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CLASSIFYING TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN CAPACITIES IN METRIC SPACES
JUHA LEHRBACK, KAUSHIK MOHANTA, AND ANTTI V. VAHAKANGAS

ABSTRACT. We study non-local or fractional capacities in metric measure spaces. Our main
goal is to clarify the relations between relative Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacities, potentional
Triebel-Lizorkin capacities, and metric space variants of Riesz capacities. As an application
of our results, we obtain a characterization of a Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacity density
condition, which is based on an earlier characterization of a Riesz capacity density condition
in terms of Hausdorff contents.

1. INTRODUCTION

In mathematical analysis, there are several possible approaches to the concept of capacity
of a set, depending, for instance, on the general setting and the intended applications. Nev-
ertheless, it often turns out that seemingly different definitions still lead to comparable or
otherwise closely related concepts.

In this work, we examine and compare four different approaches to nonlocal or fractional
capacities in a metric space X equipped with a doubling measure p. More precisely, when
B C X is an open ball and F C B is a closed set, we consider the following, for parameters
l<p<oo,1<g<o0,0<f<1,and A > 2:

e the relative Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (3, p, q)-capacity capMﬁq(E, 2B,AB),

e the potentional Triebel-Lizorkin (5, p, q)-capacity Capqu(E),

e the dual characterization of Capgq(E) in terms of measures supported on F,
e the Riesz (8, p)-capacity Rg,(E).

The main purpose of this paper is to establish and clarify the relations between these concepts.
For instance, we examine when these capacities are comparable and show that often the
parameter ¢ plays no essential role. The last part of the paper, where we characterize a
capacity density condition associated to Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacities, can be viewed as
a continuation of [6, 7].

The Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin function spaces M A g and the corresponding relative capaci-
ties cap s - are defined using fractional Hajlasz gradients. In Section 3 we introduce these
gradients, followmg [24], and recall in Lemma 3.2 a Poincaré type inequality for them. Hajlasz—
Triebel-Lizorkin spaces and relative capacities cap g, are defined in Section 4, where we also
prove a lower bound estimate for these capacities in terms of suitable Hausdorff contents; see
Theorem 4.6.

On the other hand, following [2, 3], the Triebel-Lizorkin potentional capacity Capp () is
defined in Section 6 using the potentlal operator Hg,

M= [ 2 () duy),

for a sequence f = (f,,)n>n, of nonnegative Borel functions in X. Here ng is the smallest integer
such that 270 < 2diam(X), with the interpretation that ny = —oo if X is unbounded.

n=ng
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We show that, under suitable assumptlons on the space X and the parameters p, ¢, 5 and A,
the capacities cap s (E,2B,AB) and Cappq( ) are comparable for all compact sets E C B.

In particular, besides the doubling condition (see (3)), we need to assume that the measure u
is also reverse doubling (see (4) and (5)), as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 <p<oo,1<qg<o00,0< <1 andA >41. Assume that the measure
1 1s doubling and reverse doubling, and satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condz’tz’on (5)
for some exponent o > fp. Let B = B(x,r) C X be a ball withz € X and 0 < r < == dlam(X)

and let E C B be a compact set. Then
ct Capﬁq(E) < capMéaq(E, 2B,AB) < CCapg,q(E) : (1)
where the constant C' > 1 is independent of B and E.

The two inequalities in (1) hold separately under slightly different assumptions, see Theo-
rems 6.5 and 6.6 for precise formulations. Also recall, as a basic example, that in R™ (equipped
with the Euclidean distance) the Lebesgue measure is both doubling and reverse doubling and
satisfies condition (5) with o = n.

As a technical tool for the proof of the second inequality in (1), we introduce a new discrete
potential operator Qg, which majorizes the operator Hg; see Lemma 6.3. The definition
of Qg (Definition 5.1) involves a partition of unity and is inspired by the so-called discrete
convolutions, see e.g. [1, 23]. Since the functions in the partition of unity are Lipschitz-
continuous, the operator Qg can be seen as a smooth version of Hg, whose definition uses
noncontinuous characteristic functions of balls. Boundedness properties of Qs are studied in
Section 5, and in particular we obtain for Qg a mixed norm estimate in Lemma 5.2 and a
Sobolev type inequality in Lemma 5.3.

In Section 7, we prove a dual characterization of the Triebel-Lizorkin potentional capacity
Capgq(E) for compact sets F C X. As in the Euclidean case in [3], this is based on the use
of (nonnegative) Radon measures v supported on E. In our setting, the sequence

¥ e V(B(x,27")\ ™
7—[51/(90):(2 5W) , re X,

plays an important role. The main tool in the proof of the dual characterization (Theorem 7.3)
is a Minimax theorem, see Lemma 7.4.
In Section 8 we prove a version of the Muckenhoupt-Wheeden theorem (Theorem 8.3),

n=ng

which gives an estimate for the norm of 7-751/ in terms of the fractional maximal function

Mgv(z) = sup rﬁw, reX.
0<r<2-"10 w(B(z, 7))
Such results originate in [31], and a very general metric space variant of the Muckenhoupt—
Wheeden theorem can be found in [33]. Nevertheless, instead of relying on the more abstract
machinery from [33], we present an alternative self-contained proof that is suited for our
purposes.

The dual characterization of Cap and the Muckenhoupt—Wheeden theorem are crucial
ingredients in the proof of Theorem 9.3, which shows that for compact sets the Triebel-
Lizorkin capacities Capm are in fact mdependent of the ¢-parameter, again under a suitable
reverse doubling assumption. Consequently, by Theorem 1.1 the same independence holds for
the relative capacity cap M, 88 well.

Finally, in Sections 10 and 11 we compare the Triebel-Lizorkin capacities and the Riesz
capacities Rg,(FE), which are defined in terms of a metric space variant of the classical Riesz
potential,

d(z,y)"

Lsf(x) = /x\{m} w(B(z,d(z,y)))

fy) duly), (2)
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for Borel functions f > 0 in X. See Definitions 10.1 and 10.2 for more details.

In Theorem 10.4 we show that CabpﬁOO and Rg, are comparable. The proof of this theo-
rem follows by rather straightforward applications of the doubling and quantitative reverse
doubling conditions, see Lemma 10.3. The g-independence of the potentional Triebel-Lizorkin
capacities yields for compact sets the same comparability also for Capp g0 for every 1 < g < oo,
and thus for the relative capacity cap i, 3 well, by Theorem 1.1. In Theorem 10.5 we present
an alternative direct proof, again based on the dual characterization, for the fact that for com-
pact sets Capm is bounded from above by Rg,, for all 1 < ¢ < oc.

The main application of the above results is given in Section 11, where we characterize, for
0 < B < 1, a Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacity density condition in complete geodesic metric
spaces. The proof of the characterization is based on the following facts:

(1) The Riesz capacity Rg, dominates the corresponding Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capac-
ity cap s for every 1 < ¢ < o0o; see Corollary 10.6.

(2) The Riesz capacity density condition is equivalent to a Hausdorff content density con-
dition. This is a deep and highly nontrivial result from [6, Theorem 6.4] and [7,
Theorem 9.5], and in particular implies a self-improvement result for the Riesz capac-
ity density condition. Here the additional assumptions that the space X is complete
and geodesic are needed.

(3) The Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacity cap N2, can be estimated from below by suitable
Hausdorff contents, by Theorem 4.6. ’

In addition to these main ingredients, we also need estimates for the capacities and contents
of balls. For Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacities such estimates are obtained in Theorem 4.3.

The above characterization leads to a self-improvement result (Corollary 11.5) for the
Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacity density condition, which is, to the best of our knowledge,
new even in the context of Euclidean spaces. Self-improvement of the capacity density con-
dition for the Riesz capacity in R™ was originally proven by Lewis [26]. See also [6, 7] for
corresponding results for other capacities in metric spaces.

Before going to the main parts of the paper, we begin in Section 2 by introducing notation
and recalling some useful concepts that are needed later on.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Lizaveta Thnatsyeva for interesting
discussions on the topics of the paper. The second author was supported by the Academy
of Finland (project #323960) and by the Academy of Finland via Centre of Excellence in
Analysis and Dynamics Research (project #346310).

2. PRELIMINARIES

We write N = {1,2,3,...} and Ny = {0,1,2,...}. We also set p’ = —1f1<p<oop—1
if p=oc,and p =0 if p=1.

Throughout the rest of the paper we assume that X = (X, d, u) is a metric measure space
equipped with a metric d and a nonnegative complete Borel measure  such that 0 < pu(B) < oo
for all open balls B C X, each of which is an open set of the form

B=DB(z,r)={ye X : dy,xz) <r}
with x € X and r > 0. The corresponding closed ball is
B(a,r)={y € X : d(y,z) <r}.

Under these assumptions, the space X is separable, see [4, Proposition 1.6]. We also assume
that #X > 2.

The diameter of a set A C X is denoted by diam(A). We write ng = —oc if diam(X) = oo,
and otherwise choose ngy to be the smallest integer such that 27" < 2diam(X). In the latter
case, we have diam(X) < 27" < 2diam(X).
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We also assume throughout the paper that the measure p is doubling, that is, there is a
constant ¢, > 1, called the doubling constant of p, such that

u(2B) < ¢, u(B) (3)
for all balls B = B(z,r) in X. Here we use for 0 < t < oo the notation tB = B(z, tr).
If X is connected, then the doubling measure p also satisfies the reverse doubling condition,
that is, there is a constant 0 < cg = C(c,) < 1 such that

u(B(w,7/2)) < cp p(Bla, 1)) (4)
for all z € X and all 0 < r < diam(X)/2; see for instance [4, Lemma 3.7]. Iteration of (4)
shows that if X is connected, then there exist an exponent o > 0 and a constant ¢, > 0, both
depending on ¢, only, such that the quantitative reverse doubling condition

u(B(z,r)) < Cg(g)“ (5)
p(B(z, R)) R
holds for all z € X and all 0 < r < R < 2diam(X). However, in most of our results we will
not assume X to be connected, but instead we often explicitly assume that (5) holds for some
exponent o > 0.
We denote the closure of a set A C X by A. In particular, if B = B(z,7) C X is a ball,

then the notation B = B(xz,7) refers to the closure of the ball B. The characteristic function
of a set A C X is denoted by 14; that is, 14(z )_ lifz e Aand 14(x) =0ifx € X \ A.
When A C X is a measurable set Wlth 0 < u(A) < oo, we write

h—ff /f ) dpu(y

for the integral average of f € L'(A) over A. If f X — R is a measurable function, then the
noncentered Hardy-Littlewood ma:czmal function M* f of f is defined by

o =sw f [fWlduy), 2 X, ©)

where the supremum is taken over all balls B C X such that x € B. The sublinear operator
M* is bounded on LP(X') with a constant C'(c,,, p) for every 1 < p < oo, see [4, Theorem 3.13].

Finally, we say that a function n: X — R is L-Lipschitz, if |n(z) — n(y)| < Ld(x,y) for
every x,y € X.

3. FRACTIONAL HAJLASZ GRADIENT
We define fractional Hajlasz gradients in open sets as in [13], by adapting [24, Definition 1.1].

Definition 3.1. Let 0 < 8 < 1 and let u: 2 — R be a measurable function on an open set
Q2 C X. A sequence g = (gx)rez of nonnegative measurable functions is called a fractional
p-Hajlasz gradient of u, if there exists a set ' C € such that u(FE) = 0 and for all k € Z and
z,y € Q\ E satisfying 2%t < d(z,y) < 27%, we have

[u(a) = u(y)| < d(z,y)"(ge(x) + 9(y)) -
We denote by DJ(u) the collection of all fractional S-Hajlasz gradients of u.
We need the following metric space variant of the Poincaré type inequality [24, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < < 1 and assume that p satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4)
with a constant 0 < cgr < 1. Let xg € X, let n € Z be such that 27" < diam(X), and assume

that w € L*(B(xo,27"2)) and (gi)rez € D%(m o-n+2y(). Then

][B< >| u(@) = Up(ay 2-m)| dp(r) < C(cy, cp)27™ Z ][ x) dp(z) .
xp,2™ "

k=n—3 ¥ B(z0,27"*2)
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Proof. We estimate

f o @) —unean @) <24 fule) =~ e e | dao)
B(x0,2—™) B(wo,27™)

<2f 4 [u(w) = u(w)| dia(y) duo).
B(Z‘Q,an) B($0,27"+2)\B($0727n+1)

We let E C B(xg,27""2) be the exceptional set for (gi)rez as in Definition 3.1. Fix points
x € B(r,27") and y € B(zg,27""?) \ B(x,27""") such that x,y € E. Then

(7)

27" < d(z,y) < 27"

and therefore

n—1 n—1
u(z) — u(y)| < d(z,y)” < > gl + > gk(y)> :
Since pu(E) = 0, it follows that
fo 4 u() — u(y)] diu(y) dyz)
B(z0,27") J B(z0,2="*t2)\B(z0,2-"+1)
n—1
§2nﬁ+3<][ r)d :c+][
Y o)

k=n—3 B(z0,2~ n+2)\B($0 2= n+1) k

(8)

n—1

9e(y) du(y)) :

=n—3

By the doubling condition (3), we get

By the assumed reverse doubling condition (4), we have
p(B(xo,27")) < g u(B(xo,27"?)),
and therefore
pu(B(wo, 27" ) \ B(wo, 27")) = (1 = ep)u(B(wo,27"7)).

Hence,

n—1

> gk(y)duly) < 1_CR

k=n—3

5 f vdu(r).  (10)

k=n—3" B(z0,27"*2)

][3(10,2—n+2)\3(x0,2—n+1))
The desired Poincaré inequality follows by combining inequalities (7), (8), (9) and (10). O

The following Leibniz type rule for f-Hajlasz gradients is from [13, Lemma 3.10]. The proof
is a case study.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < f < 1 and let (gx)rez € ]Di(u) be a fractional $-Hajlasz gradient of a
measurable function u: X — R. Assume that n is a bounded L-Lipschitz function in X and

define
pr = (gklnlloe + 2*°C VL)) Lpex @0y, k€ Z.

Then (ﬂk)keZ c ]D)i(nu)
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4. TRIEBEL—LIZORKIN SPACES AND RELATIVE CAPACITY

Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin spaces were introduced in [24]. The associated global capacities
first appeared in [15] and they have been studied, for instance, in [21], [22] and [27]. See also [3]
and the references therein for the theory of Triebel-Lizorkin capacities in the Euclidean case.
In this section, we first recall Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin spaces on open sets and then we define
the corresponding relative capacities that seem to be novel in this generality.

Fix 1 < p < oo, 1 <¢ < o0, and an open set  C X. For a sequence g = (gx)rez of
measurable functions in €2, we define the mixed norm

91l ze(os10) = H Hg”lq(Z)HLp(Q) ,
where
0)" for 1 <
9llia@zy = <E’fez 9] ) ) or 1 <gq<oo,
SUPgez ‘gk|7 for q = OQ.

We use the following Fefferman—Stein vector-valued maximal function inequality; we refer

to [11, Theorem 1.2] for a proof. If 1 < p < oo and 1 < ¢ < 0o, then there exists a positive

constant C' > 0 such that for all sequences of measurable functions (gx)rez in X we have
H(M*gk)kezHLp(X;lq) < Cl[(gr)rezllLrxoy (11)

where M* gy is the noncentered maximal function of g, for each k € Z.

Definition 4.1. Let 1 < p < o0, 1 < g < o0, and 0 < # < 1, and let 2 C X be an open

set. The homogeneous Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin space Mg ,(§2) is the seminormed space of all
measurable functions u: {2 — R satisfying

U| 78 = inf ||g Q;10) < O0.
‘ ‘Mp,q(ﬂ) geDg(u)” HLP( )
Notice that \u\ng(Q) < ‘“‘Mﬁ () Whenever 1 <7 < ¢ < oo. We remark that |- ‘qu(ﬁ) is a

seminorm but not a norm since |ul NP () = 0 whenever u is a constant function.
The following definition of a relative Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (8, p, ¢)-capacity cap Ve, is
motivated by [9, Definition 4.1]; see also [28, Definition 7.1], [10] and [29, §11].

Definition 4.2. Let 1 <p <o00,1<qg<o00,0< B <1, and A > 2. Let B C X be a ball
and let £ C B be a closed set. Then we write

where the infimum is taken over all continuous functions ¢: X — R such that ¢(z) > 1 for
every € E and p(z) =0 for every x € X \ 2B.

Observe that if F C E C B are closed sets and 1 < 7 < ¢ < 00, then
caps (F,2B,AB) < cap,,;s (E,2B,AB) <cap,;s (E,2B,AB). (12)

Next we estimate the relative capacities of balls. In part (a) we have ¢ = 1 and in part (b)
q = oo; compare to (12).

Theorem 4.3. Let 1 <p<oo,0< <1, x90€ X, andr > 0.
(a) If A > 2, then

Cangl (B(.To, T)u B(I‘(), 2T)7 B<x07 AT)) < C<C,u7 /Bap7 A)T75PM<B<'T07 T)) :
(b) Assume in addition that X is connected and r < (1/8)diam(X). If A > 2, then
Tﬁﬁp:u(B(an 7")) S C(ﬁapa Cu A) CapMpB’oo (B(Zfo, T)v B(l‘o, 27"), B(x07 AT‘)) .
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Proof. (a) Write B = B(x,7) and let
¢(z) = max{0,1 — r~ ' dist(z, B) }

forevery € X. Then 0 < ¢ <1in X, ¢ =11in B, ¢ = 0in X \ 2B, and ¢ is an 7~ !-Lipschitz
function in X. Since ¢ is admissible for the relative capacity, we have

cap s (B,2B,AB) < \(p\ B

Lemma 3.3, with u = 1 and ¢, = 0 for all k € Z, implies that (pr)rez € D% (), where
P = 2k(671)7“711{xex:¢(a:)¢0} , forall k € Z.

Let m be the smallest integer such that 2= < 2Ar. Observe that (Lysmpr)rez € D 5(0).
Thus

o p
‘()O‘IJ)\ZI?I(AB) = H(lkzmpk)RGZHiP(AB%” - /AB (Z pk(x)> "
3 k:m
o p
< rp/ ok(B=1) dp(x)
(>

k=m
S C<ﬁ7p),rip2mp(571):u<28) S C(C,tu /Bap7 A)'f’iﬁp,u(B) 9

and the claim (a) follows from this.
(b) The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2. Write B = B(zo,r) and choose
A = min{3,A} > 2. Let ¢: X — R be a continuous function such that ¢(z) > 1 for

every € B and ¢(z) = 0 for every z € X \ 2B, and let g = (gi)rez € DS ().
Fix m € Z such that 27! < < 27, Then

27 < < d(ayy) < (L+ A < dr <27

for all x € B and y € AB\ 2B. Since ¢ > 1in B and ¢ = 0 in AB \ 2B, we can proceed as in
(7) and obtain

1< ][ ][|<P <P>\B\213| dp(x)

][ ]{3\23 — ()| dp(y) du(z) (13)
<4rﬁk;2][gk x) dp(x) + 417 k;2£3\239k(y)du(y)-

Here

Zm: ][ng(x) dule) < Xm: (][ gk(x)pdu(x)>l/p

k=m—2 k=m—2 (14)

P 1/p
<3 ][(Sllpgk?/) du(ﬂf)) :
kEZ
X)

Since X is connected and Ar < 4r < diam(X)/2, by [4, Lemma 3.7] there exists a constant
0 <cgp=C(cu, A) < 1 such that

p(2B) = u(B(xo,2r)) < cg u(B(xo, Ar)) = cr p(AB)

and therefore

H(AB\ 2B) > (1 — cp)u(AB).
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Hence,
kg_Q][AB\zB «v) duly) < 1—03k§2][
< X (f e du(x)) N (15)

< 1—303 (J{B (igggk(y))p du(x))l/p :

By combining inequalities (13), (14) and (15), we obtain

1< (£, o) =l i)
< C(p, cr)r™ ( ]{9 (?25 gk(y))p du(x) + ]{ . (?Ez) gk(y))p du(fc)) :

and thus ,
rPu(B) < C(p, cr, B) / (SUng(y)) dp () .
AB \k€eZ
Since cg = C(cy, A), the desired inequality follows by taking infimum over all functions ¢ and
g as above. O

Observe the strict lower bound A > 2 in part (b) of Theorem 4.3. The following Example 4.4,
together with inequality (12), shows that we cannot relax this lower bound to A > 2.

Example 4.4. Let X = R" equipped with the Euclidean distance and the Lebesgue measure.
Fix 1 <p<ooand 0 < f < 1 such that fp < 1. We show that

cap s (B(0,1), B(0,2), B(0,2)) = 0. (16)
Fix 7 € N and let
pi(w) = min{ 1,2 dist(z, R" \ B(0,2))}

for every x € R™. Observe that 0 < ¢; < 1 in R", p;(z) = 1 for every x € B(0,1) and
@;(xz) = 0 for every R" \ B(0,2). It follows that ¢; is an admissible test function for the
capacity on the left-hand side of (16). Write B; = B(0,2 —277) and A; = B(0,2) \ B;. For
every k € Z, we define

0, if k <=2,
gr(x) = 21, , if —2<k<j,
207101, if j <k.

Since ¢; =1 in Bj, a straightforward case study shows that (gx)kez € ]D) B, 2)(<p ). Hence,

capyps (B(0,1), B(0,2), B(0,2)) < [g;f} (3(02))3/( )(ng(x)) dp(z)
P 7 B(0,2) \kez
/ (Z 2]6) x) + 2P~ 1/ (iwmm) du(z).
Aj \ k=j

/ (Z 2”) Au(x) < |4,1( + 2727 < Clm)2 0790 + 2y

k=-2

Here
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o0 p o0 p
/ <Z 2jk(1ﬁ)> du(z) = ‘Aj‘Qjﬁp (Z 2(jk)(15)>
Aj \k=j k=j

=J
< C(p.n, B2/

and

Since p < 1, by taking j — oo we see that (16) holds.

We need suitable Hausdorff contents to obtain more elaborate lower bounds for relative
capacities of general sets, see Theorem 4.6 below.

Definition 4.5. Let 0 < p < oo and d > 0. The (p-restricted) Hausdorff content of codimen-
sion d of a set F' C X is defined by

?—[ 1nf{2u (Tg, 1)) d : FCUB(:ck,rk) and0<'r’k§p}.
k

For ¢ = oo we have the following lower bound estimate for relative capacities in terms of
Hausdorff contents. Observe that by (12) the corresponding result holds for all 1 < ¢ < oo as
well. We refer to [22] for recent advances on related lower bound estimates.

Theorem 4.6. Let 1 < p < oo, 0 <np<p, 0<f <1, and A > 41, and assume that p
satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4) with a constant 0 < cg < 1. Let B = B(xo,7),
where o € X and 0 < r < (1/80) diam(X), and let E C B be a closed set. Then there exists
a constant C = C(B,p,n, cr, ¢y, A) > 0 such that

HEL (B) < Criv= capy, (28, AB).

Proof. Let ¢: X — R be a continuous function such that ¢(z) > 1 for every z € E and
o(x) =0 for every z € X \ 2B and let g = (gx)rez € ]D)ﬁB(w). By replacing the function ¢
with max{0, min{¢, 1}}, if necessary, we may assume that 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus ¢ is continuous
on X, p=1onE,and ¢ =0on X \2B. Fix m € Z such that 271 <5r < 2™ Letx € F
and write By = B(x,2™™).

Since 8r < 80r < diam(X), by inequality (4) we have

p(2B) _ p(B(xo,2r))
0 < pp, = ]{30 e(y)dy < 11(Bo) = (B(xo,4r))

As a consequence, since r € F, we find that

<cr <l

lp(x) — @Byl 2 1 —cr > 0.
Define B, = 27" By = B(z,2~(™*") for each n € N. By the doubling property of s,

k—1

Z(@Bnﬂ — ¥B,)
0

n=

<Z][ — o, | du(y <C“Z — .| du(y) .
n+1

Fix n € Ny. Observe that 2=+ < 80r < diam(X) and that B(x,2-(m++2) C AB.
Hence, Lemma 3.2 implies that

0<1—cr <o) = pn| = lim |pp, —pp| = lim

n+m

(y) = em.| duy) < Cley, c)2” "M - ][B R 9r(y) dp(y) -

Bn k=n+m-—3 - )
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By combining the above estimates, we get

0<l—cg< cHZ][ o(y) — el duly)
—o v Bn

n+m

<C(cch)ZQ (e ][B 9r(y) dp(y)

(x 2—(m+n)+2)

k=n+m—3
n+2
Cleper) 3 277 3 f o el
n=m-—2 k=n—1 B(z,27n)
00 n+2 1/p
Cloner) - 2% S (£ atwrauty))
n=m-—2 k=n—1 B(z,2—™)
P 1/p
< C(cp, cr) Z 27" <]i( - (iléggk@)) dﬂ(y)) :

n=m-—2

Let § = B(p —n)/p > 0. Then

(m=2)3 Z 2" né /Bp7777CR)<1_CR)

n=m-—2

00 p 1/p
< C(B.pmcrcy) », 27" (][B( - (sum(y)) d#(y)) :

—r11—2 keZ

In particular, by comparing the above sums it follows that there exists n > m — 2, depending
on x, such that

p(B(e 2 )2 ) < C@apn, ez 0 [

B(z,2—n)

(sup gk(y))p dp(y).

kEZ

Write r, = 27" and B, = B(x,r,) = B(x,27"). Then the previous estimate gives

M(Bx)"’w‘g”SC(ﬁ,p,n,cR,Cu)Tﬁ(””)/ (Sngk<y)) du(y).

keZ

x

By the 5r-covering lemma [4, Lemma 1.7], we obtain points xz, € E, ¢ € N, such that the
balls B,, C AB with radii r,, < Ar are pairwise disjoint and E C |J,2, 5B,,. Hence,

p
HES(E) < M<5Bu><5m o < Crdr) Z / (S“pgky) du(y)

keZ
p
gCrﬁ(”*’” / (supgk(y)) du(y) -
AB

kEZ

The desired inequality follows by taking infimum over all functions g and ¢ as above. O

5. DISCRETE POTENTIAL OPERATOR

In this section we introduce and study a discrete potential operator Qg. The main impor-
tance of this operator is that it majorizes the potential Hg that is used in the next section
to define the Triebel-Lizorkin (53, p, ¢)-capacity Capgq; see Definitions 6.1 and 6.2. Moreover,
due to the Lipschitz-continuity of the bump functions 1, ; that are used in the definition
of Qg, this operator has better smoothing properties than Hz whose definition is based on
characteristic functions of balls. In particular, Lemma 5.2 seem not to be available for Hgs.

We begin with a construction of a partition of unity, following the ideas from [23] and [1].
Let n € Z be such that n > ng; recall that 27 is essentially diam(X). By a maximal packing
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argument [16, p. 101] and using the separability of X, we may select a countable number of
points ,; € X, i € P,, such that the balls B(x,;,2" "), i € B,, are pairwise disjoint, while

X = | | Blzps, 2. (17)

Since X is equipped with a doubling measure y, the balls B(x,;,6-27") have a finite over-
lapping property, that is, there exists a constant N = C(c,) such that

> 1pg,.62-m < N. (18)

i€Pp

In addition, there are constants x = C(c,) and L = C(c,) and a family of functions 1, ;,
i € P,, with the following properties: 0 < ¢,,; <1, 4¢,,; =0in X \ B(x,,;,6-27"), ¢,; > K in
B(xp:,3-27"), ¢y, is 2" L-Lipschitz in X, and

> nilz) =1

i€Pp

for every x € X.

The family 1, ,, ¢ € P,, is called a partition of unity subordinate to the cover B(z,;,27").
We keep these families, for n > ng, fixed throughout the rest of the paper, starting from the
following definition.

Definition 5.1. Let 3 > 0 and let f = (f,)52,,, be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions
in X. The discrete potential Qg f is defined by

Qs f(x) = Z 2=hn Z wm(l’)][ Tn(y) du(y), reX.

n=ngo ZePn B($n7i73'27n)

The closely related discrete maximal operator is studied for instance in [1, 14]. We also
mention that a median type approach to discrete potential operators appears in [15], where
approximation properties of Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin functions are studied in the full range
0<p,q<oo.

The following lemma allows us to control the Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin seminorm of the
discrete potential Qg f in terms of a mixed norm of f.

Lemma 5.2. Let 1 <p < oo, 1<qg<o00, and0< <1, and assume that f = (f,)5,, is @
sequence of nonnegative Borel functions in X. Then there exists a constant C = C(c,, B, p, q)
such that

198 flisg,x) < CllAllerxae) -

Proof. We may clearly assume that || f||z»(xue) < 0o. If X is bounded, then we extend f as a
sequence (fy,)nez by setting f, = 0 if n < ng. Define g = (gx)xez, where

gil(z) = NCM25 Z Qﬁ(k_n)M*fn(l‘) + LN¢, Z 2(6_1)(k_n)M*fn(l‘)
n=~k n=-—0o0

for every x € X and k € Z, and N = C(c,) and L = C(c,) are the constants from the

definition of the partitions of unity v, ;. We aim to show that g € ]D)E((QB f). For this purpose
we fix k € Z and x,y € X such that 27%71 < d(z,y) < 27%. Observe that k > ny.
Write B,,; = B(2,4,27"). From the definition of Qg we obtain

o0

195 £@) = Qo S £ 302 Slniw) sl £ F@uz). (19

n=ng 1€Py
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We split the outer summation in two parts. First,

zEPn BBn,z

<2kﬁzzﬁk"2wm<)+wm )f,, )

i€P,,

< ¢,2%d(z,y)” Z 2f(h=n) Z (L6, (%) + L6, (1)) fn(2) dp(2)

iEPn 6Bn,i

< ¢, 2%d(z,y)’ Z 2f(h=n) Z (L6m, . () M* f(z) + Lo, , (y) M* fu(y))

n==k 1€ Py

< N¢,2°d(z,y)" iZﬁ(k_")(M*fn(!E) + M fu(y)) -
n=~k

Next we assume that np <n <k —1and i € P,. If ¢, ,;(x) # 0, then we have
nsle) = s f - 1u(2) ()

< 2"Ld(x,y)Lep, ()cy () dp(2)

6B,
< 2'Leyd(e,y) 20 1g, ()M fo(2).

On the other hand, if ¢, ;(y) # 0, then a similar computation shows that

nsle) = ) - 1(2) ) < 2" L) 20 P, (ML (0)-

Thus in any case we have

S 2 S @) — i)l () di2)

n=ng i€Py, 3B, i
k—1

< Leyd(,y)? Yy 270 MDY (1gp, (@) M7 ful(@) + Lo, () M fa(y))

n=ng 1€Py,
k—1

< LNCﬂd(.T,y)ﬁ Z 2(5*1)(k7n)<M*fn<x) + M*fn<y))

n=—oo

By combining inequalities (19), (20) and (21), it follows that

Qs f(2) — Qs f(y)] < dlw,y) (gu(2) + g1 (y)) .

and therefore g € D5 (Qp f).
Next, define a = (ay,)gez, where ay = N¢,2° - 2°% if k < 0 and a, = LN¢, 205~ D*

(% (M fo(@)nez), = Y aknM folz),  kEZ.

nezl

(20)

(21)

if k> 0.
Observe that (gx(z))rez = ax (M* f,(x))nez, where x designates the discrete convolution
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Young’s convolution inequality [18, Corollary 20.14] implies for every x € X that
H(Qlc@))kEZqu(z) - Ha * (M*f"(x))NEZqu(Z)

< llalln @) [|(M* fa(@)nez gz,
< C(L, N, ¢, B)|| (M fa()) ez gz, -

Hence, we see that
Qs f|M§’q(x) < H(gk)keZ”LP(X;lq(Z)) < C(L, N, Cﬂ’B)H<M*f”)"€ZHLP(X;l‘!(Z)) )

By the Fefferman—Stein vector-valued maximal function inequality (11), we obtain

p/q 1/p
H(M*fn)nezHLp(x;lq(z)) = </X (Z (M*fN(x))q> dﬂ@‘))

nez

p/q 1/p
SC(CWPJJ)(/X (an(ﬂf)q> du(%))

nez
= C(cp, 0, Ol (fr)nezllr(xia(z)

(with the usual modification if ¢ = oo). This concludes the proof, since the constants L and
N only depend on c,,. U

The following lemma gives for the discrete potential operator Qg a local embedding, which
can be viewed as a Sobolev type inequality.

Lemma 5.3. Let 1 < p< oo, 1< q<o0, and > 0. Assume that ju satisfies the quantitative
reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > fp, and let f = (fn);2,, be a sequence
of nonnegative Borel functions in X. Then there exists a constant C = C(cy,p,q, 0,05, ¢c,)
such that

1/p
(/B ( )(Qﬁf@))pdu(x)) < O fllinan

for every xy € X and r > 0.

Proof. Fix g € X and r > 0. If X is bounded, then we may clearly assume that 0 < r < 2770,
Let k € Z be such that 271 < < 27% and let Y be as in the definition of Qz. We write
B,;= B(z,;,27") and Qs f = F' + G, where

Fo)=3 2503 (o) ][ fuly) duy)
n=k i€ Py 3Bn,i

and

Gle) = 32 Y i) f ) duty)

n=no i€Pp

for every x € X.
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Fix a point x € B(zg, 7). We estimate F(z) by using Holder’s inequality, with exponents ¢

and ¢ = . =,

) =2 ﬁkZ2 PN () f fuly) dp(y)

Zepn 3Bn i

0 1/q q\ 14
< 90k <Z Q—B(n_k)q'> <Z (Z e ][ fn ) dpu( )) )
n==k n=k \i€Pp

a\ 1/4q
< O(q, B,c,)27 7" (Z (Z Lep, (z ][ fn ) du( )) )

n=k \i€P,

o0

1/q
C(%@%N)?ﬁk( (M*fn(x))q> )

n==k

where N = C(c,) is the constant from (18). By the Fefferman-Stein vector-valued maximal
function inequality (11), we obtain

o0

r/q
/B( )(F(az))pd,u(x) < C(p,q,ﬁ,cu,N)Q_ﬁpk/X (Z (M*fn(:c))q> du(z)

" r/q
C(p,q, B, cu N 25”’“/ (an ) dp()

(with an obvious modification if ¢ = 00).
On the other hand, from the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) with exponent
o > [p, it follows that

(22)

1<e¢,

oo ()

whenever ng <n < k — 1. Fix 2 € B(xg,r). We estimate G(x) as follows

k—1
W= MY IS f s

n=no i€Pp
k—1
B A B(xg,277))
< C}T/pQ kB 2(0/17 B)(n—Fk) <'u(—’ Q/Jnl )][ fn(y> d:u<y) :
2 W(Blro2 ™)) 2t

Writing 2/P=A)(n=k) = 9(@/p=F)(n=k)/p 9(0/p=B)n=k)/p and using Hélder’s inequality, we have

k—1 1/p'
G(z) < C(cy,p)27+° <Z Q(U/p—ﬁ)(n—k)>

n=ng

(o /p—B)(n—k) H(B(20,27"))
(Z ’ (B(x0.2 7)) (

n=ng
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Since ng <n <k —1 and x € B(xy,r) with r < 2% we obtain

ieP, 3Bn,i
! (24)
< C(Cu,p) (Z 1GBn,i (l‘)][ fn(y) d:u(y)>
by B(x0,10-27™)
p
< C(cu,p, N) <][ fn(y) du(y))
B(x0,102-™)
< Clenn.N) f Faly) duly).
B(x0,10-277)
By combining the estimates (23) and (24), we see that
hol 2(a/p (n—F) Vp
G(2) < Cleq.p. B N = Folwl dity) )
- nOM )) B(z0,10-27 ")
It follows that
| Gy
B(zo,r)
k-1
< C(Co,p, 0, B, 0, N)27H0 Y~ 2lo/o=B)n=h) / ( )fn(y)p dp(y)
B(x0,10.2-"

n=ngo

k—1 k-1 p/q (25)
< C(Co,p,0, 8,0, N)27H0 Y~ 200/pDn=h) / <Z fm<y>q> du(y)
X

n=ngo m=ng

r/q
< C(¢osp,0, 8,4, N kpﬁ/ (Z faly ) du(y)

n=ng

(with an obvious modification if ¢ = 00).
By combining the estimates (22) and (25), we get

fra @ TP as@ = [ e [ (@i

B(zo,r)

p/q
S C(Cowpaqao-aﬁac;m kpﬁ/ (Z fn ) dlu(y)

n=ngo

S C(Caap7q70-7ﬁacu7 ) Bp”f”LP(X[q .
This concludes the proof since N = C(c,). O

6. CAPACITY WITH RESPECT TO A POTENTIAL

Next we define the potential Hz and the associated Triebel-Lizorkin capacity Capp 4 The
main goal in this section is to show that the capacities Capp , and cap Mg, are equivalent, as

was stated in Theorem 1.1 in the introduction. The proof of Theorem 1.1 follows by combining
Theorems 6.5 and 6.6 that are presented at the end of this section.
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The discrete potential operator Qg serves as an important technical tool in the proof of
Theorem 6.5. More precisely, in Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 we connect Qg with the potential Hg
and the capacity cap Vil respectively, and these two elements are then brought together in
the proof of Theorem 6.5. On the other hand, Theorem 6.6 follows by a much more direct
argument.

Definition 6.1. Let 3 > 0 and let f = (f,)52,,, be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions
in X. The potential Hg f is defined by

Hofo) =Y 2 [ 2 g ) ), e

We use potentials H s to define the capacity Capp > by adapting the treatment in [3, Section
4.4] to the metric space setting. This approach is a Triebel-Lizorkin variant of the so-called
Meyer’s theory of LP-capacities, that was initially developed in [30]. See also [35, Section 3.2]
for a clear presentation of the LP-theory in (weighted) Euclidean spaces.

n=ng

Definition 6.2. Let 1 < p < 00, 1 < ¢ < o0, and 5 > 0. The (8, p, q)-capacity of a set
E C X is defined by

Cappq 1nf{||f||Lp xaay © S = (fa)ntn, 2 0 and Hp f(z) = 1 for all z € E},
where (fn)p,,

functions in X.

> 0 in the infimum means that (f,);2, is a sequence of nonnegative Borel

Observe that if F C FC X and 1 <7 < ¢ < o0, then
Cap,,,(F) < Cap, ,(E) < Cap,.(E). (26)
We have the following pointwise comparison between the potentials Hz f and Qp f.

Lemma 6.3. Let 8 > 0 and let [ = (f,);2,, be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions
in X. Then there exists a constant C' = C(c,) > 0 such that

Hp fz) < C Qs f(2)
for every x € X.

Proof. Let x € X, let n € Z be such that n > ng, and let functions 1, ;, 1 € P,, be as in the
definition of Qg f, see Definition 5.1. By the covering property (17), there exists j € P, such
that x € B(z,,;,27"). Then B(z,2™") C B(x,;,3-27") C B(y,5-27") for every y € B(x,27").
Observe also that 1, 0-n)(2) = L2 (y) for every y € X. It follows that

—Bn 1B(y72—n)(l‘) d 30—06n d
’ /xu(B(y,2—"))f"(y) uly) < 62 ]{g(mn,j,g.z-n) Jnly) dply)
< G2 (o) f Fuly) din(y)
B(wn ;327"

1 309—pn ) d
G Y buslo) £ o B ),

1€Py

where k = C(c,) is as in the definition of the functions v, ;. By summing over all n > ny, we

find that

Hot(a) = 32 o0 [ )ty

< 32 S o) f, e W) =76 05 (),

n=ngo 1€P,
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and this concludes the proof. 0
Next we connect the relative Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacity to the Qg potentials.

Lemma 6.4. Let 1 < p < o0, 1 < g <00, 0< f <1, and A > 2. Assume that p
satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > Bp. Let B C X
be a ball, let E C B be a compact set, and let [ = (fa)32,, is sequence of nonnegative
Borel functions in X such that Qg f(x) > 1 for every x € E. Then there exists a constant
C =Clco,p,q,0,8,cu,A) > 0 such that

cap s (E,2B,AB) < C’||f||Lleq ) (27)

Proof. Clearly, we may assume that the right-hand side of (27) is finite. First we consider the
case where Qg f is continuous. We truncate Qg f and then use the fractional type Leibniz
rule, as follows. Write B = B(xg,r) C X, with o € X and r > 0, and let

dist(z, B) }

n(x) = max{(), 1-

for every x € X. Then

d
@) 1) < 0 for every my € x|

0<n<1lin X, n=11in the closure B, and n = 0 in X \ 2B. The function p =1 Qs f is
continuous in X. Since £ C B and Qs f > 11in E, we have » > 1 in E, and clearly ¢ = 0 in
X\ 2B. Let g = (gx)ren € D% (Qs f). Lemma 3.3 implies that (pg)eez € D% (), where

2]6[31

= (ngnH + 19, f)l{xexm(@#o} , forevery k€ 7Z.

Let m be the smallest integer such that 27 < 2Ar. Observe that (Lysmpr)rez € DA 5(9).
By Definition 4.2 of the capacity cap,,s , we have
p.q

P/q
cavyys, (B.2BAB) < Il 1 < [ (Zw»q) dp(a)
k>

=m

r/q r/q
C(p) /QB (Z gk(ﬂf))q> dp(x) + C(p) /QB (Z (25t Qg f(x))q> dp(z)

k>m

P/q P/q
<co) [ (L) e s cor (2 ) [ 0asor it
X \kez k>m 2B
r/q
< C(p)/ ng(x))q dp(r) + C(p’q7ﬁ)rp2mp(5l)/ (Qs f(x)) du(z)
X \kez 2B
p/q
<o) [ (o) a4 a5 [ (@5 ) dute).

By taking infimum over all g as above, we obtain

cap e (E,2B,AB) < C(p)|Qs fIf5 )+ C(p,q,ﬁ,A)rﬁp/ (Qs f(2))” du(x)
P 2B

and the claim in the present case follows from Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3.
Next we consider the case where the function Qg f is not continuous. For every k € N, we
let by = (Ppp ), Where g, = 1< fn for every n > ng. Then (Qp hy)ren is an increasing
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sequence of continuous real-valued functions in X that converges to Qg f pointwise in X. We
consider the open sets

1
Ek:{xeX:Qghk(x)>§}, keN.

Since Qg f(x) > 1 for every x € E, we see that £ C |J,cyy Ex- By the compactness of E, there
exists a finite subcover, and since E,, C E,,, for every n € N, there exists £ € N such that
E C Ej. Thus we have Qg(2ht) > 1 in E, and by the first part of the proof

Cangq(E, 2B,AB) < C”QthLP(X 19) < QPC”fHLp X;l9) *

This shows that inequality (27) holds also in the non-continuous case, and the proof is com-
plete. U

We now have all the tools needed for the comparison of the two capacities. We begin with
the second inequality in (1).

Theorem 6.5. Let 1 <p<oo,1<q<o00,0< <1, andA > 2, and assume that y satisfies
the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > [p. Let B C X be a
ball and E C B be a compact set. Then there exists a constant C' = C(c,, p, q, 0, B3, ¢ A) >0
such that

cangq(E, 2B,AB) < CCapg,q(E) . (28)

Proof. We may assume that Capﬁq(E) < o0. Let f = (fu)pZ,, be a sequence of nonnegative
Borel functions in X such that Hgz f > 1 in E. By Lemma 6.3, there is a constant C' =

C(cy,) > 0 such that C' Qg f(x) > 1 for every x € E. Hence Qz(Cf)(z) > 1 for every x € E
and therefore Lemma 6.4 implies that

CapMﬁq<E7 QB7AB) S C<CUap7Q7U7/Bucu7 )HCfHLPqu) C<Coup7Q7a7/Bac,u7A)Hf”IL)/P(X;[q)'
Inequality (28) follows by taking infimum over all sequences f as above. O

The converse inequality, that is, the first inequality in (1), requires further restrictions on
A and r, but otherwise the assumptions are less restrictive than in Theorem 6.5.

Theorem 6.6. Let 1 < p < oo, 1 <g<o00,0<p <1, and A > 41, and assume that
W satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4), with a constant 0 < cgr < 1. Assume that
B = B(wo,r), with vg € X and 0 < r < (1/80) diam(X), and let E C B be a closed set. Then
there exists a constant C' = C(p,c,, cr) > 0 such that

Capg,q(E> < CC&ng’q (E, 2B, AB) .

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.6. Let ¢: X — R be a continuous function
such that p(z) > 1 for every x € F and p(z) = 0 for every x € X \ 2B, and let g = (gx)rez €
]DfB(go). By replacing ¢ with max{0, min{y, 1}}, if necessary, we may assume that 0 < ¢ < 1.
Let € E and let m € Z be such that 27! < 5r < 27™. Arguing as in the proof of
Theorem 4.6 and using the inclusion B(x,27") C B(x, Ar) if n > m — 2, we obtain

n+2

0<1—cp<Cccr) Z 9~nf Z][ 1as()ge(y) duy) -
B(z,2—™)

n=m-—2 k=n—1
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Define f = (fn)n>ny, where f,, = 1pp ZZii_l g for each n > ng. Since m — 2 > ng, we have

0<1-cp<Cleucr) Y 27 ][ fa(y) du(y)

n=no B(z,2—")

. Ly (7)
< C(cp, cr) ZQ g /men(y)d,u(y)

= C(cpcr) Hs f()

Hence, there exists a constant C' = C(c,, cg) > 0 such that Hp(C'f)(x) > 1 for every z € E.
Thus

Cap, o(E) < ICFaxany = CPIF N nixany < ACP NI 0 (npay
and the claim follows by taking infimum first over all g and the over all ¢ as above. U

7. DUAL CHARACTERIZATION OF CAPACITY

We now turn to the dual characterization of the capacity Capgq given in terms of measures,
see Theorem 7.3 below. In Euclidean spaces, this type of results have a long history, see for
instance [2, 3, 30] and the references therein. We prove the dual characterization by adapting
the proof of equality (4.4.7) in [3] to the setting of metric measure spaces. A fundamental
tool in the proof is the Minimax theorem [3, Theorem 2.4.1]. The somewhat technical task of
verifying the assumptions of the Minimax theorem in our setting is carried out separately in
Lemma 7.4.

Definition 7.1. Let § > 0 and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. We define

Hov(z) = (ﬂn%) D¢ (29)

n=ng
Of particular interest to us are the nonnegative Radon measures on a compact set £ C X.

Definition 7.2. Let £ C X be a compact set. We say that v is a nonnegative Radon measure
on F, if v is a nonnegative Borel measure on E that satisfies the following properties:

o V(F) < 0.

e For every Borel set F'in E, we have

v(F)=inf{v(U) : F C U and U is open in E}.
e For every Borel set F'in E, we have
v(F) =sup{r(K) : K C F and K is compact in E} .

We denote by M™(E) the set of all nonnegative Radon measures on E. If f is a Borel function
on X and v € MT(E), we define

/fw—/ﬂmV

We also define v(A) = v(ANE) if AC X is a Borel set, and this extends v as a nonnegative
Borel measure in X.

We are ready to state and prove the dual characterization of the capacity.

Theorem 7.3. Let 1 <p < oo, 1 <qg< o0, and >0, and let E C X be a compact set.
Then

v(E)

Capgq(E)l/p = sup{ NS M*(E)} :

HHBVHLP’(X;IQ/)
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Proof. Let v € M*(E), let f = (fu)s2,,, be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions, and
write

Esv, ) = /X Hy f(z) di(z).

Using Definition 6.1 and Fubini’s theorem, we have

Z 2 5"/ /X 13‘” Y f (y) du(y) dv(x)

- Z 2 / % /X Lp(yo-m () dv(z) du(y)

n=ng

/ S o ot §§ Fuly) du(y)

n=ng

(30)

_ /X Fov (), F(v)) duly)

Now, assume that Hg f(z) > 1 for all z € E. Then, by using also Holder’s inequality twice,
we get

v(E) < E(v, f) < HHﬁVHLp’(X;zq’)Hf”LP(X;lq)'
By taking infimum over all sequences f with Hg f > 1 in E, we thus obtain
v(E)

_ < Cap)) (E)'/".
HHﬁVHLP’(X;lq/) o

Taking supremum over all v € M™(E) gives

sup{ v(E) CvE M+(E)} < Capg’q(E)l/p.
HHBVHLP (X;19")

For the converse inequality, we will use the Minimax theorem [3, Theorem 2.4.1]; we refer
to Lemma 7.4 for further details. Define

Z={ve M*(E) : v(E)=1}
and
W ={felP(X;l7) : f=(fa)pln, =0and || fl|lrrixue <1}.
Observe from [11, Lemma 2.3] and (30) that for v € Z we have

Hov|| L xaa 5
| ﬁ,,Hé;)( = = fgvg/XWﬁV(y),f(y»du(y) = sup E (v, f) .

few

By taking infimum over all v € Z, we get

5’/HLP’(X;M’)

1%
b AT A oy

On the other hand, since the Dirac delta measure ¢, belongs to Z for any z € E, we have

£l 2o (9

int €3(v, ) = inf [ Ho fa) dv(o) < inf My 1 (o) <
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for every f € W. By scaling and Definition 6.2, it follows that
inf,cg H inf,cp H
sup inf Es(v, f) < sup infoen Hs f(2) _ U infoep Hp f(2)
few vez few HfHL”(X;l“) 0< fELP(X;19) ||f||LP(X;lq)

P —1/p
) (32)
Lr(X;19)

P

/
= sup ,
0<feLp(X;l9) (’ inf,cp Hp f(2)

. /
= f
(0§f611'2’(X;lq) infoep Hp f(2)

By (31), the Minimax theorem in the following Lemma 7.4, and (32) we obtain

—1/p
) S Capg,q<E)71/p :

LP(X;l9)

H,}\-ZBVHLP'(X;Z‘Z') _

HE AT R i D 5
< inf < Cap? (E)™'/7.
< ?élvll)/irelzgﬁ(% f) < Cap, ,(F)
Hence
FE E
Capj ,(E)'/? < sup — /(E) < Sup{ _uE) LV E M+(E)},
veZ HHﬁ’/HLp’(X;m’) HHﬁVHLp/(X;m’)
as claimed. O

To complete the proof of Theorem 7.3, we still need to verify that the Minimax theorem is
valid in our setting. The underlying ideas are well known, but we present the details for the
sake of completeness.

Lemma 7.4. Under the notation of the proof of Theorem 7.3, we have

inf sup Es(v, f) sup nf E(v, f).
Proof. Since E is compact, the Riesz representation theorem [34, Theorem 6.19] implies that
every T € (C(E), ||"]|)* is represented by a unique regular Borel measure v, in the sense that
T(g) = [,gdv for every f € C(E). The operator norm |v|| of v is the total variation of v.
Hence, we can regard Z as a subset of the dual (C(E), |- ||«)*, and endow Z with the relative
weak™ topology.

We will apply the Minimax theorem [3, Theorem 2.4.1] to the functional £ defined in
Z x W. The sets Z and W are convex and &g is convex in Z and concave in W, see [3, p. 30].
Hence, we need to show that

(a) Z is a Hausdorff space,
(b) Z is compact, and
(c) for any f € W, the functional Es(-, f) is lower semicontinuous in Z.
We first prove (a). Let v,y € Z = {v € M*(E) : v(E) = 1} be two distinct measures. By
the uniqueness part of the Riesz representation theorem, there exist a real-valued g € C(F)
and a € R such that [, gd < a < [, gdvs. Then

U:{VEZ:/gdl/<a} and V:{I/GZ:/gdl/>a}
E E

are open and disjoint subsets of Z, and 1y € U and v, € V. Thus Z is a Hausdorff space.
Next we prove (b). Given v € Z, the operator norm of v on (C(E), ||-||) is ||V|| = v(E) =1,
and therefore
Z C B(0,1) ={v e (CE),[[lle)” = Wl <1}
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Recall that Z is equipped with the relative weak™ topology. By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem,
the closed unit ball B(0, 1) is compact in the weak™ topology. Hence, in order to show that Z
is compact, it suffices to verify that Z is closed in the weak™® topology of (C(E), ||-|le)*. Write

G={geC(E):gE)C [0 00)} -

For every g € G we define Ay: (C(E), ||'|)* = R, Ay(v) = [, gdv. Then the functionals A,
are continuous for every g € G and

) N ) A, 1([0,00)).

geG

Indeed, above the inclusion from left to right is immediate. Conversely, if v € (C(E), |||loc)*
belongs to the set on the right-hand side, then v(E) = 1and 0 < [, gdv < oo for all g € C(E)
satisfying 0 < g < oo in E. Hence v is a nonnegative linear functional on C(FE), and [34,
Theorem 2.14] implies that v € M™T(FE). Thus v € Z, and it follows that Z is closed in
(C(E),||"]ls)* since it is an intersection of closed sets.

It remains to prove condition (c). Since £ C X is compact, by Stone-Weierstrass theorem
and Urysohn’s lemma, the Banach space (C(FE), ||-||s) is separable. Since Z C (C(E), ||*]|s)*
is weak™ compact, the weak™ topology relative to Z is metrizable. Hence, it suffices to show
sequential lower semicontinuity. To this end, we fix f € W. Recall that

Hof(r) = 3 27 [ el dut). v,

For each fixed n > ng, we define a function g, : E — [0, o],

gu(T) = 25"/}( :(Bg’(’;—f;f)))fn(y) duly), r€FL.

Let z € E and let (z;),en be a sequence in E such that z; — z in E. Then

n=ng

a2 (@) < Hminf 1y - (2;)

for all y € X. Thus, by Fatou’s lemma,

gnlx) <277 /X lim inf (—iB(y’Qn)<xj )fn(y)) du(y)

i=ee \u(B(y,277))
PO 1p(y,2—)(z;) .
< lim inf 2 5"/ —Z8E I (y) du(y) = liminf g, (z;) .
jroo « i(Bly,2-m) W ) = Rt ()

Hence, the function g, is lower semicontinuous in E, and therefore also Hgf = Zzo:no n
is lower semicontinuous in E. By [17, Proposition 4.2.2], there exists a sequence (hg)xen of
continuous functions in £ such that 0 < hy(z) < ho(z) < --- < Hpf(z) and limy_,o hy(x) =
Hpf(x) for every x € E. Now, let v € Z and let (1;);en be a sequence in Z such that v; — v
in Z. Then, for all £ € N,

/hk(:p) dv(x) = lim hk( )dyi(z) < hmlnf/ Hpf(x)dv(x
E

1—00 1—00

—hmmf/ Hsf(x)dv(x).

11— 00

By using also the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain

/ Haf(z)dv(x / Hpf(x)dv(z) = hm hk(az) dv(zx)

k—o0

< liminf/X"Hgf(:L’) dv;(z) = liminf (v, f) .

1—00 1—00
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This shows that Es( -, f) is sequentially lower semicontinuous, and the proof is complete. [J

8. MUCKENHOUPT—WHEEDEN THEOREM

The original formulation of the celebrated Muckenhoupt—Wheeden Theorem in [31] bounds
the LP-norm of the Riesz potential by the LP-norm of a fractional maximal function in the
(suitably weighted) Euclidean space. In Theorem 8.3 we present a variant of this result
for the mixed LP(X,I')-norm of the operator 7—vlg. Theorem 8.3 could actually be obtained
as a consequence of a very general metric space formulation of the Muckenhoupt—Wheeden
Theorem in [33], but for the sake of completeness and transparency we give below a more
organic and self-contained proof. In fact, the application of the general result from [33] would
still require rather tedious verification of the various assumptions; compare for instance to [8,
Theorem 4.2]. Our proof of Theorem 8.3 follows the general approach in [3, Theorem 3.6.1],
based on a good A-inequality, but the present setting requires several modifications.

For the formulation of Theorem 8.3, we need fractional maximal functions.

Definition 8.1. Let § > 0 and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. The fractional
maximal function Mgv is defined by

vxr) = Ssu TBM x
M) 0<r§£”0 pw(B(x, 7))’ € (33)

When X is unbounded, the supremum is taken over all radii 0 < r < oco. When § = 0 we get
the centered maximal function which is denoted by Mv = M.

We need the following technical lemma concerning lower semicontinuity. Recall that here

B(x,27") is the closed ball centered at .

Lemma 8.2. Let f > 0 and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. Then the function

- B(z,27"
ngﬁnw, rex.

n=ng
18 lower semicontinuous in X .

Proof. Fix n € Z such that n > ng. By the properties of semicontinuous functions, see [5,
p. 362], it suffices to show that the nonnegative functions f(z) = v(B(z,27")) and g(x) =
p(B(x,27"))~! are lower semicontinuous in X. Let z € X and let (z;),en be a sequence in X
such that ; — 2 in X. By Fatou’s lemma,

f(z) = /X 1@ (y) dv(y) < /X lim inf 1, 2 (y) dv(y)

Jj—o0

< lim inf/ 1B, 2-m(y) dv(y) = liminf f(x;),
X j—ro0

Jj—o0

showing that f is lower semicontinuous in X.

Define h(x) = p(B(x,27")), € X. Then, if (z,);en is a sequence converging to x € X as
above, we have

h(z) = /X 1500-n () duly) = /X limsup 1z, 5 (y) dp(y) .

J—00

Write B; = B(z;,27") and B = B(z, M), where M > 0 is chosen so that B; C B for all
J € N. Then 1§j < 1p € L'(du) for all j € N. By applying Fatou’s lemma to the nonnegative
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functions 15 — 1 B, we obtain
u(B) —/ limsup 15 (y) du(y) = / liminf (1 — 15 ) (y) du(y)
X jooo x J7® !

< liminf/X(IB —15,)(y) du(y)

J—00

= u(B) — lim sup/X 1]§j (y) duly) -

J—00

Consequently, we see that

h(z) > /X limsup 15 (y) dp(y) > lim sup/X 1z, (y) dp(y) = limsup h(z;) .

Jj—o0 Jj—00 Jj—00
Therefore
1 1 o 1
g(z) = h@) < limsup, . h(z)) = llggfm = lle_l)&lfg(xg)
and thus also ¢ is lower semicontinuous in X. O

The following proof is an adaptation of the proof of [3, Theorem 3.6.1]. As usual, it is
possible to generalize Theorem 8.3 to Muckenhoupt A, weighted setting.

Theorem 8.3. Let 1 < p < oo and § > 0. Assume that p satisfies the quantitative reverse
doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > 3, and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in
X. Then there exists a constant C' = C(c,, ¢y, 5,0,p) such that

HHﬁVHLp(X;ll) < Ol Mpv| e (x) - (34)
Proof. Observe that we have, for every x € X,
" o V(B,27) v(B(z,27"))
Hpv(z 1= 2" on” <c 2- pnl .
H B ( )Hl 7;0 N(B( - M;O 1 B (z,2))

Throughout the proof, we use the function

. B:L’Q"))
226 B ) reX.

n=ng )

The advantage of h compared to HH51/<SL’)
Lemma 8.2.

If X is bounded, we can make a further reduction concerning the measure v by assuming
that there exists z € X such that

v(B(z, 3 diam(X)) = 0. (35)

Indeed, if X is bounded, we fix points z,y € X such that d(z,y) > (2/3)diam(X). Let
B, = B( (1/3) dlam(X)) and B, = B(y, (1/3) diam(X)), whence B, N B, = (). Define Borel
measures v, and v, in X by setting vy (A) = v(A\ B,) and 1,(A) = I/(A \ B,) for all Borel
sets A C X. Then

H ;1 is the lower semicontinuity in X, given by

v(A) = v((A\ By) U(A\ By)) < va(A) + 1y (A4),
for all Borel sets A C X, and it follows that
H,}\-ZBVHLP(X;P) = Hﬁﬁ’jﬂfHsz(x;ll) + Hﬁﬁ’ijsz(x;ll)'

Observe also that Mgy, < Mazr and Mgy, < Mav. Hence, if X is bounded, then by considering
the measures v, and v, instead of v we may assume that (35) holds for some z € X.
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By arguing as in [3, p. 73], for the claim (34) it is sufficient to establish the following good
A-inequality: There exists constants a = 2 - ¢ (1 +4-2%) > 1, C; = Olcy, ¢y, B,0) > 0 and
Cy = C(c,) > 1 such that for all A > 0 and all 0<e<(3¢;)"" we have

p({x € X 1 h(z) > al})

<Ciep({x € X : h(z) > A}) + Cop({x € X Mpr(z) > eA}). (36)
To thisend, fix A > 0and 0 < e < (30}%)*1. Since the function A is lower semicontinuous in X,
the level set Q = {x € X : h(x) > A} is open in X. Since a > 1, we may assume that Q # ().
We first consider the case 2 = X. If X is unbounded, then (36) holds whenever C; > 0 since
1(X) = oo by the assumed reverse doubling condition and the assumption diam(X) = co.
If X is bounded, there exists z € X such that (35) holds. Since z € X = ), we see that
h(z) > A. Recall that by the definition of ny we have X = B(xz,27") for every x € X. If
x € X, we obtain from (35) that

no+2
v(B(z, 27 X
A<h(z) =Y 2ot BE2T) n))_gci-z—ﬁmy( )
= w(B(z,27) 1(X)

=3¢ - 2~ Fno < 3¢ Mgv(x) .

It follows that Mgy (x) > (3c;)~'\ for every 2 € X, and consequently (36) holds whenever
Cy > 1 since e < (3¢;)~". This concludes the proof in the case Q = X.

In the sequel, we assume that Q # () and X \ Q # (. By [17, Proposition 4.1.15], there
exists a countable collection W = {B(x;,;)} of the so-called Whitney balls in €2 such that
Q =, B(zs,r;) and >, 1,r) < N = C(c,), where

= £ dist(z;, X \ Q).

We write W = W; U W,, where the collection W consists of all Whitney balls B; such that
Mgv(z) > e for all x € B;, and Wo, = W \ W,. Thus

{x € B; : Mgv(z) <eA}#0 (37)

for all B; € W,. Since @ > 1 and 1 < ZZ 1p,, we have

p{z € X ¢ h(z) > a\}) :/ Lo(y) dyi(y)
{zeX :h(z)>al}
= / + > / 15,(y) duly) -
Biew, Y {z€X :h(z)>ar} By, Y {zEX 1h(z)>ar}

For the first sum above we obtain

2 /{eX-h( y>ar} L) du(y) < 3, n(B)

B;eWn B;ewh

< Y u{z e B+ Myu(x) > e}) <

B,EW, /{:BEX:MBI/(JB)>€>\} B,eW,
< Nu({zr e X @ Mgr(z) >el}).

15,(y) du(y)

To estimate the second sum, we claim that

p{z € B; : h(z) > a)}) < Clco, ¢y, B,0)ep(B;) (38)
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holds for all B; € W,. Using (38), we see that

Z /{ e 1, (y) du(y) < Cco, cu, B,0)e Z 1(B;)

B, W2 B;eWs

:C(ca,cmﬁ,a)s/ Z 15, (y) du(y)

{zeX :h(z)>\} B;EWs
< C(¢p, ey, B,0)Nep({x € X = h(z) > A}).

By combining the estimates above, we conclude that the good A-inequality (36) holds with
C1 = C(¢o, ¢y, f,0)N and Cy = N, where N = C(c,).

Thus, to complete the proof, we need to show that (38) holds for all B; € W,. We fix
B; € W, and define Borel measures 14 and vy by setting v (A) = v(AN10B;) and 1,(A) =
v(A\ 10B;) for all Borel sets A C X. We also write, for all x € X, that

hy(z) = Z 2*5”—1/1(&_3(‘%’27 ) and Z 2” B”VQ )
T H(B(z,277)) = B(x, > ))
Then v = 14 + 15 and h = hy + hy. We prove inequality (38) by showing that
{r € B;: h(z)>a\} C{z € B; : hi(x) > a\/2} (39)
and
p({z € Bi : hi(z) > a)/2}) < Ceo, ¢, B,0)epn(Bi) - (40)

For the inclusion in (39), we assume that x € B; is such that h(z) > a), and we first aim
to show that hy(z) < §A. If 10B; = X, then hy(x) = 0. Hence, in the sequel we may assume
that X \ 10B; # (. Let k > ng be the largest integer such that B(z,27%)\ 10B; # (). Then
27% > 9r; > r;, and by the definition of 15,

k
B(x,27"
ha(a) = g-pn 2B, 27)
= w(B(x,27)
Since 9r; = ¢ dist(z;, X \ Q), there exists w € 9B;\ Q. Then h(w) < X by the definition of the
set (2.
Fix n € Z such that ng <n < k. Then
vy(B(2,27")) < ny(B(w,27"™)) < v(B(w,27"™))
and B B
u(Blw, 27 < u(Blr,277)) < (Bl 2)).
From these estimates we obtain
yont2(BE2) _ ey p (B, 2709))
=2 (Bw,2 )

and so

It follows that a
aX < h(z) = hy(x) + ho(z) < hy(z) + 5)\,

and thus hy(z) > a)/2, proving the inclusion in (39).
Next we show that (40) holds. Let x € B; be such that h;(z) > a\/2 and choose k € Z
satisfying 27%~1 < r; < 27%. Then
c B(z,2™"))
S 2 BET) ) 3 2 < C(B)2 M) < CI M),
n=k+1 u(B(a,27m)) n=k+1
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where M is the centered maximal operator. On the other hand, the assumed quantitative
reverse doubling condition (5), with o > (3, gives

L k
Z 2 By =Y Z wB(@,27))
_ 9ok ~ o) (27 H(B,2H)
=B ) :Z i (2"“) p(B(z,27"))
2—ak k .
< com(X)ng_m 2
2Bk
= Cler, B, 0 (X) e
v
< Cleos B (X)prsy
Since v1(X) = v(10B;), we obtain
v (X) T? :7».5”1(3@%10”)) < C4T5M < C4T@MV1($)'

W(Bl.2 7)) (B2 ) = uBla ) S
By combining the above estimates, we get
a\/2 < hy(z) < C’(ca,cmﬁ,o)riﬁMUl(:p) = kM (z),
where we have written k = C(c,, ¢, 5, cr)riﬁ. We conclude that
p({z e B;: hi(z) >ar/2}) <pu({xr e X : Mvi(z) >a)/(2k)}). (41)
The proof of [4, Lemma 3.12] shows that

2K

p{x € X : Mvy(z) > ar/(2k)}) < C(c“)a)\yl(X)

Clcscu, By0) gri(X)
< oy Cps My B Bz )
— a\ T N(Bz) M( )
Since B; € Wh, by (37) there exists z € B; such that Mzr(z) < el. Taking also into account
that r; < (1/8) diam(X) in the bounded case, we obtain
si(X) _ pv(B(ai; 10r4))

"uB) T (B, )

(42)

5 v(B(z,11r;))
w(B(z,111;))

S ci(lln)

11\’ , 11\’ , (43)
< <§) ¢, Mpv(z) < (;) CLEN.
By combining the above estimates (41), (42) and (43), we conclude that
p{x €B; : hi(z) > a)/2}) < Meu(&).
Since a = 2 - cZ(l + 4 - 2% this shows that (40) holds, and the proof is complete. O

9. g-INDEPENDENCE OF CAPACITIES

In the previous section, we obtained an upper bound for the LP(X,[')-norm of 7—v[51/ in
terms of the LP-norm of Mgzr. On the other hand, due to the doubling property of p, the
LP(X,[%°)-norm of 7—vlgy gives an easy upper bound for the LP-norm of Mgzv; cf. Lemma 9.1
and the proof of Lemma 9.2. Together, these estimates yield the main result of this section,
Theorem 9.3, which gives the comparability of the (5, p, ¢)-capacities Capg,q(E) for all values
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of the parameter 1 < g < oo. Observe that the Muckenhoupt—Wheeden Theorem 8.3 and the
dual characterization of Capqu(E) in terms of 7-V[51/ are both crucial for this approach, which
in Euclidean spaces originally appeared in [2]; see also [3, Sections 3.6 and 4.4] and [20].

We begin with a simple two-sided estimate for the fractional maximal function.

Lemma 9.1. Let § > 0 and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. Then

B(x,27" B(x,27"
fﬁny( ({L‘, - )) < ng(a:) < €, SUP 2*5"1/( (l‘, - ))
nzng  p(B(x,277)) nzng  (B(x,277))
for every x € X, where the supremums are taken over all integers n such that n > ny.
Proof. The first inequality follows from definition (33). For the converse inequality, we let
r € X and 0 < r <27, and let & > ng be an integer such that 27%~! < » < 27%_ Then the
doubling property (3) of 4 implies that

—k —k —n
BE) o B2 (B2 (B2 )

w(Ba,r) = u(Blw,2 1) u(Bla,2 ) = B S (B2 )

The claim follows by taking supremum over all 0 < r < 2770, U

From Lemma 9.1 and the Muckenhoupt—Wheeden Theorem 8.3, we obtain a ¢-independence
result for the operator Hg.

Lemma 9.2. Let 1 < p < oo and f > 0. Assume that p satisfies the quantitative reverse
doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > [3, and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in
X. Then there exists a constant C' = C(c,, ¢y, 5,0,p) > 0 such that

1367l oy < CllHav |l o
Proof. The Muckenhoupt—Wheeden Theorem 8.3 gives

X;l%°) *

HHBVHL;)(X;ll) < C(Cm Cus 67 g, p) ||M5V||LP(X) :
On the other hand, Lemma 9.1 implies
HMB’/”LP(X) < CﬂHHﬁyHLP(X;IOO) ’
and the claim follows by combining these two estimates. U

Under the assumptions of the following theorem, the capacities Cap)) (E) and Capl (E)
are comparable for all 1 < ¢,7 < oo; cf. [3, p. 107]. We emphasize that the constant of
comparison is independent of ¢ and 7.

Theorem 9.3. Let >0, 1 < p < o0, and 1 < q,7 < 0o, and assume that p satisfies the
quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > [3. Then there exists a
constant C' = C(cy, ¢y, B,0,p) > 0 such that Capg,q(E) < C’CapgT(E) for all compact sets
ECX.

Proof. The dual characterization of the capacity in Theorem 7.3 implies that

Capgq(E)l/p = sup{ S v(B) VNS M*(E)}
HHBVHLP’(X;IQ/)
and
CapgT(E)l/p = sup{ - v E) LV E M+(E)} :
H%BVHLP’(X;F’)

By Lemma 9.2, we have
H}V[WJHLH( ) = H,’qﬁyHm’(x;ll) = CH?'vlﬁyHLp/( ) < CHﬁﬁyHLzﬁ/(x;lq/)

for every v € M*(E), where C = C(c,, ¢y, B,0,p). The desired conclusion follows. O

Xl Xl
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10. COMPARISON TO RIESZ CAPACITY

In this section we clarify the relations between Riesz capacities and Triebel-Lizorkin ca-
pacities. Riesz capacities are defined in terms of Riesz potentials, which appear frequently in
potential analysis, see for instance [3, 25]. In metric spaces there are several slightly different
ways to define Riesz potentials. The most natural for our purposes is the following variant,
which appears for instance in [12, 16, 19].

Definition 10.1. Let § > 0 and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. The Riesz
potential Igv is defined by

v(z) = )
Lgv( )_/X\{w} pw(B(z, d(z,y)))

If f>01is a Borel function in X, we write Igf = Igv, where dv = f dy.

dv(y), reX.

Assuming that f > 0 is a Borel function in X and g satisfies the quantitative reverse
doubling condition (5) for some o > 0, we have

N d(z,y)" _ d(z,y)"
@) = [ty W) = [ s ) )

for all x € X since p({z}) = 0 for every z € X.

Riesz capacities are well known in Euclidean spaces; we refer to [3, 26] and the references
therein. In metric spaces, variants of Riesz capacities have been studied for instance in [6, 32].
If 11 satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some o > 0, then the following
definition coincides with that of [6, Section 2.3], by (44).

Definition 10.2. Let § > 0 and 1 < p < co. The Riesz (3, p)-capacity of a subset £ C X is
Rs,(E) = inf{||f||’£p(X) : f>0and Isf >1on E},

where f > 0 in the infimum means that f is a nonnegative Borel function in X.

The pointwise inequalities for Riesz potentials in Lemma 10.3 will be useful when comparing
Riesz capacities and Triebel-Lizorkin capacities. The proofs of these estimates are rather
straightforward computations based on the doubling and reverse doubling conditions.

Lemma 10.3. Let 8 > 0 and let v be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. Then

Liw(z) < c, Z g=n” B 2)\){;6}) (45)

n=ng

for every x € X.
Conversely, if ju satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent
o > f3, then there exists a constant C = C(c,,0,3) > 0 such that

3 2—ﬁ"”<i <(B (x 2)\){)‘”}> < Clgu(z) (46)

n=ng

for every x € X.
Proof. Fix x € X and write A,, = B(z,2™™) \ B(z,27"!) for every n > ny. We have

_ d(z,y)” ,
Torz) = /X\{:v} w(B(z,d(z,y)) Z / B(x, d (z y))) w(y) 47)

The doubling property (3) of u implies that
d(z,y)’ 2o 2o
= STy S TR o)
w(B(z,d(z,y))) = p(B(z,27"71)) n(B(z,27m))
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for every y € A,, and n > ng, and thus

= 270y B(z,27")\ {z
15y<x)gcﬂzﬂ<8< - cHZQ on? B(:c,2>\n){) 193

This proves inequality (45).
For the proof of (46), we assume that p satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condi-
tion (5) for some exponent o > /5. We estimate

_anV(B(, 27\ {2}) ¢ I )
rzz:r;o i u(B(z,27m)) — /B(:v 9-m)\ {} M(B(l‘, 2—n)) dv(y) .

Let m,n € Z be such that np < n < m and let y € A,,. Then the quantitative reverse
doubling condition (5) implies that

p(B(,d.y) Ca<d<%y>)“.

w(B(z,27m)) "
Hence,
Q—ﬁn —on B d<x7y>0
n(c—p) n(o—p3)
WB@2m) C aB@r) = uB@dwy)
and therefore
2 d(z,y)° " on(o—0)
Z WBG ) = B ) 2=
d(z,y)? m(o—) 49
< C(¢y, 0, ) (B(x,d(x,y)))2 (49)
< Clcy, 0, ) d(z,y)°

for every m > ng and y € A,,,. Combining the estimates (48) and (49) and the identity in (47),
we conclude that

- v(B(z, 27" T - z,7y)°
Z Q—Bn <iié<2x’2)>>{> }) < C(CU,O', ﬁ) Z d( 7y) dV(y)

= C(co,0,0)1pv(z),

as was claimed. O

The following theorem explains the relation between the Riesz (f3, p)-capacities and the
Triebel-Lizorkin (S, p, ¢)-capacities. Namely, in the case ¢ = oo these capacities are compa-
rable for all sets £ C X, under our standard assumptions. The proof is quite simple, relying
on the pointwise estimates given by Lemma 10.3.

Theorem 10.4. Let > 0 and 1 < p < oo, and assume that p satisfies the quantitative
reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > 3. Then

C;Qp Capgoo(E) < Rﬁ7p(E) < C(Cua Co, 0, Bap) Capg,oo(E) )
for all sets E C X.
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Proof. To show the first inequality, we fix a nonnegative Borel function f such that I5f(x) > 1
for every x € E. We set h,, = f for every n > ng and define h = (h,);2,,, > 0. Assuming that
r € E, Lemma 10.3 with the measure dv = f du gives

- N s v(B(z,27)\ {z})
LS (@) = Lvla) S ) 2" =g oS

C —Bn 1B(x2 ")(y)
<6,y /X—M( sy W) dn(

cay e [ 202 L (4) duy) = W)

n=ngo

n=ng

n=ngo

Thus
Capl oo () < 121 ey = PRI iy = 1 iy -

and the first inequality of the claim follows by taking infimum over all f as above.

Let then f = (f.);2,, be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions in X such that
Hp f(x) > 1 for all z € E. We define h = sup,,»,,, fn > 0 and fix z € E. Using Lemma 10.3,
with the measure dv = hdu, and the fact that ,u({:p}) = 0 for every x € X, we obtain

o0

Lt o) = Yo [ 2 ) duty)

C —Bn ]—B(x,Q*”)(y)
<e. Y2 /X o W ) )

n=ng

n=ngo

—c, Z g=n” e 2)\){)‘5}) < Clyv(z) = I;(Ch)(x) |

where C' = C(cy, ¢y, 0, 5). This implies that

n=ng

R p(E) < ORI xy = CPlIRI ey = CPUF (i)
and the second inequality of the claim follows by taking infimum over all f as above. O

By the g-independence of the (5, p, ¢)-capacities for compact sets, given by Theorem 9.3,
we obtain from Theorem 10.4 the comparability of Capgq and Rg, for all 1 < ¢ < oco. Thus
the following result is an immediate consequence of those two theorems. Nevertheless, we give
below also an alternative direct proof, which is based on the dual characterization of Capgq
and uses some arguments from [32].

Theorem 10.5. Let f > 0, 1 < p < o0, and 1 < q < o0, and assume that p satisfies
the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent ¢ > [. Then there ezists

a constant C = C(c,, ¢y, B,0,p) > 0 such that Capg,q(E) < CRp,(E) for all compact sets
FCX.

Proof. Theorem 7.3 implies that

v(E)

Capgq(E)l/p = sup{ LV E M*(E)} : (50)

HHBVHLP’(X;IQ/)
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Let v € MT(FE) and let f > 0 be such that I5f > 1 on E. Then
d(z,y)"
B < [ Bt / [ 150 s 1 0) i) )

d(y, )" ,
<o f / L\ ()= s () ) ()
—u [ T 7 ) du ><curuﬁuumHfum
Lemma 10.3 and Lemma 9.2 imply that

[ sVl Lo () < CuHHB’/HLp ) S C(co, Cus B,0,p HHﬁVHLP (X;51%9)

< C<Co7c,u7ﬁua7p HHﬁyHLp’(X;lQ’) :

Hence,

v(E)
HHﬁyHLP (X9

and by taking infimum over all f as above, we get

“E) < ey, B0, p) Ran(E)P
HHBUHLP (X;l)

The claim follows by taking supremum over all v € M*(E) and using (50). O

< C(Cor s B, 0, D) f1l o)

We also record explicitly the following corollary concerning the comparability of the Riesz
capacity and the relative Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (3, p, q)-capacity. This result is needed
below in our applications concerning capacity density conditions.

Corollary 10.6. Let 1 < p < o0, 1 < g <00, 0 < 8 < 1, and A > 2, and assume
that 1 satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent o > [p.
Let B C X be a ball and let E C B be a compact set. Then there exists a constant C' =
C(¢o,p,q,0,8,¢cu, N) > 0 such that

caprq(E,ZB,AB) < CRg,(E).
Proof. This follows by combining Theorems 6.5 and 10.5. U

11. CAPACITY DENSITY

We conclude the paper by applying the results from the previous sections to obtain a
characterization of the capacity density condition for the relative Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin
capacity. This extends the results in [26], [6] and [7] to our present setting and in particular
implies that also this density condition is open-ended (self-improving) in complete geodesic
metric spaces; see Corollary 11.5.

In the proof of the characterization in Theorem 11.4 we will need most of the theory that has
been established in the paper. In particular, we use Corollary 10.6, which follows from the com-
parability results between the relative Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (3, p, ¢)-capacity, the Triebel—
Lizorkin (f, p, q¢)-capacity, and the Riesz (3, p)-capacity. In the proofs of the comparability
results we applied the discrete Qg-potentials and the g-independence of the Triebel-Lizorkin
(B, p, q)-capacities. The proof of the latter was, in turn, based on the dual characterization of
the Triebel-Lizorkin capacities and the Muckenhoupt—Wheeden Theorem. Finally, we utilize
also the estimates for the relative (5, p, g)-capacities from Section 4.

Besides these results from the present work, one essential ingredient in the proof of The-
orem 11.4 is [6, Theorem 6.4], which however requires some additional assumptions on the
space X. The proof of [6, Theorem 6.4] utilizes a non-trivial characterization of a Hajlasz
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capacity density condition in terms of Hausdorff content density conditions from [7, Theo-
rem 9.5].
Before the statement of Theorem 11.4, we introduce the relevant density conditions.

Definition 11.1. Let 1 <p < 00,1 < g <oo,and 0 < f < 1. A closed set & C X satisfies the
Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (3, p, ¢)-capacity density condition, if there are constants cy,c; > 0
and A > 2 such that

Cangq(E N B(x,r), B(z,2r), B(x,Ar)) > ¢ cangq(B(x, r), B(x,2r), B(x, Ar)) (51)

for all z € F and all 0 < r < ¢; diam(FE).

By inequality (44), the following Riesz capacity density condition coincides with the one in
6, Definition 6.3] if u satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some o > 0.

Definition 11.2. Let 1 < p < oo and f > 0. A closed set E C X satisfies the Riesz
(B, p)-capacity density condition, if there is a constant ¢y > 0 such that

Rgp(EN B(x,r)) 2 co Rap(B(w,7)) (52)
for all z € F and all 0 < r < (1/8) diam(FE).

We also need a suitable version of the Hausdorff content density condition; recall Defini-
tion 4.5. The following definition coincides with [6, Definition 5.1].

Definition 11.3. A closed set £ C X satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition of
codimension d > 0, if there is a constant ¢y > 0 such that

HEYE N B(a,r)) > ¢ HEY(B(x, 7)) (53)
for all z € F and all 0 < r < diam(F).

We are now ready to characterize the Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacity density condition.
The implication from (ii) to (iii) in the following theorem relies (via [6, Theorem 6.4]) on [7,
Theorem 9.5]. This is the most difficult of the implications in the proof. The bounds A > 41
and ¢; < 1/80 in (i) and (iv) are convenient due to the use of Theorem 4.6, but they have not
been optimized. Nevertheless, part (iv) shows that the actual value of these constants is not
essential. Moreover, a straightforward modification of Example 4.4 shows that all closed sets
E C R™ satisfy condition (i) of Theorem 11.4 with A =2 when 1 < p < oo and 0 < f <1 are
such that fp < 1. Not all closed sets satisfy, say, condition (iii) and therefore the requirement
A > 41 cannot be replaced with A > 2 in part (i) of Theorem 11.4.

Theorem 11.4. Let 1 <p<oo,1 <qg<o00, and 0 < < 1. Assume that X is a complete
geodesic metric space and that p satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for
some exponent o > Bp. Then the following conditions are equivalent for all closed sets E C X :

(i) E satisfies the Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (5, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), with
some constants A > 41 and ¢; < 1/80.
(ii) E satisfies the Riesz (B, p)-capacity density condition (52).
(iii) E satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition (53) for some 0 < d < [p.
(iv) E satisfies the Hajtasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (B, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), for
all constants A > 41 and ¢; < 1/80.

Proof. Assume first that condition (i) holds, with constants ¢y > 0, A > 41, and ¢; < 1/80
in (51). Fix x € F and 0 < R < (1/8)diam(F), and write r = 8¢;R < ¢;diam(E). The
geodesic space X is in particular connected, and therefore, by [6, Lemma 5.5], there is a
constant Cy = C(cy, ¢, 0, f,p) > 0 such that

Rsp(B(x, R)) < CLR™"u(B(x, R)) < C(Cy,c1, c)r (B, 1)) - (54)
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We use Theorem 4.3 (b) and inequality (12) to get
(B, 1)) < C(B,p, e A) capyge (Blar), B, 2r), Blw, Ar) (55)
By combining (54) and (55), we obtain
Rﬁ,p(m) < C(B,p,0,cq, ¢y, 1, A) cang’q(B(x, r), B(x,2r), B(xz,Ar)) .

Since E satisfies the Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (3, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), with
the constant ¢y > 0, we see that

Rﬁvp(B(xv R)) S C(ﬁapa g, Caac;mc()aclaA) Cangq(E N B(ZL‘,T), B(i’, 2T)7 B(l‘,AT‘)) .

The closed and bounded set FNB(x, ) is compact by [4, Proposition 3.1], and so Corollary 10.6
implies that

Rﬁ,P(B(x7 R)) < C(ﬁvpa 4,0, Cg, Cy, Co, C1, A)Rﬁ,p(E N B(ZE, T)) .
Clearly Rg,(EN B(x,1)) < Rg,(EN B(z, R)), and therefore (ii) holds.

The implication from (ii) to (iii) follows from [6, Theorem 6.4] and the implication from
(iv) to (i) is a triviality. Hence, it suffices to show that (iii) implies (iv). To this end, assume
that (iii) holds, with a constant ¢o > 0 in (53). Let A > 41 and ¢; < 1/80, and fix z € E and
0 <r < ¢ diam(E). Theorem 4.3 (a) and inequality (12) imply that

capMﬁq(B(:c,r), B(x,2r), B(xz,Ar)) < C(cu, 5, p, A)Tiﬁplu/(B(T’T)). (56)

On the other hand, by the simple estimate in [6, Remark 5.2] and the assumed condition (iii),
we obtain

= u(B(x,r)) < HAYB(z, 7)) < Cco)HEE N B(x,r)) . (57)

Let { B(zk, rx) }x be a countable cover of ENB(xz,7), with 0 < rp, < 5Ar forall k. If0 <7, <7r
for all k, then by Definition 4.5 of the Hausdorff content we have

HeYE N Ba,r) <) p(Blag, )y,

and thus, by (57),
r ' u(B(x,1)) < Cleo) > p(Blay, i) e (58)

k
On the other hand, if » < r; for some k, then we may assume that r < r; < 5Ar and that
B(zy1,r1) N B(x,r) # (). In this case we obtain, using also the doubling condition (3), that

r~u(B(x,r)) < C(d, A)ry*u(B(x1,3r1))
d —d (59)
< CO(d, ey, N)pu(B(xq,m1)) ri ¢ < C(d, e, A Z,u (Tg, 7)) )

By taking infimum over all such covers of E N B(x,r), we conclude from (58) and (59) that
1B, ) < Clco, d, 6 NYHEL(E 1 B(z,7). (60)

Since X is connected, the measure p satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4) for a constant
0 <cp=C(c,) <1. By using (60), Theorem 4.6 with n = d/f3, and inequality (12), we get

Fu(B(z,1)) < C(B, s ey 0, ¥ capyg (0B 1), Bz, 20), Bz, Ar)) . (61)
Combining (56) and (61) gives
caprq(B(x, r), B(z,2r), B(x,Ar)) < Ccangq(E N B(z,r), B(x,2r), B(x,Ar)),

where C' = C(f,p,d, ¢y, co, A). This proves condition (iv), and the proof of the theorem is
complete. 0
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As a corollary of Theorem 11.4, we obtain for the Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin capacity density
condition the following self-improvement property, which is new even in the Euclidean spaces.
Similar self-improvement results for other fractional capacities have been obtained in [26, 6, 7].

Corollary 11.5. Let 1 < p < o0, 1 < ¢,7 < o0, and 0 < f < 1. Assume that X is a
complete geodesic metric space and that u satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition
(5) for some exponent o > [p. Assume that a closed set E C X satisfies the Hajltasz—Triebel—
Lizorkin (5, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), with some constants A > 41 and ¢; < 1/80.
Then there exists 0 < § < min{f,p — 1} such that E satisfies the Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin
(v, s, T)-capacity density condition (51), for any A > 41 and c¢; < 1/80, whenever

f—d<vy<l, p—d<s<oo and o>7s.

Proof. Theorem 11.4 implies that E satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition (53)
for some 0 < d < Bp. Notice that this condition is open-ended, so it allows us to choose
0 <6 <min{f,p— 1} such that d < (8 —0)(p — §). Let v and s be such that

0<pf—-d<y<l, l1l<p—d<s<oo and o >7s.

Then 0 < d < 7s, and since F satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition (53) of
codimension d, Theorem 11.4 implies that E satisfies the Hajlasz—Triebel-Lizorkin (v, s, 7)-
capacity density condition (51), for all constants A > 41 and ¢; < 1/80. O
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