for | > a—Z.
We therefore fix [(_5)s/2 € (max{0,a}, B) for a < 3 as well as ls, € (max{0,a},s) for @ < s and
lv, € (max{0,a},1) for & < 1. In the context of (.I.5 we can always choose I = 0 because we are
only interested in functions f € C°(R™), which can be interpreted as distributions of growth 0 since
the convolution of two Schwartz functions is a Schwartz function itself, see [Gral4, Proposition
2.2.7.

In order to check (C1), (C2) and (C3), we need the Fourier transform of the kernels. With the
definition of the fractional Laplacian and (527 we have

F((=A)2p))() = @le) F(p3)(€) = ClelPGo()
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for some constant C' > 0. With Lemma 2.1.7, Proposition [3.1.4] and dominated convergence we
obtain

(6) = Poage A [T s o (2L ) A
T R el - ) N CERE)

The conditions of the lemma are fulfilled due to (BI13]). Setting ¢t = 1,

f(atpi)(ﬁ) = C|€|2Gs—2(f)

for some constant C' > 0. For the last kernel, with the usual interaction between Fourier transform
and derivatives,

F(02,07)(€) = C&GGs(E)

for some C' € C\ {0}. Since G5 > 0 on R™\ {0}, it is clear that the kernels (—A)gpi and 0;p$
fulfill condition (C2).

To conclude the second step of the proof, it remains to check the behavior of the kernels’ Fourier
transforms and their derivatives for ¢ — 0 as well as for |{| — oco. With (BZII) and since
Oxl€]P = ZWSHCWMW’Q"”{’Y for some constants ¢, € R, we obtain

8 4 B
OF(=2)Tp)(6) = Y endylélP0unGs(©) =D D Y s e NGy p5(6)
Nk n<k y<ny<Kk—n
with some constants ¢, 5 € R. For the second kernel, via induction,

OF (@) €)= Y &Gy ey (©)

[v|<Ir|+2

with some constants ¢, € R with ¢, = 0 for |s| + || < 2. For the third kernel, also via induction,

0xF(0ep)) = D 38 G ini—py41(6)

Y<k+e;

with some constants ¢, € C and e; denoting the corresponding standard base vector. In particular,
the Fourier transforms of all three kernels are in C*°(R™\ {0}). Therefore, the regularity condition
in (C1) and (C3) is fulfilled. Furthermore, since G, decays exponentially fast as |{| — oo for any
o € R, see (2], all three kernels fulfill (C3) for any A > 0, m € R. It remains to check the
behavior of the derivatives as & — 0. For this we rely on (5.2.9) and obtain

0. F(-0)p)© =Y. 3 0(glP Rl ¢ s l=1h) = O(|¢[PIF) as € 0.

N<ky<ny<K—n

0F(@3)(€) = Y O e[~y = O(jg*~ 1) as € 0.

[v|<Ir|+2

For the kernels 0,,pj, s # 1, we have

svey | OUED it k=0,
OxF (0r,p7)(§) = { Z'ygnJre-; O(|§|M(1 + |§|s—|n\—h|+1)) =001+ |§|1+s—|f€\) if |k| > 1
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5.2 Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations

as £ = 0. For s = 1 the only combination we have to treat differently is |k| + |y| = 2 because then
we have

&Gy ) —y+1(§) = O (|Cw||§|VI In %) as £ — 0.

One can easily check that ¢, = 0 for |k| = 2 and v = 0. For vy # 0 we have [£|"/In é—| =0(1) as

& — 0 and therefore end up with the same estimates as for s # 1. Therefore, the kernel (fA)g ps
fulfills (C1) for all A > 0 and r = j3, the second kernel 9;p5 for all A > 0 and r = s. The kernels
Oy, p; fulfills (C1) for all A > 0 and r = 1.

We conclude that all these kernels fulfill the conditions of TheoremB.Idlfor o < B with I = [(_x)s/2

as well as o < s with [ =I5, and o < 1 with [ = Iy, respectively. Moreover, (—A)gp‘{ and O:pf
fulfill the conditions of Theorem [B.T.H for functions f € C°(R™) with o« < § and o < s respectively.

Step 3: Let p be the polynomial from Theorem BT for f € C°(R™) and the respective kernel.
f € CP(R™) is a distribution of growth 0 since again the convolution with a Schwartz function is
another Schwartz function. Therefore, if the distribution f — p is of growth [, then p has to be a
distribution of growth {. In particular, p then is of degree at most [I] due to Lemma B.1.3

For the first kernel, we have [(_r)s» < § < 1, implying that p is of degree 0 and therefore a
constant, p = c. We have

8 B
2 2

P (e—y) dy = ¢ / (—A) 2 p3 (92" dy = eF((—A) 53 (0).

n

(~8) i pisp)(@) = / (-A)

n

Because of (fA)g p; fulfilling the integrability condition as discussed at the beginning of the
second step, we have (fA)g p; € LY(R™) and therefore the continuity of the Fourier transform,
see [Graldl, Exercise 2.2.6]. Since (fA)gpf further fulfills (C1) for r = 8 > 0,

8 8
2 2

p)(0) = lim eF((—A) % p3) () = 0.

(=4) Jimy

P} *p = cF((-A)
For the dilations of (fA)gpf we obtain ((fA)gpf)t *p= (—A)gpf * (t7™(p)s-1) via substitution
and therefore have ((—A)zp§), *p = 0 with the same argument as above. Therefore, we can always
choose p = 0 in the context of Theorem [(.1.4] since it does not affect the value of the left hand
sides.

Since Iy, < 1, this argument works analogously for the kernels 0,,pf.

Regarding the remaining kernel d;p;, we need to cover the two cases s < 1 and 1 < s < 2. The
former is again covered analogously to the kernels above since Iy, < s. In the latter case, l5, > 1
is possible, meaning that p might be of degree one. Since we already know that the convolution of
the kernel with constants disappears, we only need to cover the monomials of degree 1. For p = x;,
7 =1,...,n we have

1
(OpT xp)(x) = | Owpi(y)(xj —yj)dy =— | Opi(y)y;dy = 5502, (0p7)(0)
R” R™ ™

where we used that F(—2miz;g(x))(§) = ¢, F(g)(£) for any g € L'(R™) satisfying |z[g € L*(R™),
see the proof of [Gral4l Proposition 2.2.11]. With s > 1 we have (1+|-|)9;p; € L'(R"). Moreover,
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because of this, the first order derivatives of the Fourier transform of dypj are continuous. With
Opi fulfilling (C1) for r = s > 1,

L o, F0w?)(0) = lim =0, F(@0,p})(€) = 0.

op] x p =
1% P 27 €—02me
Therefore, just as for the other kernels we can always choose p = 0 without affecting the estimates.

Step 4: First, we investigate how the kernels behave under dilation. Recall that (p$); = p$. There-
fore, we obtain 0,,pf = Ox, (p;): =t~ 1(0x,p}): as well as

Oy (x) = 0y (p})e(x) = —nt "I pi(t ) — T P Vapi (t )
= —nt™ (p})e(x) — t7 (2 - Vopi)i(a)
= til(atpi)p

For (fA)gpf, we use that F((g):)(€) = F(g)(t€) for g € L (R™), see [Grald, Proposition 2.2.11].
That proposition is formulated for Schwartz functions but the result can be extended to L' with
the same arguments. We then have

F(=A)Fp)(E) = rleDPF(())(€) = @rle)PF((m}))()
= P2t P F((p}))(t€) = t P F(((~-A)

that is (—A)Fp; = t=7((—A)p})s.

We now conclude this proof by showing the Besov-Lipschitz estimates utilizing the interaction of
the differential operators with the s-harmonic extension, in particular some integration-by-parts
properties of these operators. For the kernel (fA)g p%, with Lemma [£.2.7)

Since we have verified all the conditions for Theorems [5.1.4] and [5.1.5lin Step 2 and dealt with the
appearing polynomials in Step 3, we now obtain (.21,

g, ~ ([~ 21020 Fln T

_ ( / (t-i—O‘*BHP:(A)éfnqut)q

0

- </OOO (/ |t_%_a+ﬂPf(A)gf(:c)|pd:c)g dt)
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5.2 Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations

for a < 3, 0 < p,q < co. For the next kernel, 0;pj, via Lemma [3.1.2]

((Gep)e * f)(x) = t(0up} * f)(x) = 10 P f ().

We then obtain (5:2.0) analogously to (Z1]). Regarding the kernels 0y, pj, also via Lemma [31.2]

((Oz,p1)t * f)(x) = L(0x, 1}  f)(x) = 10y, P/ f ().

Assembling the estimates for these kernels and using that || - || 5y is a quasi-norm for all p > 0
and k € N, we obtain (5.23),

n

g, 23 ([ onpe sy
1

=1

(
(

n 1

[e3) . q q
[T (X)) @
0 ‘

1=

Z |8I1Ptsf|

i=1

o] . q %
[ (S, )')
0 Lp
n

S ([ a)

i=1

2
2
2

The Triebel-Lizorkin estimates are obtained analogously for all these kernels. ]

Remark 5.2.2

(i)

(iii)

While we we have (523) and (2Z4) only as estimates, these are listed as another equiv-
alency in [LS20, Theorem 10.8]. We did not get the equivalency because the kernels 9,,p$
individually do not fulfill the Tauberian condition (C2). While V,p3 is not really a kernel in
the sense of the results from [BCIT], it does sort of fulfill a Tauberian condition. For every
¢ € S"1 there exists i € {1,...,n} (depending on £) such that for every ¢t > 0

This makes it seem very likely that there indeed is an equivalency.

We only needed f € C°(R™) for two steps. In the context of Theorem this ensured
that f € F;q and B;yq while in the context of Theorem [B.1.4] we used that f as a Schwartz
function is a distribution of growth 0 in order to argue that we may choose p = 0. Naturally,
the estimates against the Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz quasi-norms of Theorem [5.2.7]
hold for all functions f that are distributions of growth 0.

Based on Theorem [(B.2.0] we can easily obtain a variety of further space characterizations
via Theorem (.17 the lifting property of Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces. For
example, (2])) and (522)) hold for arbitrary 8 > 0. For § > 1, a < f and 0 < p,q < 00 as
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well as f € C°(R™), with (ii) we have

8-1
1F115, = I(=A)F £l gy

([ (L
_ < [(/]. |t—%—a+ﬂp:(A)‘if(x)mx)g dt) "

because (—A)% f is a distribution of growth 0 due to Lemma 2.8 and Lemma [L.2.6 The
respective extension for £}/ is obtained analogously.

t*ﬁ*(a*(ﬁfl))JrlPtS(_A)% ((—A)%f(x)) ‘p dx) ' dt) '

The second example for applying the lifting property are double derivatives. Based on (G.2.5)
and (BZ0), for a < s+ 1,0 < p,q < oo and f € C°(R™) we obtain

n
1 llay, = D000, Fll g

J=1
~ Z </ (/]R |t7%*(a71)+16tPt5(6mif)(g;)|p dl‘) P dt) .
j=1 0 n

Redistributing the additional derivative with Lemma B.I.5] using the quasi-norm property of
| - lL# () for one direction of the estimate and by estimating the individual summands for
the other direction,

g
P

/ (/ Z|t§(alHlatc’)minf(xﬂpdx) dt
0 )

(/oo (/ |t,%7a+2atvmptsf($)|p dm) P dt) q -
0 n

Analogously, fora < s+ 1,0 <p < 00,0 < g < oo and f € C°(R™) we obtain

T w(/ </ |t—%—“+1atvzpff<z>|th)qdx) .
p.q R™ 0

Apparently, we could reiterate this process, adding arbitrary many derivatives. This allows

Q

.

Q

the characterization of B; q and Fp”fq for arbitrary o € R as long as enough derivatives are
added. Of course, there are analogous versions for (523) and (52.4). o

Due to the Tribel-Lizorkin characterization we now have some tools to deal with certain terms

B

involving derivatives of the s-harmonic extension such as Vgn+1 P f, Vo Vre+1 PY f or PF((—A) 2 f).
We are still missing tools to deal with terms where the s-harmonic extension occurs unmodified.
Naturally, we wonder whether analogous results can be obtained for the unmodified kernel p3.
Following the scheme of the proof for Theorem BE21] one can easily see that the p§ satisfies the
conditions of Theorem [.T.4] and Theorem for v < 0 with I = 0. But since [p, pjdz # 0 in
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5.3 Lorentz spaces and an interpolation theorem

contrast to the other kernels, we are not able to ignore the polynomial p appearing in Theorem

b4

But with a simple trick we are able to circumvent these limitations. Next to the estimates for the
derivatives of the s-harmonic extension, we therefore also obtain an analogous estimate in terms
of the unmodified s-harmonic extension.

Corollary 5.2.3
Let 0 < p,q < oo and s € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = P/ f(z) the s-harmonic extension of
f € C°(R™). Then for 8 € (0,n)

||f||B,;g~</0 (] |t—é+ﬂFs<x,t>|pdx)”dt> , (5.2.13)

and for p # oo

1£lls = ( /| ( / |t—3+f’FS<x,t>|th)" dx> . (5.2.14)

<

Q=

=

Proof We only show (5.213), (5.214) follows analogously. I°f is a distribution of growth 0
since I? f € L*(R") for some 1 < s < 0o due to Theorem @32l Therefore, with (5.2.1), Remark
B22(ii),(iii) and the lifting property for homogeneous Besov-Lipschitz spaces we have

1
q

1 s~ 117 F g, =~ < / ( / ) |t‘i‘0+BP:<<A)éfﬂfxz)v)dz) ' dt)

The result follows since (—A)g and I” are inverse. O

5.3 Lorentz spaces and an interpolation theorem

Besides the Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces, there is a second type of spaces which
we need to introduce in more detail, the Lorentz spaces LP?(R"), 0 < p < 00,0 < q < oo.
They are a generalization of the Lebesgue spaces, offering a finer scale, which is not covered by
the Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces. The Lebesgue spaces are included in the Lorentz
scala with L(P?)(R") = LP(R"). Despite not defining Lorentz spaces for p = oo, we therefore still
use the convention L(>*°)(R™) = L>(R"). These Lorentz-spaces are defined as

LPD(R™) := {f: R" — R; f is measurable and I £l Lwo> ey < 00}

For measurable functions f: R™ — R the Lorentz space (quasi-)norm || - || .0 (gny is
1 q :
(= (77 ®) 4)" it pge (0,50),

SUp;so t7 f*(t) if g=o0

Hf”L(M)(R”) =

where f* is the decreasing rearrangement of f given by

fr(@t) = inf{s > 0; L{|f] > s}) <t}
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with £ denoting the n-dimensional Lebesgue-measure.

One key property to us will be that similar to Lebesgue spaces there is a Holder inequality for the
Lorentz spaces.

Theorem 5.3.1 (H6lder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces, [O’N63|)
Let 0 < p1,p2,p < 0o and 0 < q1, q2,q < 0o with

1 1 1 1 1 1
—=—4F= awl ==—+—
p b1 D2 q q1 q2

Then for measurable functions f,g: R™ — R we have

||fg||L(P,q)(]Rn) 5 ||f||L(P1aQI)(]R")||g||L(P2’Q2)(]Rn)- (5.3.1)

i _ 1, 1 _ 1, 1

In particular, for 1 = o + > and 1 = o 4 ot
/R If9l S ||f||L(P1«Q1)(]R"')||g||L(P2wq2)(]R")' (5.3.2)
’ o

The other key property to us is the weak type interpolation theorem for Lorentz spaces as given
in [Hun66l Section 3]. We use this theorem to obtain Lorentz estimates from LP-estimates, adding
another scale to our estimates without much effort.

Theorem 5.3.2 (Weak type interpolation theorem for Lorentz spaces, [Hun66])

Let T: L®:%)(R?) — L®H%)(R™) with 0 < p;,p; < 00, 0 < ¢;,G; < oo for i = 0,1 and
Po < P1, Do # P1. Assume that T is quasi-linear, that is that T(f + g) is defined whenever
T f and Tg are defined and |T'(f + g)| < |Tf|+ |Tg| almost everywhere. Further assume that

||Tf||L(ﬁz'"iz‘)(]Rn) 5 HfHL(Pz"%)(R")’ t=0,1

Then

||Tf||L<ﬁe«s>(1Rn) S ||f||L(P9v<1)(]R")’

where g < s and, for 0 < 6 < 1, p%: 11;04—1% aswellasﬁie: 1};’94—1%.
The theorem also holds for (p1,q1) = (00, 0) or (pi, G;) = (00, 0). o

Remark 5.3.3

Note that the image of (0, 1) under 6 — py is (po, p1). Therefore, the interpolation theorem captures
all p between py and p; as well as all p between py and p; but only in the specific relation dictated
by the respective 6. o

5.4 Building blocks: BMO, fractional Sobolev & Hdélder space estimates

At the start of Subsection .l we listed identifications of Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz
spaces with a variety of well known and important function spaces. Thanks to these, based on
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5.4 Building blocks: BM O, fractional Sobolev & Holder space estimates

Theorem (E.2.7] we now easily obtain a multitude of more specific space characterizations via the
generalized Poisson operator.

The first couple of more specific space characterizations are related to the two common variants
of fractional Sobolev spaces. On the one hand, there are the Slobodeckij spaces W, (R"). For
1<p<ooand0< s¢Nwith s = [s] + {s}, where [s] is the integer part of s, they are defined as

Wi (R™) =4 f € WEIR™) 5 1 flwseny = 1ty + D Ocflweromny <o o, (5.4.1)
[k]=[s]

where the seminorm []yyv.pgny, v € (0,1), is given by

[flwve@ny = </n/n |x_y|n+ul|pd dy>;.

Recalling the list from Subsection [5.I] the Slobodeckij spaces can be identified with F* . On the
other hand, there are the Bessel-potential spaces H? (R”) defined as

H(R) = {f € 8'®"); | lmymey = | F 7 ((U+ R EFUN | oy < 0

for s € R and 1 < p < oo. These spaces can be identified with F;,(R").

Note that for m € No, p # 2 we have W™ P(R") = H*(R") = F'y(R") # " (R"). Therefore,
whenever we obtain results for the Slobodeckij spaces via the Triebel-Lizorkin identification, we
need to somewhat counter-intuitively exclude the integer case, i.e. the classical Sobolev spaces.

Further note that both of these spaces are inhomogeneous while we only have the space characteri-
zation for homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin spaces. The corresponding F}; ,-norm or FS o-norm, which
we obtain via the Poisson kernels in the following two propositions, mlght 1ntu1t1vely be described as
the highest order seminorm contributing to the norm of the corresponding inhomogeneous space.

Proposition 5.4.1 (Slobodeckij space characterizations)
Let 1 < p < oo and s € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = P¢ f(x) the s-harmonic extension of
feCeR™).

Regarding the z-derivatives, for v € (0, 1) we have

< / / |t1_;_”Vst(:z:,t)|pdtd:z:>pS[f]wu,p(Rn). (5.4.2)
nJO

Regarding the t-derivative, for v € (0, s), v # 1 we have

( / / |t1—é—vatFS(x,t)|Pdtdx> ~ [flwron)- (5.4.3)
nJ0

Regarding double derivatives, for v € (0,2), v # 1,

(/ / ViR, t)|pdtdx> < flwer@ny, (5.4.4)

73
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and for v € (0,1+s), v ¢ N,

1

(/ / |t2_%_uathFs(x, t)|p dt dx) ’ SJ [f]WV’P(R")' (545)
nJ0O

Proof (Estimates (5.4.2)-(5.4.5)) According to [Tri92] Theorem 2.3.3(ii)] we have
1l sy = Wl + DLy o
Therefore, since F;p(R") = W¥P(R") for v ¢ No,
[ f e ey + HfHFI';Vp(Rn) ~ || fllLe@n) + [flwer@n).- (5.4.6)

All of the occurring (semi-)norms are homogeneous, but for different orders. For all A > 0 we have

IFOA ) zo@ny = A7 [1FllLo@n),
[f(>‘ ')]Wv,p(mn) - )\U_% [f]W"wP(]R")v
Lf(A ')HF;’p(Rn) ~ AT HfHF;’p(Rn)a

where the first equations are obtained easily via substitution and the last estimate is due to [Tri83|
Remark 5.1.3.4] with the constants independent of A. These observations in combination with

(54.6) yield

NTF Loy + X F 1 Ly ey < C (X5 I oy + X% [flwerny)
for some constant C' > 0 independent of A\ and f. Thus,

1l @ny < AT(C = DI flle@n) + Clf v @n)-

Since v > 0, for A — oo we obtain || f]| s, (R") < [flwvr@ny. Analogously, we get the estimate
[flwvr@ny Sy @ny and with that [flwve@n) = [l gy @n):

Therefore, we obtain (B.4.2) as a special case of (B.24]), (E-43) from (B.2.6) and (B44) as well as
E45) with Remark B:22(iv) applied to (5.24) and (B2.6) respectively. O

Proposition 5.4.2 (Bessel-potential space characterizations)

Let 1 <p<o0,0<q<ooands € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = P?f(z) the s-harmonic
extension of f € C°(R™).

Regarding the z-derivatives, for v € [0,1) we have

1
o0 2
oo ([T VL ar) S =A% Flmr ey (5.4.7)
0 L(Pﬂq)(]Rn)
Regarding the t-derivative, for v € (0, s) we have
00 3
T — </ |t2 70, F* (z, t))? dt> S (=A% fll Lo @) (5.4.8)
0 L@ (R™)
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5.4 Building blocks: BM O, fractional Sobolev & Holder space estimates

Regarding double derivatives, for v € [0,2) we have

oo 2
o ([T 1R @ 0P ) S =AY Fllpomae, (5.49)
0 L(®,9) (R™)
and for v € [0,1 + s),
- :
B (/ 1378, F* (z, 1) dt) S =A% £l Lo @ (5.4.10)
0 L®.9) (R™)

All these estimates also hold for —n < v < 0 with (—A)?2 f replaced by the Riesz potential
177 f. In fact, for 0 < v < n we also have

= 3
N (/ |t‘2+"FS(x,t)|2dt)
0

Proof (Estimates (5.4.7)-(5.4.11])) We first show the estimates for p = ¢, i.e. the LP-norm.
Then, we obtain (5.4.717)-(E411) via interpolation.

Step 1: Due to Theorem [5.1.7 and since FPO,Q(R") = LP(R"™) for v > 0, we have

S fll Lw ey (5.4.11)
L(p.a) (R™) S

||f||F;Y2(Rn) ~ H(*A)%fHLP(]Rn)
while for —n <v <0
||f||Fp32(Rn) ~ 17 fllLe@n).-

Therefore, we obtain (47T) and (B4AJ) for ¢ = p from (B24) and (Z0) respectively, (411

from Corollary £.2.3] The LP-versions of the other two estimates can be obtained with Remark
B22(iv).

Step 2: Based on these LP-estimates we now obtain the LP%-estiamtes via the weak type inter-
polation theorem for Lorentz spaces, Theorem (.32 see [Hun66, Section 3]. The details are only
provided for (547, the same arguments work for the other equations. We want to apply the

interpolation theorem to the operator

S . 1
g—Tg:= <x — (/ [t2 7"V, PV g(x)|? dt) )
0

that is defined for g € J”(C?O (R™)). Here, J” is the lifting operator from Theorem .17 that up
to constants equals the fractional Laplacians for v > 0 and the Riesz potentials for —n < v < 0.
For any 1 < py < p1 < co we have

||T9||L<m,m)(Rn) = |‘T9HLP1'(R”') < HJVJ_VQHLM(R") = HQHL(M,M)(Rn)
due to the LP-estimates from above. Furthermore, we have

T (91 + 92)| < |Tg1| + |Tg2]
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due to the Minkowski inequality. Usually, in order to apply Theorem the operator T has
to be defined on all of LPo(R™) + LP1(R™). We are only interested in interpolation estimates for
functions g € J¥(C°(R™)) € LPo(R™) N LP* (R™) though. Investigating the proof of Theorem [5.3.2]
in [Hun66, Section 3], for this weaker result it suffices to have T defined on LP°(R™) U LP*(R™).

Therefore, let us define T on LPi(R™) for ¢« = 0,1. This would be very easy, if all elements in

J~Y(LPi(R™)) were distributions of growth 0 since then T would already be defined on LPi(R"™)
without any further modifications due to Remark [5.2.21 Sadly, this is not always the case.

According to [Tri83, Theorem 5.1.5], S(R™) and therefore C°(R™) are dense in F;”Q Thus, due to
Theorem 517 J” (C°(R™)) is dense in LPi(R") = FI?hQ(R”). Let g € LP (R™). Then there exists
an approximating sequence (g, )nen C J”(C°(R™)) with g, "= g in L?*(R"). We have

Togn —Tgm <Tgm +T(gn — 9m) — Tgm = T(gn — 9m) = T(gm — gn)

and therefore via symmetry [T'g, — Tgm| < T(gn — gm). Then Tg, is a Cauchy sequence in
LPipd) (R™) since

HTgn - TgmHLPi(R") < HT(gn - gm)HLpi(R") 5 Hgn - gmHLPi(R")-

Because the Lebesgue spaces are complete we can then set T'g = lim,,_,o T'g,. This definition
is independent of the chosen sequence as we obtain TG, — T'gnllLe:&n) S |Gn — gnll i (rn) With
the same argument as above for any other sequence (gn)nenJ” (C°(R™)). Moreover, this choice is
also well-defined when considering g € LPo(R™) N LP*(R™); J~"g can be approximated with the
same sequence of compactly supported smooth functions both in Fp;’jQ and ijf’Q, see the proof
of [Tri83, Theorem 2.3.3]. Applying J” to this sequence we obtain a sequence in J¥(C°(R™))
approximating g both in LP°(R™) as well as LP*(R™). Therefore, both approximations in LP°(R"™)
as well as LP1(R™) can be compared to this specific sequence, which yields the well-definedness
with the above arguments.

It remains to show that the inequaltities for the quasi-linearity and boundedness are fulfilled on all
of LPo(R™)ULP' (R™). Let g € LPi1 (R™) and g € LP2 (R™) such that g+¢ € LPi(R™) for some choice
of i,i1,12 € {0,1}. When choosing (g, )nen and gnen as the specific approximation sequences for g
and g, as described above, then by linearity (g, 4 §n)nen C J (Ce°(R™)) is that specific sequence
for g, + gn. Because of the LPio, LPi1 and LP¢ convergence, there exists a shared subsequence
such that Tgn, , TGn, and T(gn, + Gn, ) converge against T'g, Tg and T'(g + §) respectively almost
everywhere. Hence,

g+ )| = Jim [T(gn, + Gl < Jim (ITgn,| +T50,]) = [Tg| + 73]
almost everywhere. Regarding the boundedness of T', we have

||Tg||LPi1(Rn) = nlglgo 1T gnll ris (R™) S nlglgo gl Lris (R™) = gl Lrix (Rm)*

In total, the slightly modified requirements for Theorem [£.3.2] are met and for any p € (po,p1),
0<g<ooand feCX(R™) we obtain

T (/ |t5_”VmFs(x,t)|2dt)

0

= HT(JVf)”L(M)(]R") S HJVfHL(M)(]R"')-
L9 (Rn)

Since 1 < pg, p1 < oo can be chosen arbitrarily, this is (L.4.7). O

76



5.4 Building blocks: BM O, fractional Sobolev & Holder space estimates

Remark 5.4.3

Since the estimates in Proposition are derived from Triebel-Lizorkin space estimates, there
is a variety of additional weaker estimates which can analogously be obtained from some Triebel-
Lizorkin space properties. Most important to us will be the following example. Let k£ > 2. Due to
Proposition B.I.6, under the assumptions for (5.4.7) we have

1
0 *
T — (/ |t111e”Vszf(:z:)|kdt)

S ”f”F“k(]Rn) N ”fHF“Z(]R”)'
0 P, P,

Lr(R")

Following the proof of Proposition [5.4.2] we then obtain

%
5 H (_A)EfHL(P,q)(Rn)-
L(p.9) (R™)

T — (/ |ﬁ1—%—"va;f(m)|kdt)
0

Of course, analogous versions hold for the other estimates of the proposition. o

Next, we cover the space of all functions with bounded mean oscillation, known as the BM O-space.
The BM O-seminorm is given by

1
oo = sup o /B F@) — (sl dy. (5.4.12)

BCR™
where the supremum is over all balls B C R™ and (f)p = |B|™" [, f. We can then define the space
BMO = {f € L{,.(R"); [flemo < oo}. The following result is a special case of [Ste93, Chapter
IV, §4.3, p.159, Theorem 3|, a well known result covering the relation between BMO and certain
sets of so called Carleson measures on Ri“. Stein already remarked that the result applies to
certain Poisson-like kernels, see [Ste93, Chapter IV, §4.4.3, p.165]. For us, this special case is
another easy consequence from the Triebel-Lizorkin space characterizations.

Proposition 5.4.4 (BMO characterization)
Let s € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = Pff(z) the s-harmonic extension of f € C°(R™).
Then

2

1
ny > SU 7/ V1 FS(y, 0|2 dydt | . 5.4.13
[f]BMO(R) meR"E>0<|B($7T)| T(B(z,r)) Vet F(y, O dy ) ( )

Additionally, for g > 0

1
2

1 g
f ny A Sup 7/ 2P (=A): f)(y)Pdydt | . (5.4.14
owoeny~ s (s [ @ IR(8)500) (5.4.14)

and
%

1 8

[flBMo®ny 2 sup — 7 P Vg PE((—A)2 f)(y)[Pdydt | . (5.4.15)
z€R™, >0 |B($,T)| T(B(z,r))

Here, T'(B(z,7)) = {(y,t) € RT*! ¢ |y — 2| < r —t} is the “tent” over B(z,r). o
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Proof Recalling the list from the beginning of subsection B.1l we have BMO = FBO,Q. In the
proof of Theorem [5.2.7] we have already seen that the kernels 0,p5, 0,,p5 and (—A)g p5, B€(0,1]
satisfy the conditions of Theorem B.T.4 with o« = 0 and allow the choice of p = 0 for the appearing
polynomial. Thus, we have (4AI3)) and (G4TI4) for § € (0,1] as an immediate consequence of
Theorem .14

Sadly, Theorem (.17 the lifting property, is only applicable to Triebel-Lizorkin spaces with p < oco.
Therefore, we can not argue as in Remark to obtain estimates for higher order kernels.
Following the same line of argument as for the proof Theorem B.2.1] though, we get that the
kernels (fA)gp‘{, 8 > 1, as well as (fA)gatp‘f and (fA)g(?Iip‘f also satisfy the conditions of
Theorem .14 for «« = 0, p = oo and ¢ = 2. This results in the rest of the estimates. O

By plugging suitable functions in these BM O-estimates, we obtain some additional estimates.

Corollary 5.4.5
Let s € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = Pff(x) the s-harmonic extension of f € C°(R™).
Then, for0<v <1,
1
; 1 ’
[(-=2)>flemowr) 2 sup | 7p—r t|V F (y ) dydt |, (5.4.16)
(&) z€R", >0 |B($,T)| T(B(z,r)) !

and for 0 < v < s,

2

1 —2v
f]BMO(]R") ~ sup (7/ tl 2 |6th(y,t)|2dydt> ° (5417)
T(B(z,r))

NS

[(=4)

zER™ r>0 |B(£Z?,7’)|

Additionally, for 0 < v < min{1 + s, 2},

2

2 1
[(=A)2 flemo®n) X sup 7/ 37|V, Vgn 1 F2 (y, 1)) dy dt
E) A ermrs0 \ B@, P JrBar)

(5.4.18)

Proof We obtain (5.4.16) by plugging R;(—A)? f into (5.414) with 8 = 1 — v since

PH((=A) T Ri(=A)! (@) = P (Ri(=A)2 f)(@) = P79, f) (@) = 05, F* (3, 1).

This can be easily seen on the side of the Fourier transforms. Thus, we have (5.416) since the
Riesz transform maps BMO continuously onto itself, see [Ste93, Chapter IV, §6.3a(b), p.179].

Regarding (B.4.17), we have
B 0P f (@) = O ((=0) T+ ()4 f) ()

For a detailed proof of this fact, see the proof of Estimate (5.5.0]), for the interaction of dilations
and fractional Laplacians see Step 4 in the proof of Theorem .21l Therefore, plugging (—A)? f
into (5.414) with 8 = s — v and the (2 — s)-harmonic extension, for the integrand we have

v

PETITPES ()T () E ) ()P = O T 0B ()P
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Thus, we obtain (G417).

In the same manner, we obtain (5.418) from (5.414). By plugging in R;R;(—A)2 f for 8 =2—v,
we obtain the estimate for 0,,0,;F°. By plugging in Ri(~A)zf for B = 1+ s — v and the
(2 — s)-harmonic extension, we obtain the estimate for 0,0 F*°. O

Remark 5.4.6

All estimates in Proposition (.41 Proposition 5.4.2] and Proposition [5.4.4] are actually listed as
(norm-)equivalencies in [LS20]. We only obtain the one sided estimates for two reasons. First,
for the kernels involving z-derivatives, this is due to the same reason we explained in Remark
B5.2.2(i). Second, for the Lorentz scale estimates, results in the style of the classical interpolation
theorems such as listed in [Hun66} Section 3| only yield one direction of the estimate. Since proving
the blackbox estimates in Subsection [5.7] and therefore also the main part only requires this one
direction of the space characterizations, we do not further investigate the reverse estimates. o

We finish this subsection by covering the Holder spaces. For v > 0, the corresponding Holder-
seminorm is

IV @ -V )l
[fler mny = SUPzyeRn [o—y|— V] if v ¢ N,
19 e e
where |-] is the floor function. We may denote [f]rip = [f]cr. The Holder spaces are defined as

C'(R") = {f € CI®R™); | fller@m) = If et @ny + [flewm) < o0}

Proposition 5.4.7 (Holder space characterizations)
Let s € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = Pff(z) the s-harmonic extension of f € C°(R™).
Then for v € (0,s) \ N we have

sup  t'7Y|0,F*(z,t)| ~ [flev®ny- (5.4.19)
(z,t)eRYH

Additionally, for any v € (0, 1],

sup Vo F(@,8)] S [flovan)- (5.4.20)

(z,t)eRG T
Regarding double derivatives, for v € (0, min{l + s,2}) \ N we have

sup Y|V Vrat1 F(2,t)| < [flev®ny- (5.4.21)
(z,t)eRTH o

Proof According to the Besov-Lipschitz space identifications listed at the start of subsection [B.1]
we have C¥(R") = BY, (R™) for v ¢ N. According to [Tri92, 2.3.3(i)] we also have

1155 2 Dl + 11l

Therefore,

[ llzoe @y + 1 F 5y, = 1 flleon) + [Flev @m)- (5.4.22)
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For A\ > 0 directly via the definition of the (semi-)norms we obtain

A zoe®ny = [ £l oo @)
IfA)lecowny = 11 fllcomny
fM)ev@ny = A [flev@ny-

For the homogeneous Besov-Lipschitz norm, due to [Tri83, Remark 5.1.3.4], we have
1F O~ N0 Flgs

With the same argument as in the proof of the estimates (5.4.2)-([G.43]) we get the identification
Ifllze = [flev@®ny. Thus, for v ¢ N the estimates (5.4.19) and (5.4.20) follow immediately from
Theorem .21 while (5.421)) follows with Remark B2.2(iv).

It remains to show (5.4.20) for v = 1. The estimate follows immediately from Corollary [3.1.6] since
[f]cl(]R") = [fluip = ||foL°°(Rn)~ 0

5.5 Building blocks: Square function estimates

Next to all the estimates and characterizations from the previous subsection, which are based on
the Fﬁq and Bg‘ o Characterizations, we also need some estimates that originate from the theory
of so-called nontangential square functions. These are related to singular integrals and maximal
functions, confer for example [Ste93, Chapter I, §6.3].

Let ¢ on R be a kernel sufficiently small at infinity (e.g., ¢ € S(R™)) with [, ¢dz = 0. Then
the (regular) square function sy is defined as

Foself) eh = ([ |<f*¢t><x>|2%>%,

while the so-called “nontangential” square function Sy is given by

I Sa(f), (S¢f)(:c)=</{ |<f*¢t><y>|2‘f§f?> -

(y,t);lz—y|<t}

Again, ¢; denotes the standard dilation. For these square functions we find an LP-estimate in
[Ste93l Chapter I, §8.23], which we can extend to a Lorentz estimate.

Theorem 5.5.1
Let 1 <p < 00,0 < q<oo. Assume ¢ € C1(R") with fRn ¢dxr =0 and 01,09 > 0, such that
for all x € R™

[p(2)] < CA+[2z))7"77, V()] < O+ [=])7"72.
Then for all f € L9 (R") we have

||5¢(f)||L<P’q>(JR") = ||f||L<P’q>(]R")7
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and

||S¢(f)||L<P’q>(JR") = ||f||L(P’q)(]R")~ <

Proof The result from [Ste93] is originally formulated for kernels ¢ € S, the proof in §8.23 bulding
upon observations from §6.3 and §6.4. According to [Ste93l Chapter I, §8.23(c)], the decay condition
can be relaxed for example to |¢(z)| < C(1 + |z])7"! and [Vé(z)| < C(1+ |z|)~ L. In fact, the
conditions we stated in the Theorem suffice. First, we list the necessary adjustments to the proof
in [Ste93|. Second, we apply Theorem to obtain the full Lorentz scale.

Step 1: The part of the proof given in §8.23 is unchanged, while in §6.3 and §6.4 some small
adjustments are necessary. In §6.4, instead of ¢;(x) < At|z|~"! we obtain ¢;(z) < Ato1|z|~"~ 1.
In §6.3, instead of F(¢)(¢) < Al¢] we have F(¢)(¢) < Al£]° for 0 < & < min{1,0;1} because
F(¢)(0) = 0 and F(¢) € C°. The former is a direct consequence of the integral over ¢ vanishing.
We obtain the latter via Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space identifications. For o < o1 we

have
JF(¢) = CF((1+|z))7¢) € L for all 2 < p < oo,

because (1 + [z[)7¢ € L' N L? if |p(x)] < C(1 + |z[)7" 7. Since L? = F),, with Theorem
B.IT7 we obtain F(¢) € FJ, for all 2 < p < oo. We then have F(¢) € F7, C By, due to
Proposition B.I6(iii). In order to manipulate the other parameters, we use a generalization of
the classical Sobolev embedding theorem for Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces. With
[Tri83, Theorem 2.7.1] we get F(¢) € B(‘;’Qp for all & < o. Finally, Proposition B.I.6|i) yields

F(¢) € B, , C B, o, =C°.

Step 2: The operators s4 and Sy are obviously quasi-linear due to the Minkowski inequality. With

Theorem [5.3.2] we then obtain the above result, since we already have the boundedness regarding
LP = LPP) for any 1 < p < oo. O

Applying the non-tangential square function estimate to various modifications of our Poisson kernel,
we now obtain a variety of estimates. These are interesting, since they occur as counterpart to
the integrals equivalent to the BM O-space norm, see Lemma The regular square function
estimate also provides some estimates, but these are already covered via the Triebel-Lizorkin space
characterizations.

Proposition 5.5.2 (Square function estimates)

Let 1 < p<o0,0<q<ooands € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = P?f(z) the s-harmonic
extension of f € C°(R™).

Regarding classical derivatives, for v € [0, s) we have

1

2
T (/ TGP (y, t) ] dy dt) SI(=2)% fllLoo@ny, (5.5.1)
{(y:t);ly—z|<t}
L(®:9) (Rn)
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and for v € [0,1)

1

2

o (/ t! 2V_n|VmFs(y,t)|2 dy‘t> = ||(_A)%f||L<p,q)(Rn)- (5.5.2)
{(y:t);ly—z|<t}
L(:9) (Rn)

Moreover, for any v € [0, min{1 + s,2}) we have

1

2

zes ( / 52|V, Vs F*(y, 8)* dy dt) < =AY Fll Lo .
{(y,t);|ly—=z|<t}
L(pﬁq)(Rn)
(5.5.3)

Regarding fractional derivatives, for 8 > 0 and v € [0, 8) we have

1

—2v—n— S g 3
- ( / 29=2v=n=1|p, ((—A)2f)(y)|2dydt> S I-2)% Fllzo0 aoy:
{@t)sly—=|<t} L) (Rn)

)

(5.5.4)

All these estimates also hold for —n < v < 0 when replacing [|(=A)2 f|lzt.0 @) With
L™ fll Lwo ) °©

Proof (Estimate (5.5.1I)) In order to show (G50, we only need to bring the left side of the
estimate in the form of a nontangential square function and verify that the respective kernels fulfill
the conditions of Theorem 5.1l We have

</ tl‘Q”‘"Iath(y,t)IQdydt> =</ t‘l‘"lﬁl‘”(atpi*f)(y)IQdydt>
I'(=) I'(z)

with I'(z) = {(y,t); |y — | < ¢}. In order to obtain the estimate, we need to find a kernel g that
satisfies the conditions of Theorem [5.5.1] and fulfills

VOl x f = qx (—A)2 S

Applying the Fourier transform to the left side and recalling (5.2.12), we obtain

A
—cligp ([ TaF R F e,

Fe ot « 1O = ceigk ([T R Fie

Taking into consideration the interaction between Fourier transform and dilation, the candidate
for a fitting kernel is given by

© s 2 d\
q(z)=F ! (5 — C|E)P™ (/O AT e 7)) (5.5.5)

82



5.5 Building blocks: Square function estimates

~ 2
for some constant C' # 0. Substituting A\ = %, we obtain

s e dA RN T e dA
2—v Az A E‘ ) = s—v / SE A= 22
Cl¢| (/0 e X 3 C|¢]| ; Y e X 3
= Clel < IS @> |
0 A

Therefore, due to [Haol6l Proposition 7.6(a)] and the definition of the fractional Laplacian, an
explicit formula for the kernel is

(o +1)75). (5.5.6)

Combining Lemma [£2.6] and Lemma [£2.8 the L>°-estimate and the decay estimate for the frac-
tional Laplacian,

s—v

() = C(~8)"

1 1

<Cor—ro——, Va <Crrorvo——.
|Q(‘T)| = (1 + |x|),n75+y | Q(‘T” (1 + |z|),n,5+y

Because of lime_,0 F(g)(§) = 0 and the continuity of F(g), we further have [, ¢dz = 0, compare
Step 3 of the proof for Theorem [(.2.1l Since v < s and therefore s — v > 0, the conditions for the
square function estimate are fulfilled. Thus, we have shown (G.5.1]).

The same arguments hold for —n < v < 0, where we use that F(I~7f)(§) = C|¢|”. O

Remark 5.5.3
Based on (5.5.0]), one might be tempted to immediately assume

a(@) = C(=8)"" (1 +1]a)~"57).

This would only work for n > 2 though, because for [Haol6l Proposition 7.6(a)] we need that
n+ s —2 > 0 Instead, we basically use the following interesting interaction between fractional
Laplacian and Poisson kernel on the side of the Fourier transforms. For 0 < v < n we have

—y—n

(=2)2(ja? + )77 = C(laf +1) 7= .

This interaction can easily be proven on the side of the Fourier transforms with the same trans-
formations we used to obtain the explicit form of ¢q. Also, on the Fourier side, we can choose
veR. o

Proof (Estimate (5.5.2])) This estimate is obtained analogously to (55.1]), starting from

[te|2

FO0n )€ = v ([Tt S R F(pg

i o s _ _ﬁd)\ 12
— e ([Tase 5 ) - e,

Recalling the Fourier symbol of the Riesz transforms, we then get the kernel

v

a(z) = C(=A) TRy (1 +[2)~*F) | (5.5.7)
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The conditions of Theorem [F.5.0] are verified via the same arguments as above when additionally
taking into account Lemma [£.T.0] and Lemma . T.7] the decay estimate and the L°°-estimate for
the Riesz transforms. O

Proof (Estimate (5.5.3))) For this estimate we have two different types of kernels. Analogous
to the proofs of the other two estimates, we start with

0,000 6l 1S ([ s 5 ) iy
F(E0, 00,01 )(€) = Ol ([ i ) F-a) i

and

. 4 — —s o =2 _y_lte2 dA v
FE0n,0 1)) = Cittel e~ ([T AT R) F-a)E

We then obtain

2—v

ale) = C(=A) T RR; (1 +122)7F),

and

1+s—v

a(@) = C(=A) 5 R, (14 o)~ 57

respectively. Following the same line of argument as for the other two estimates, both types of
kernels fulfill the conditions of Theorem [B.5.11 O

Proof (Estimate (5.5.4)) Again, we first need to find a suitable kernel, so that the left side of
the estimate is in the form of a nontangential square function. We have

v

FP P ((-A)% ))(€) = Cltel’~ F(m)e) F(—A)% f).

Therefore, a suitable kernel is

a(@) = C(=8)"7 (1 + o))

Following the arguments from the proof of (5.5.1]), this kernel satisfies the conditions of Theorem
E51 O

Corollary 5.5.4
Let 1 <p<o0,0<qg<ooands € (0,2). Denote with F*(z,t) = P?f(z) the s-harmonic
extension of f € C3°(R™). Then for 0 < v < n we have

2

x> (/ 21 P (y, )2 dy dt) <M i@, (558
{(y,t)sly—=z|<t} )
L®.9)(Rn)

Proof Insert I”f into (55.4) with 8 = v. O

Remark 5.5.5

Same as in the subsection above, the estimates in Proposition[5.5.2are listed as (norm-)equivalencies
in [LS20]. Here, in order to obtain equivalency for the square-function estimates, we would need
to verify that the kernels are nondegenerate as described in [Ste93 Chapter I, §8.23(b)], which is
basically the Tauberian condition (C2), see [Ste93, Chapter IV, §4.3, p.159]. And again, for the
Lorentz scale estimates, our interpolation theorem only yields one direction of the estimate. o

84



5.6 Building blocks: Maximal function and pointwise estimates of P? f

5.6 Building blocks: Maximal function and pointwise estimates of P/ f

In addition to the Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz space characterizations as well as the
square function estimates, we further need pointwise estimates, which offer more than for example
Corollary and Corollary The central vehicle for these pointwise estimates will be the
maximal function, which we already briefly mentioned at the beginning of the previous subsection.
For f € L .(R™) the maximal function M f is defined by

loc

) :
(Mf)(z) = S )] Sees) |f(y)] dy. (5.6.1)

The idea is to obtain pointwise estimates of the s-harmonic extension against the maximal function
of f or derivatives of f with the following proposition from [Ste93l Chapter II, §2.1].

Proposition 5.6.1

Assume that a measurable function ¥ : R™ — R has a radial majorant which is non-increasing,
bounded and integrable. Let f € Ll (R™). Then, for F: RTT — R, F(x,t) = (f * ¢¢) (),
where v; is the standard dilation of 1, we have

sup  |F(y,t)] S Mf(). o

(y,t); ly—z|<t

These estimates are useful because in turn the Lorentz space norm of the maximal function can
be estimated against the respective Lorentz space norm of the original function with the following
theorem from [Ste93, Chapter I, §3.1].

Theorem 5.6.2
Let f be a function defined on R™.

(i) If f € LP(R™), 1 < p < oo, then M is finite almost everywhere.
(i) If f € L®»D(R"), 1 < p < 00,0 < ¢ < o0 or p=q= oo, then Mf € L& (R"™) and

||Mf||L<P«Q>(]Rn) S ||f||L<P«Q>(Rn)- <

Proof From [Ste93l Chapter I, §3.1] we obtain (i) and (ii) for ¢ = p. We then obtain the full
Lorentz version of (ii) via interpolation with Theorem (321 The maximal function is defined
for all f € Li . D LPo 4 LP1, 1 < py,p1 < oo. Obviously, the maximal function is quasi linear.

loc

Therefore, Theorem [5.3.2] is applicable. O

We will use this theorem in combination with the following pointwise estimates. Besides the
promised estimates for the unmodified s-harmonic extension, we obtain some additional pointwise
estimates for 0; P f and V,P? f. Note that we take the supremum over the same set, which already
occured in the nontangential square functions, that is {(y,t); |y — z| < t}.
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Proposition 5.6.3 (Pointwise estimates with the maximal function)
Let s € (0,2) and f € C°(R™). Denote with F*(x,t) = Pff(x). Then

sup  |F*(y, )| S Mf(). (5.6.2)

(y:1) 5 ly—zx|<t

For o € [0, s], regarding the derivative in ¢ direction,

sup [0 (y, 1) S M((=L)% f)(@). (5.6.3)

(:8) ; ly—=z|<t
For o € [0, 1], denoting V7 = VI'=7 = R(-A)2 = (Ri(—A)?%);,

sup [tV Fo (y, t)| S M(V f)(x). (5.6.4)

(y:t) 5 ly—z[<t

Finally, for any 0 < o < n,

sup  t7|F*(y, t)| S M(I° f) (). (5.6.5)

(:8) ; ly—=z|<t o

Proof (Estimate (5.6.2])) Estimate (5.6.2)) is a direct consequence of Proposition (.Gl since
Py f=Cnspi* f) = Cns(pi)e » f and

1

i) = —————x
BRCEFDE
is radial, non-increasing, bounded and integrable. ([

Proof (Estimate (5.6.3])) Following the proof of Proposition [5.5.2] more specifically (5.5.6]), we
have

109 F3 (2, t) = (qp % (—A) 2 f)(2)
with

a(@) = C(=2)7" ((a? + 15 ").

For o < s, just as in the proof of Proposition [5.5.2] we obtain

1
<Cormoreor—
|Q(x)| = (1 + |$|)n+3_g

with Lemma .26 and Lemma A.2.8 For o = s we have

1
lg(x)] = Cw-

Either way, we have a radial, non-increasing, bounded and integrable majorant. Therefore, Propo-
sition [£.6.1] yields (5.6.3) because (—A)% f € L} _(R™) since f € C°(R™). O

Proof (Estimate (5.6.4)) From the proof of Proposition[5.5.2] more specifically (5.5.7), we know
that

1770, F5(x,t) = (g * Ri(—A)? ) (x)
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n+s

alx) = O(=2)" (1 +[2)7F).

For o < 1, combining Lemma [£2.6] and Lemma [£.2.8 we have

g(z) < O+ o) =07,

which is a radial, non-increasing, bounded and integrable majorant. For o = 1, ¢(x) itself is radial,
non-increasing, bounded and integrable. Therefore, with Proposition B.6.1] we have

sup  [t1770,, Fo(y,1)| S M(Ri(=A)% f)(2).

(y,t) ;s ly—z|<t

Combining these equations for all i € {1,...,n} leads to (5.6.4). O

Proof (Estimate (5.6.5])) Via the Fourier symbols of fractional Laplacian and Riesz potential
we obtain

tOF (2, t) = /n t7p;(x —y) f(y) dy
_ / 17 (2mE) F (7)) (27) T F(£)(€)
_ / 17 (=D)Epi (e ) I” fy) dy.

At the beginning of step 4 in the proof of 211 we saw that (—A)2p§ = ¢=7((—A) % p3);. Therefore,
t7F*(x,t) = (g * 17 f)(x)
with
o 1

q(z) = (=A)=zp] = (*A)Ew-

As in the proof of the other estimates, combining Lemma [£.2.6] and Lemma 2.8 we obtain a
radial, non-increasing, bounded and integrable majorant. Thus, (56.4) follows with Proposition

E6T O

Remark 5.6.4
In the same way that (G.6.5]) is the extension of (.6.2), the estimates (6.3 and (5.6.4) can also
be extended to the range of —n < o < 0 as

sup  [t'T79F5(y,t)] S M(I77 f)(x)

(y,1); ly—z|<t

and

sup [tV F (y, )] S M((Ril 7 f)i) (). o

(y,t); ly—z|<t
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Remark 5.6.5
Plugging in 0, F*(x,t) = Pf (04, f)(z) for F*(z,t) and ¢ =1+ ¢ in (56.3)), we obtain

sup 200V (y,1)] S M((Ri(—A)F f)i) () (5.6.6)

(y,1); ly—z|<t

for any & € [0,1 + s|, with Remark [5.6.4] in mind. Analogously, from (5.6.4]) we obtain

sup  [PTOVEF(y,1)] S M((RiR;(—A)F f)i)(x) (5.6.7)

(y,t); ly—z|<t

for any ¢ € [0, 2]. o

5.7 Blackbox estimates from R’fr“ to R"

Having now collected a variety of estimates for the s-harmonic extension, we can combine these
results with relatively little effort to more complex, custom estimates involving multiple C2°(R")-
functions. We obtain three different estimates. First, there is a Lorentz-estimate, where we obtain
an estimate against the Lorentz-space norms of the occurring functions’ fractional derivatives.
Second, we have a BM O-estimate, where one BM O-norm appears next to the Lorentz space
norms. Analogous to this BM O-estimate, we also obtain a Holder space estimate.

Proposition 5.7.1 (Lorentz-estimate)
Let s € (0,2) and 2 < k € N. Assume p; € (1,00), ¢; € [1,00] for i € {1,...k} with

ko1
iy
=1 7=1

| —

=L

2

(=)

Denote with Ff(z,t) = P7fi(z) the extension of f; € C(R™), i € {1,...k}. Then for
s; € (—n,0), i =1,2, and s; € (—n,0], ¢ > 3, the following estimate holds.

toims TSk | BS (o )| | FS (s, 8] . L | FE (s, t)| da dit
B (2, 8)] B3 (@, 8)] - | B, )|
"

5 ||I_slf1||L<P1’q1) ||I_52f2||L<P2’q2) "'||I_Skfk||L(Pk’qk)‘

For any i € {1, ...k}, the following variations of the estimate hold. Whenever choosing s; > 0,
replace [[1=1 £l o0 With | (—A)% £ill o000

(a) Replacing |F?(x,t)| with t|0,Ff(z,¢t)| allows s; € (—n, s) (s; € (—n, s] for i > 3).
(b) Replacing |F? (z,t)| with ¢t|V,F? (z,t)| allows s; € (—n, 1) (s; € (—n, 1] for i > 3).

(c) Replacing |F#(z,t)| with t2|V,Vgn+1 Ff(z,t)| allows s; € (—n, min{2,1+s}) for i = 1,2
and s; € (—n, min{2, 1 + s}] for i > 3.

The estimate also holds if (p;, ¢;) = (00, 00) for any ¢ > 3, except for variations (b) and (c).o
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Proof There are two different options to treat the additional functions, i.e. the Fj-terms for ¢ > 3.
First, ignoring the extended parameter range for ¢ > 3, we may show the result via two Hdolder
estimates and the Bessel-potential space estimates from Subsection [5.41

I / s sk | B8 ()| | S (2, )« | (a, £)] e dt
Ry
:// ETRTSUES (0, 8)] . TR TR | FY (2, )| dt da
nJo

1 1
&k o0 %
s/ (/ |tiSIFf(x,t)kdt> (/ |tiSkF,§(x,t)|kdt) dx

Applying Theorem B3], the Holder estimate for Lorentz spaces, we obtain

1
00 %
T </ |ti51Ff(z,t)|kdt>
0

S fAllperan - I fill poeao -

1
0 k
T (/ I NCRI & dt)
0

WS

L(Pp1.a1) L(Pr-ak)

The last estimate is due to Remark 543 and (5-4T1T]). For variation (a), instead of (5411l apply
BAY), for variation (b) apply (4AX) and for variation (c) apply the combination of (5:49) and

(E410)
For the second option, we use the pointwise estimates from Proposition [£.6.3]to treat the Fj-terms

for i > 3, which makes the use of Remark [F.43] obsolete. For any ¢ > 3 we apply (5.6.5) and
extract

sup ™™ [P (, 8)] < M7 fi)(x)

t>0
from the inner integral before the first Holder estimate. Following the same line as above, we then
have

LS Allporan 117° fall poa.an) M f3) | Lwgiaa) -« IMTT* fi) |l oo -

We obtain the result with Theorem [5.6.2] For variation (a), instead of (5.6.5]) we use Remark £.6.4]
and (5.6.3). For variations (b) and (c¢), we use (.6.4) and a combination of (.6.6) and (B.6.7).
The occurring Riesz transforms pose no problem due to their LP-boundedness, see Proposition
The case (p;,q;) = (00,00) is not compatible with the variations (b) and (c) because the
LP-boundedness of the Riesz transforms does not extend to p = co. O

In order to piece together the following BMO estimate, we need an additional estimate from [Ste93].
This estimate will replace the 1-dimensional Holder estimates from the proofs of Proposition [B.7.1]
yielding terms related to Carleson-measures such as in the BM O-space characterizations and
square functions such as in Proposition[5.5.21 The result can be found in [Ste93] Chapter IV, §4.4,
p.162, Proposition].
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Lemma 5.7.2
Let @, G be measurable functions given on Riﬂ. Then

/ O(x,t)G (z,t) dx dt
R

1
2

1

1 dtdy \

S oswp | e t®(y, t)[*dy dt / / 1G(y, t)|? nff dx
zern,r>0 \ |1 B(®,7)| Jr(B(2,r) n \ J{(y,);ly—z| <t} t

where T(B(z, 7)) = {(y,t) € RT" : |y — 2| < r —t} is the “tent” over B(z,r). o

Equipped with this additional tool, we can now tackle the BM O-estimates.

Proposition 5.7.3 (BM O-estimate)
Let s € (0,2) and 2 < k € N. Assume p; € (1,00), ¢; € [1,00] for i € {1,...,k} with

k 1 k
IEESPE
=1 =1

=

$|~

Denote with ®°(z,t) = Pfo(x), FS(x,t) = Pffi(x) for ¢, f; € C°(R™), i € {1,...,k}. Then

2

for s; € (—n,0) and s; € (—n,0], i € {2,...,k}, the following estimate holds.

/R T a8, 1) | (0, )] | FS (2, )] - | P 1) ot

S [@laoll I fill poran 1T foll posaz - 11" fill opoa -

The estimate also holds in the following variations.

B
2

@)(z)| for any g > 0.
(b) |Vgnt1®*(x,t)| can be replaced with |t# Va1 Pts((—A)g(b)(acﬂ for any 8 > 0.

(a) |Vrn+1®%(2,t)| can be replaced with [tP~1P7((—A)

Additionally, for any ¢ € {1,...k}, the following variations of the estimate hold. Whenever
choosing s; > 0, replace |17 f;l| ,wsan) With [[(=A) = fill Lwsuan-

(c) Replacing |Ff (z,t)| with t|0,Ff(z,t)| allows s; € (—n, s] (s1 € (—n,s) for i =1).

(d) Replacing |Ff(z,t)| with t|V,F? (x,t)| allows s; € (—n, 1] (s1 € (—n, 1) for i = 1).

(e) Replacing |F}(z,t)| with t2|V,Vgnt1 Ff(z,t)| allows s; € (—n, min{1 + s,2}] for i > 2,
s1 € (—n, min{1 + s,2}) for ¢ = 1.

The estimate also holds if (p;, g;) = (00, 00) for any ¢ > 2, except for variations (d) and (e).c

Proof To proof these estimates, we first apply Lemma The first term then corresponds
exactly to the BM O-space characterizations. The second term resembles the square function
estimates from Subsection 5.4l Before we apply these, similar to the proof of Proposition B.7.1] we
first extract the supremum of the F;- terms, i > 2.
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Denote T'(z) == {(y,t); |y — x| < t} for z € R™. With Lemma [B.7.2 we have

z;:/ F1 2 S V1 ©° || FS (2, 0)||FS (2, 6)| .« | FE (0, 1) e dt
Rn+l

2

1
< sup 7/ Vs ®(y, 1) [*dy dt
zeR",r>0<|B($ar)| T(Bam)

3
—S1 s —S2 s —s s Qdﬁdy
- (7 2 0 B3 (.0t (0. 0))” o )
n \JT(a) tnt

Due to (B.635) we have supr,) t=*|F7(y,t)] S M 7% f;)(z) for all i € {2,...,k}. Applying
(E413), we obtain

1
2

IS [dlsmo | MI™2fo)(x) ... MI% fi) () </ tzslnllFf(yvt)lzdtdy> dx
R T'(z)
S [BlBmolM(I™ fo)ll Lwaaz) - - - M fi)ll Losea 1T fill Lwran

where for the last estimate we applied Theorem [5.3.1] the Holder estimate for Lorentz spaces, and
then immediately the square function estimate (L.5.8]). We then obtain the result with Theorem
56.2(i).

The variations are obtained analogously by swapping out the respective estimates. For variations

(a) and (b), instead of (BAT3) we use (ATI4) and (-ATIH) respectively. For variations (c) or (d),

instead of (G.0) and (E8) we use (B5]) and (B63) or (52) and (6.4). For variation (e),
we use (.0.3)) and a combination of (5.6.0) and (5.6.717). Additionally, for variations (d) and (e),

we need the L®9-boundedness of the Riesz transform, which we obtain via interpolation from
Proposition 1.2 the LP-boundedness.

The annotation regarding (p;,¢;) = (00, 00) is obvious. For variations (d) and (e) this does not
work though, since the LP-boundedness of the Riesz transforms only holds for 1 < p < oc. O

Proposition 5.7.4 (Holder-space-estimates)

Let s € (0,2) and 2 < k € N. Assume p; € (1,00), ¢; € [1,00] for i € {1,...k} with
S
Pl e

Denote with ®°(x,t) = Pf¢(x) and Ff(x,t) = Pff;(x) the extensions of ¢, f; € C°(R"™),
i € {1,...k}. Then for v € (0,min{1,s})\ N, s; € (—n,0) for ¢ = 1,2, and s; € (—n,0] for
1 > 3, the following estimate holds.

/ LT T T Ve @ (8] F (2, )] | (2, 1)
]Rn

S ler 7% fill pera -+ 1% fell powoan -
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The estimate continues to hold under the following variations.
(a) For v = 0 replace [@|cv with ||¢||pe--
(b) Replacing |Vgn+1®%(z,t)| with |0,P°(z,t)| allows v € (0,s) \ N.
(c) Replacing |Vga+1®*(z,t)| with |V, ®%(x,t)| allows v € (0, 1].
(d) Replacing |Vgn+1P%(z,t)| with t|V,;Vga+1®*(z,t)| allows v € (0, min{2,1+ s}) \ N.
(e) Replacing [¢]cr with [(—A)2¢]pao allows to choose so as the s; for i > 3.

Additionally, the following replacements are possible for any i € {1,...k}. Whenever choosing
Ss 2 07 replace ||I_Slfi||L(P-;w%) with ||(_A)71fi||[,(?-;«q1') .

allows s; € (—n,s) (s; € (—n, s] for i > 3).

(f) Replacing |F? (z,t)| with ¢|0.Ff (z,t)
(g) Replacing |F?(x,t)| with t|V4F? (z,t)| allows s; € (—n,1) (s; € (—n, 1] for i > 3).

(h) Replacing |F? (z,t)| with t?|V,Vgn+1 F¥(z,t)| allows s; € (—n, min{2, 1+s}) fori = 1,2
and s; € (—n, min{2, 1 + s}] for i > 3. o

The estimate also holds if (p;, g;) = (o0, 00) for any i > 3, except for variations (g) and (h).

Proof Combining (54.19) and (4.20), we obtain
7 / P S S T B ()| (1) | F (s )] da dit
RY T

S Wler [ T F ) PG 0] dadr
+

The result then follows with Proposition B.7.11 For variation (a), instead of (5:4.19) and (5.4.20)
apply (63) and (B6.4) followed up by Theorem (6.2l For variation (b) apply only (54T19), for

variation (c) only (54.20) and for variation (d) apply (B421).

Regarding variation (e), we follow the proof for Proposition 7.3 but instead of the BMO-
characterizations from Proposition [5.4.4] we choose a suitable estimate from Corollary [5.4.7] [l
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There seem to be two main options to further extend the method.

On the one hand, we may further modify the blackbox estimates, for example by implementing the
Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz characterizations in a more general form. However, there are
some limitations. We would loose the extended parameter range for additional functions, which we
originally obtained due to pointwise estimates, confer the proof of Proposition (.71l Additionally,
for the BM O-estimate we only used the Triebel-Litzorkin space characterization of BM O, which
we might replace with a more general I3, , norm. If we wanted to replace other norms with more
general equivalents though, we would need Triebel-Lizorkin space characterizations reminiscent of
the nontangential square function estimates. But since the regular square function estimates are
special cases of the space characterizations which we obtained from the Bui-Candy result, it does
not, seem too unlikely that Triebel-Lizorkin spaces can be characterized by expressions similar to
nontangential square functions.

On the other hand, we might modify the means of extending from R" to R:‘_H. For example,
in Subsection B3] we only obtained the Chanillo commutator estimate for Riesz potentials of
order < 1. In general, the extension by Cafarelli and Silvestre in [CS07| only works for fractional
Laplacians of order < 2. In order to prove this estimate for higher orders, we would also need a
higer order extension, which has been introduced for example in [RS16] or [Yan13]. It might also
be possible to extend other operators with suitably chosen extensions. Lenzmann and Schikorra
mention the Bessel potential operator (1 — A)* as possible example. We have already seen this
operator as the lifting operator for inhomogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov-Lipschitz spaces.

Besides all these possible modifications, we do not expect the applications, which we have shown
here, to be exhaustive for the unmodified method. There should be a variety of other estimates,
which are possible to prove with this method. For example, Lenzmann and Schikorra suggest sharp
limit space estimates as in [BL14] and [Lil9] as particularly interesting possible applications.
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A Appendix

A.1 Stokes’ Theorem for differential forms on R’

Theorem A.1.1 (Stokes’ Theorem for differential forms on RT‘I)
Let w be an n-form on R} with

w = Z Wiy, .. in dz™ A ... Adztn

1<61 <. Sin <ntl

where wy ., is integrable on BRT'l and all w;, . ;. as well as their derivatives are integrable

on RT‘I. Then

/ dw = / w = / Wi, . n
n+1 n+1 n+1
R ORTY IR’}

Proof For compactly supported w the statement is true. The according proof is well known since

n

it is an essential part of the usual proof of Stoke’s Theorem for compactly supported differential
forms on arbitrary oriented smooth manifolds, see for example Theorem 16.11 in [Leel2].

For arbitrary w we will approximate w via compactly supported differential forms. We obtain these
approximations by multiplying w with a special compactly supported function. Let 77 € C*([0, 00))
with

1 for0<r<1
A(r) = - T, n(r) € [0,1] for 1 <r <2.
7i(r) {0 for 2 < r 7i(r) € [0,1]

2|

For R > 0 we define nr € C°(R") by nr(z) =7 (f) Thus, we have

()= {1 PorO<lzl<R (z) €[0,1] for R<|z| <2R
z) = , (2 , or R <|z| <2R.
" 0 for 2R < |z| m?
Regarding the derivatives of nr, we obtain

177 2o
=

Ven1nr(z) =0 for 0 <|z| < Ror 2R < |z, IVrrt1mg| Lo <

Apparently, (nrw)g>o are compactly supported differential forms that converge to w pointwise.
Since wy,... , is integrable on GRTL‘H, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

lim TIRW = lim TRW1,....n = wi,...,n-
R—oo 6R1+1 R—o0 8Ri+1 e 6R1+1 d
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A.1 Stokes’ Theorem for differential forms on Riﬂ

Now turning to the term with the exterior derivative, we observe

lim d(npw) = lim / an/\w—i-/ nrdw | .
R— ]R1+1 R—o0 ]R1+1 ]R1+1

Thanks to the integrability of the wy;, .., and the choice of ng,

n

/ dng Aw| < [|Vensingl| e > / (Wi i |
Riﬂ 1<iy <. <ip<n+1 B2 (0)\Br(0)
17| Lo o
< T Z Hwil,...,inHL1(Ri+1) —O)O 0.

1<61 <. Sin <ntl

Together with Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and the integrability of the derivatives

of the wj, .. ;, and therefore of dw, we obtain

n

lim dingw) =0+ lim Nrdw = / dw.
Ri+1 ]R1+1

R—o0 ]R1+1 R—o0

Since nrw are compactly supported differential forms for R > 0,

w= lim nrw = lim d(nrw) = dw. O
6]Ri+1 R—oo aRiJrl R—o00 Ri+1 Ri+1
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