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CLASSIFYING TRIEBEL–LIZORKIN CAPACITIES IN METRIC SPACES

JUHA LEHRBÄCK, KAUSHIK MOHANTA, AND ANTTI V. VÄHÄKANGAS

Abstract. We study non-local or fractional capacities in metric measure spaces. Our main
goal is to clarify the relations between relative Haj lasz–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 Haj lasz–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 µ. More precisely, when
B ⊂ X is an open ball and E ⊂ B is a closed set, we consider the following, for parameters
1 < p <∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 0 < β < 1, and Λ ≥ 2:

• the relative Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB),

• the potentional Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity Capβ
p,q(E),

• the dual characterization of Capβ
p,q(E) in terms of measures supported on E,

• the Riesz (β, p)-capacity Rβ,p(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 q plays no essential role. The last part of the paper, where we characterize a
capacity density condition associated to Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin capacities, can be viewed as
a continuation of [6, 7].

The Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin function spaces Ṁβ
p,q and the corresponding relative capaci-

ties capṀβ
p,q

are defined using fractional Haj lasz gradients. In Section 3 we introduce these

gradients, following [24], and recall in Lemma 3.2 a Poincaré type inequality for them. Haj lasz–
Triebel–Lizorkin spaces and relative capacities capṀβ

p,q
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 Capβ
p,q(E) is

defined in Section 6 using the potential operator Hβ,

Hβ f(x) =
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y) ,

for a sequence f = (fn)n≥n0 of nonnegative Borel functions in X . Here n0 is the smallest integer
such that 2−n0 ≤ 2 diam(X), with the interpretation that n0 = −∞ if X is unbounded.
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We show that, under suitable assumptions on the space X and the parameters p, q, β and Λ,
the capacities capṀβ

p,q
(E, 2B,ΛB) and Capβ

p,q(E) are comparable for all compact sets E ⊂ B.

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

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p <∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, 0 < β < 1 and Λ ≥ 41. Assume that the measure

µ is doubling and reverse doubling, and satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5)
for some exponent σ > βp. Let B = B(x, r) ⊂ X be a ball with x ∈ X and 0 < r < 1

80
diam(X)

and let E ⊂ B be a compact set. Then

C−1 Capβ
p,q(E) ≤ capṀβ

p,q
(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ C Capβ

p,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

n (equipped
with the Euclidean distance) the Lebesgue measure is both doubling and reverse doubling and
satisfies condition (5) with σ = n.

As a technical tool for the proof of the second inequality in (1), we introduce a new discrete
potential operator Qβ, which majorizes the operator Hβ ; see Lemma 6.3. The definition
of Qβ (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 Qβ can be seen as a smooth version of Hβ, whose definition uses
noncontinuous characteristic functions of balls. Boundedness properties of Qβ are studied in
Section 5, and in particular we obtain for Qβ 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
Capβ

p,q(E) for compact sets E ⊂ X . As in the Euclidean case in [3], this is based on the use
of (nonnegative) Radon measures ν supported on E. In our setting, the sequence

qHβν(x) =

(

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))

)∞

n=n0

, x ∈ 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),

which gives an estimate for the norm of qHβν in terms of the fractional maximal function

Mβν(x) = sup
0<r≤2−n0

rβ
ν(B(x, r))

µ(B(x, r))
, x ∈ X .

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 Capβ
p,q 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 Capβ

p,q are in fact independent of the q-parameter, again under a suitable
reverse doubling assumption. Consequently, by Theorem 1.1 the same independence holds for
the relative capacity capṀβ

p,q
, as well.

Finally, in Sections 10 and 11 we compare the Triebel–Lizorkin capacities and the Riesz
capacities Rβ,p(E), which are defined in terms of a metric space variant of the classical Riesz
potential,

Iβf(x) =

∫

X\{x}

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
f(y) dµ(y) , (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 Capβ

p,∞ and Rβ,p 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 q-independence of the potentional Triebel–Lizorkin
capacities yields for compact sets the same comparability also for Capβ

p,q, for every 1 < q ≤ ∞,
and thus for the relative capacity capṀβ

p,q
as 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 Capβ

p,q is bounded from above by Rβ,p, for all 1 < q ≤ ∞.
The main application of the above results is given in Section 11, where we characterize, for

0 < β < 1, a Haj lasz–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 Rβ,p dominates the corresponding Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin capac-
ity capṀβ

p,q
, for every 1 < q ≤ ∞; 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 Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin capacity capṀβ
p,q

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 Haj lasz–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
Haj lasz–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

n 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 Ihnatsyeva 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 N0 = {0, 1, 2, . . .}. We also set p′ = p
p−1

if 1 < p <∞, p′ = 1

if p = ∞, and p′ = ∞ if p = 1.
Throughout the rest of the paper we assume that X = (X, d, µ) is a metric measure space

equipped with a metric d and a nonnegative complete Borel measure µ such that 0 < µ(B) <∞
for all open balls B ⊂ X , each of which is an open set of the form

B = B(x, r) = {y ∈ X : d(y, x) < r}

with x ∈ X and r > 0. The corresponding closed ball is

B(x, r) = {y ∈ X : d(y, x) ≤ 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 ⊂ X is denoted by diam(A). We write n0 = −∞ if diam(X) = ∞,
and otherwise choose n0 to be the smallest integer such that 2−n0 ≤ 2 diam(X). In the latter
case, we have diam(X) < 2−n0 ≤ 2 diam(X).
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We also assume throughout the paper that the measure µ is doubling, that is, there is a
constant cµ > 1, called the doubling constant of µ, such that

µ(2B) ≤ cµ µ(B) (3)

for all balls B = B(x, r) in X . Here we use for 0 < t <∞ the notation tB = B(x, tr).
If X is connected, then the doubling measure µ also satisfies the reverse doubling condition,

that is, there is a constant 0 < cR = C(cµ) < 1 such that

µ(B(x, r/2)) ≤ cR µ(B(x, r)) (4)

for all x ∈ 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 σ > 0 and a constant cσ > 0, both
depending on cµ only, such that the quantitative reverse doubling condition

µ(B(x, r))

µ(B(x,R))
≤ cσ

( r

R

)σ

(5)

holds for all x ∈ X and all 0 < r < R ≤ 2 diam(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 σ > 0.

We denote the closure of a set A ⊂ X by A. In particular, if B = B(x, r) ⊂ X is a ball,

then the notation B = B(x, r) refers to the closure of the ball B. The characteristic function
of a set A ⊂ X is denoted by 1A; that is, 1A(x) = 1 if x ∈ A and 1A(x) = 0 if x ∈ X \ A.

When A ⊂ X is a measurable set with 0 < µ(A) <∞, we write

fA =

∫

A

f(y) dµ(y) =
1

µ(A)

∫

A

f(y) dµ(y)

for the integral average of f ∈ L1(A) over A. If f : X → R is a measurable function, then the
noncentered Hardy–Littlewood maximal function M∗f of f is defined by

M∗f(x) = sup
B

∫

B

|f(y)| dµ(y) , x ∈ X , (6)

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X such that x ∈ B. The sublinear operator
M∗ is bounded on Lp(X) with a constant C(cµ, p) for every 1 < p ≤ ∞, see [4, Theorem 3.13].

Finally, we say that a function η : X → R is L-Lipschitz, if |η(x) − η(y)| ≤ Ld(x, y) for
every x, y ∈ X .

3. Fractional Haj lasz gradient

We define fractional Haj lasz gradients in open sets as in [13], by adapting [24, Definition 1.1].

Definition 3.1. Let 0 < β ≤ 1 and let u : Ω → R be a measurable function on an open set
Ω ⊂ X . A sequence g = (gk)k∈Z of nonnegative measurable functions is called a fractional
β-Haj lasz gradient of u, if there exists a set E ⊂ Ω such that µ(E) = 0 and for all k ∈ Z and
x, y ∈ Ω \ E satisfying 2−k−1 ≤ d(x, y) < 2−k, we have

|u(x) − u(y)| ≤ d(x, y)β(gk(x) + gk(y)) .

We denote by D
β
Ω(u) the collection of all fractional β-Haj lasz gradients of u.

We need the following metric space variant of the Poincaré type inequality [24, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < β < 1 and assume that µ satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4)
with a constant 0 < cR < 1. Let x0 ∈ X, let n ∈ Z be such that 2−n+3 < diam(X), and assume

that u ∈ L1(B(x0, 2
−n+2)) and (gk)k∈Z ∈ D

β
B(x0,2−n+2)(u). Then

∫

B(x0,2−n)

|u(x) − uB(x0,2−n)| dµ(x) ≤ C(cµ, cR)2−nβ
n
∑

k=n−3

∫

B(x0,2−n+2)

gk(x) dµ(x) .
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Proof. We estimate
∫

B(x0,2−n)

|u(x) − uB(x0,2−n)| dµ(x) ≤ 2

∫

B(x0,2−n)

|u(x) − uB(x0,2−n+2)\B(x0,2−n+1)| dµ(x)

≤ 2

∫

B(x0,2−n)

∫

B(x0,2−n+2)\B(x0,2−n+1)

|u(x) − u(y)| dµ(y) dµ(x) .

(7)

We let E ⊂ B(x0, 2
−n+2) be the exceptional set for (gk)k∈Z as in Definition 3.1. Fix points

x ∈ B(x0, 2
−n) and y ∈ B(x0, 2

−n+2) \B(x0, 2
−n+1) such that x, y 6∈ E. Then

2−n ≤ d(x, y) < 2−n+3

and therefore

|u(x) − u(y)| ≤ d(x, y)β

(

n−1
∑

k=n−3

gk(x) +

n−1
∑

k=n−3

gk(y)

)

.

Since µ(E) = 0, it follows that
∫

B(x0,2−n)

∫

B(x0,2−n+2)\B(x0,2−n+1)

|u(x) − u(y)| dµ(y) dµ(x)

≤ 2−nβ+3

(
∫

B(x0,2−n)

n−1
∑

k=n−3

gk(x) dµ(x) +

∫

B(x0,2−n+2)\B(x0,2−n+1)

n−1
∑

k=n−3

gk(y) dµ(y)

)

.

(8)

By the doubling condition (3), we get

∫

B(x0,2−n)

n−1
∑

k=n−3

gk(x) dµ(x) ≤ c2µ

n−1
∑

k=n−3

∫

B(x0,2−n+2)

gk(x) dµ(x) . (9)

By the assumed reverse doubling condition (4), we have

µ(B(x0, 2
−n+1)) ≤ cR µ(B(x0, 2

−n+2)) ,

and therefore

µ(B(x0, 2
−n+2) \B(x0, 2

−n+1)) ≥ (1 − cR)µ(B(x0, 2
−n+2)) .

Hence,

∫

B(x0,2−n+2)\B(x0,2−n+1))

n−1
∑

k=n−3

gk(y) dµ(y) ≤
1

1 − cR

n−1
∑

k=n−3

∫

B(x0,2−n+2)

gk(x) dµ(x) . (10)

The desired Poincaré inequality follows by combining inequalities (7), (8), (9) and (10). �

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

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < β < 1 and let (gk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
X(u) be a fractional β-Haj lasz gradient of a

measurable function u : X → R. Assume that η is a bounded L-Lipschitz function in X and

define

ρk =
(

gk‖η‖∞ + 2k(β−1)L|u|
)

1{x∈X : η(x)6=0} , k ∈ Z .

Then (ρk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
X(ηu).
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4. Triebel–Lizorkin spaces and relative capacity

Haj lasz–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 Haj lasz–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 < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and an open set Ω ⊂ X . For a sequence g = (gk)k∈Z of
measurable functions in Ω, we define the mixed norm

‖g‖Lp(Ω; lq) =
∥

∥‖g‖lq(Z)
∥

∥

Lp(Ω)
,

where

‖g‖lq(Z) =







(

∑

k∈Z |gk|
q
)1/q

, for 1 ≤ q <∞,

supk∈Z |gk|, for q = ∞.

We use the following Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal function inequality; we refer
to [11, Theorem 1.2] for a proof. If 1 < p < ∞ and 1 < q ≤ ∞, then there exists a positive
constant C > 0 such that for all sequences of measurable functions (gk)k∈Z in X we have

∥

∥(M∗gk)k∈Z
∥

∥

Lp(X;lq)
≤ C‖(gk)k∈Z‖Lp(X;lq) , (11)

where M∗gk is the noncentered maximal function of gk for each k ∈ Z.

Definition 4.1. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and 0 < β < 1, and let Ω ⊂ X be an open
set. The homogeneous Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin space Ṁβ

p,q(Ω) is the seminormed space of all
measurable functions u : Ω → R satisfying

|u|Ṁβ
p,q(Ω) = inf

g∈Dβ
Ω(u)

‖g‖Lp(Ω;lq) <∞ .

Notice that |u|Ṁβ
p,q(Ω) ≤ |u|Ṁβ

p,τ (Ω) whenever 1 ≤ τ ≤ q ≤ ∞. We remark that | · |Ṁβ
p,q(Ω) is a

seminorm but not a norm since |u|Ṁβ
p,q(Ω) = 0 whenever u is a constant function.

The following definition of a relative Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity capṀβ
p,q

is

motivated by [9, Definition 4.1]; see also [28, Definition 7.1], [10] and [29, §11].

Definition 4.2. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 0 < β < 1, and Λ ≥ 2. Let B ⊂ X be a ball
and let E ⊂ B be a closed set. Then we write

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) = inf
ϕ
|ϕ|p

Ṁβ
p,q(ΛB)

,

where the infimum is taken over all continuous functions ϕ : X → R such that ϕ(x) ≥ 1 for
every x ∈ E and ϕ(x) = 0 for every x ∈ X \ 2B.

Observe that if F ⊂ E ⊂ B are closed sets and 1 ≤ τ ≤ q ≤ ∞, then

capṀβ
p,q

(F, 2B,ΛB) ≤ capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ capṀβ
p,τ

(E, 2B,ΛB) . (12)

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

Theorem 4.3. Let 1 < p <∞, 0 < β < 1, x0 ∈ X, and r > 0.

(a) If Λ ≥ 2, then

capṀβ
p,1

(

B(x0, r), B(x0, 2r), B(x0,Λr)
)

≤ C(cµ, β, p,Λ)r−βpµ(B(x0, r)) .

(b) Assume in addition that X is connected and r < (1/8) diam(X). If Λ > 2, then

r−βpµ(B(x0, r)) ≤ C(β, p, cµ,Λ) capṀβ
p,∞

(

B(x0, r), B(x0, 2r), B(x0,Λr)
)

.
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Proof. (a) Write B = B(x0, r) and let

ϕ(x) = max
{

0, 1 − r−1 dist(x,B)
}

for every x ∈ X . Then 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 in X , ϕ = 1 in B, ϕ = 0 in X \2B, and ϕ is an r−1-Lipschitz
function in X . Since ϕ is admissible for the relative capacity, we have

capṀβ
p,1

(B, 2B,ΛB) ≤ |ϕ|p
Ṁβ

p,1(ΛB)
.

Lemma 3.3, with u = 1 and gk = 0 for all k ∈ Z, implies that (ρk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
X(ϕ), where

ρk = 2k(β−1)r−11{x∈X :ϕ(x)6=0} , for all k ∈ Z .

Let m be the smallest integer such that 2−m−1 ≤ 2Λr. Observe that (1k≥mρk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
ΛB(ϕ).

Thus

|ϕ|p
Ṁβ

p,1(ΛB)
≤
∥

∥(1k≥mρk)k∈Z
∥

∥

p

Lp(ΛB;l1)
=

∫

ΛB

(

∞
∑

k=m

ρk(x)

)p

dµ(x)

≤ r−p

∫

2B

(

∞
∑

k=m

2k(β−1)

)p

dµ(x)

≤ C(β, p)r−p2mp(β−1)µ(2B) ≤ C(cµ, β, p,Λ)r−βpµ(B) ,

and the claim (a) follows from this.
(b) The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2. Write B = B(x0, r) and choose

λ = min{3,Λ} > 2. Let ϕ : X → R be a continuous function such that ϕ(x) ≥ 1 for

every x ∈ B and ϕ(x) = 0 for every x ∈ X \ 2B, and let g = (gk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
ΛB(ϕ).

Fix m ∈ Z such that 2−m−1 ≤ r < 2−m. Then

2−m−1 ≤ r ≤ d(x, y) < (1 + λ)r ≤ 4r < 2−m+2

for all x ∈ B and y ∈ λB \ 2B. Since ϕ ≥ 1 in B and ϕ = 0 in λB \ 2B, we can proceed as in
(7) and obtain

1 ≤

∫

B

ϕ(x) dµ(x) =

∫

B

|ϕ(x) − ϕλB\2B | dµ(x)

≤

∫

B

∫

λB\2B

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| dµ(y) dµ(x)

≤ 4rβ
m
∑

k=m−2

∫

B

gk(x) dµ(x) + 4rβ
m
∑

k=m−2

∫

λB\2B

gk(y) dµ(y) .

(13)

Here
m
∑

k=m−2

∫

B

gk(x) dµ(x) ≤
m
∑

k=m−2

(
∫

B

gk(x)p dµ(x)

)1/p

≤ 3

(
∫

B

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(x)

)1/p

.

(14)

Since X is connected and λr < 4r < diam(X)/2, by [4, Lemma 3.7] there exists a constant
0 < cR = C(cµ,Λ) < 1 such that

µ(2B) = µ(B(x0, 2r)) ≤ cR µ(B(x0, λr)) = cR µ(λB) ,

and therefore

µ(λB \ 2B) ≥ (1 − cR)µ(λB) .
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Hence,
m
∑

k=m−2

∫

λB\2B

gk(y) dµ(y) ≤
1

1 − cR

m
∑

k=m−2

∫

λB

gk(x) dµ(x)

≤
1

1 − cR

m
∑

k=m−2

(
∫

λB

gk(x)p dµ(x)

)1/p

≤
3

1 − cR

(
∫

λB

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(x)

)1/p

.

(15)

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

1 ≤

(
∫

B

∫

λB\2B

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| dµ(y) dµ(x)

)p

≤ C(p, cR)rβp
(
∫

B

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(x) +

∫

λB

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(x)

)

,

and thus

r−βpµ(B) ≤ C(p, cR, β)

∫

ΛB

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(x) .

Since cR = C(cµ,Λ), the desired inequality follows by taking infimum over all functions ϕ and
g as above. �

Observe the strict lower bound Λ > 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 Λ ≥ 2.

Example 4.4. Let X = R
n equipped with the Euclidean distance and the Lebesgue measure.

Fix 1 < p <∞ and 0 < β < 1 such that βp < 1. We show that

capṀβ
p,1

(

B(0, 1), B(0, 2), B(0, 2)
)

= 0 . (16)

Fix j ∈ N and let

ϕj(x) = min
{

1, 2j dist(x,Rn \B(0, 2))
}

for every x ∈ R
n. Observe that 0 ≤ ϕj ≤ 1 in R

n, ϕj(x) = 1 for every x ∈ B(0, 1) and
ϕj(x) = 0 for every R

n \ B(0, 2). It follows that ϕj is an admissible test function for the
capacity on the left-hand side of (16). Write Bj = B(0, 2 − 2−j) and Aj = B(0, 2) \ Bj. For
every k ∈ Z, we define

gk(x) =











0 , if k < −2 ,

2jβ1Aj
, if − 2 ≤ k < j ,

2j−k(1−β)1Aj
, if j ≤ k .

Since ϕj = 1 in Bj, a straightforward case study shows that (gk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
B(0,2)(ϕj). Hence,

capṀβ
p,1

(

B(0, 1), B(0, 2), B(0, 2)
)

≤ |ϕj|
p

Ṁβ
p,1(B(0,2))

≤

∫

B(0,2)

(

∑

k∈Z

gk(x)

)p

dµ(x)

≤ 2p−1

∫

Aj

(

j−1
∑

k=−2

2jβ

)p

dµ(x) + 2p−1

∫

Aj

(

∞
∑

k=j

2j−k(1−β)

)p

dµ(x) .

Here
∫

Aj

(

j−1
∑

k=−2

2jβ

)p

dµ(x) ≤ |Aj|(j + 2)p2jβp ≤ C(n)2−j(1−βp)(j + 2)p
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and
∫

Aj

(

∞
∑

k=j

2j−k(1−β)

)p

dµ(x) = |Aj |2
jβp

(

∞
∑

k=j

2(j−k)(1−β)

)p

≤ C(p, n, β)2−j(1−βp) .

Since βp < 1, by taking j → ∞ 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 < ρ ≤ ∞ and d ≥ 0. The (ρ-restricted) Hausdorff content of codimen-
sion d of a set F ⊂ X is defined by

Hµ,d
ρ (F ) = inf

{

∑

k

µ(B(xk, rk)) r
−d
k : F ⊂

⋃

k

B(xk, rk) and 0 < rk ≤ ρ

}

.

For q = ∞ 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 ≤ q <∞ as
well. We refer to [22] for recent advances on related lower bound estimates.

Theorem 4.6. Let 1 < p < ∞, 0 ≤ η < p, 0 < β < 1, and Λ ≥ 41, and assume that µ
satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4) with a constant 0 < cR < 1. Let B = B(x0, r),

where x0 ∈ X and 0 < r < (1/80) diam(X), and let E ⊂ B be a closed set. Then there exists

a constant C = C(β, p, η, cR, cµ,Λ) > 0 such that

Hµ,βη
5Λr (E) ≤ Crβ(p−η) capṀβ

p,∞
(E, 2B,ΛB).

Proof. Let ϕ : X → R be a continuous function such that ϕ(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ E and

ϕ(x) = 0 for every x ∈ X \ 2B and let g = (gk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
ΛB(ϕ). By replacing the function ϕ

with max{0,min{ϕ, 1}}, if necessary, we may assume that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. Thus ϕ is continuous
on X , ϕ = 1 on E, and ϕ = 0 on X \ 2B. Fix m ∈ Z such that 2−m−1 ≤ 5r < 2−m. Let x ∈ E
and write B0 = B(x, 2−m).

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

0 ≤ ϕB0 =

∫

B0

ϕ(y) dy ≤
µ(2B)

µ(B0)
≤
µ(B(x0, 2r))

µ(B(x0, 4r))
≤ cR < 1.

As a consequence, since x ∈ E, we find that

|ϕ(x) − ϕB0 | ≥ 1 − cR > 0.

Define Bn = 2−nB0 = B(x, 2−(m+n)) for each n ∈ N. By the doubling property of µ,

0 < 1 − cR ≤ |ϕ(x) − ϕB0 | = lim
k→∞

|ϕBk
− ϕB0| = lim

k→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k−1
∑

n=0

(ϕBn+1 − ϕBn
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∞
∑

n=0

∫

Bn+1

|ϕ(y) − ϕBn
| dµ(y) ≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=0

∫

Bn

|ϕ(y) − ϕBn
| dµ(y) .

Fix n ∈ N0. Observe that 2−(m+n)+3 ≤ 80r < diam(X) and that B(x, 2−(m+n)+2) ⊂ ΛB.
Hence, Lemma 3.2 implies that

∫

Bn

|ϕ(y) − ϕBn
| dµ(y) ≤ C(cµ, cR)2−(m+n)β

n+m
∑

k=n+m−3

∫

B(x,2−(m+n)+2)

gk(y) dµ(y) .
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By combining the above estimates, we get

0 < 1 − cR ≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=0

∫

Bn

|ϕ(y) − ϕBn
| dµ(y)

≤ C(cµ, cR)
∞
∑

n=0

2−(m+n)β
n+m
∑

k=n+m−3

∫

B(x,2−(m+n)+2)

gk(y) dµ(y)

≤ C(cµ, cR)
∞
∑

n=m−2

2−nβ
n+2
∑

k=n−1

∫

B(x,2−n)

gk(y) dµ(y)

≤ C(cµ, cR)
∞
∑

n=m−2

2−nβ
n+2
∑

k=n−1

(
∫

B(x,2−n)

gk(y)p dµ(y)

)1/p

≤ C(cµ, cR)
∞
∑

n=m−2

2−nβ

(
∫

B(x,2−n)

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(y)

)1/p

.

Let δ = β(p− η)/p > 0. Then

2(m−2)δ

∞
∑

n=m−2

2−nδ = C(β, p, η, cR)(1 − cR)

≤ C(β, p, η, cR, cµ)
∞
∑

n=m−2

2−nβ

(
∫

B(x,2−n)

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(y)

)1/p

.

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

µ(B(x, 2−n))(2−n)−βη ≤ C(β, p, η, cR, cµ)2−βm(p−η)

∫

B(x,2−n)

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(y).

Write rx = 2−n and Bx = B(x, rx) = B(x, 2−n). Then the previous estimate gives

µ(Bx)r−βη
x ≤ C(β, p, η, cR, cµ)rβ(p−η)

∫

Bx

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(y).

By the 5r-covering lemma [4, Lemma 1.7], we obtain points xℓ ∈ E, ℓ ∈ N, such that the
balls Bxℓ

⊂ ΛB with radii rxℓ
≤ Λr are pairwise disjoint and E ⊂

⋃∞
ℓ=1 5Bxℓ

. Hence,

Hµ,βη
5Λr (E) ≤

∞
∑

ℓ=1

µ(5Bxℓ
)(5rxℓ

)−βη ≤ Crβ(p−η)

∞
∑

ℓ=1

∫

Bxℓ

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(y)

≤ Crβ(p−η)

∫

ΛB

(

sup
k∈Z

gk(y)

)p

dµ(y) .

The desired inequality follows by taking infimum over all functions g and ϕ as above. �

5. Discrete potential operator

In this section we introduce and study a discrete potential operator Qβ. The main impor-
tance of this operator is that it majorizes the potential Hβ that is used in the next section
to define the Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity Capβ

p,q; see Definitions 6.1 and 6.2. Moreover,
due to the Lipschitz-continuity of the bump functions ψn,i that are used in the definition
of Qβ, this operator has better smoothing properties than Hβ whose definition is based on
characteristic functions of balls. In particular, Lemma 5.2 seem not to be available for Hβ.

We begin with a construction of a partition of unity, following the ideas from [23] and [1].
Let n ∈ Z be such that n ≥ n0; recall that 2−n0 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 xn,i ∈ X , i ∈ Pn, such that the balls B(xn,i, 2

−n−1), i ∈ Pn, are pairwise disjoint, while

X =
⋃

i∈Pn

B(xn,i, 2
−n). (17)

Since X is equipped with a doubling measure µ, the balls B(xn,i, 6 · 2−n) have a finite over-
lapping property, that is, there exists a constant N = C(cµ) such that

∑

i∈Pn

1B(xn,i,6·2−n) ≤ N. (18)

In addition, there are constants κ = C(cµ) and L = C(cµ) and a family of functions ψn,i,
i ∈ Pn, with the following properties: 0 ≤ ψn,i ≤ 1, ψn,i = 0 in X \B(xn,i, 6 · 2

−n), ψn,i ≥ κ in
B(xn,i, 3 · 2−n), ψn,i is 2nL-Lipschitz in X , and

∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x) = 1

for every x ∈ X .
The family ψn,i, i ∈ Pn, is called a partition of unity subordinate to the cover B(xn,i, 2

−n).
We keep these families, for n ≥ n0, fixed throughout the rest of the paper, starting from the
following definition.

Definition 5.1. Let β > 0 and let f = (fn)∞n=n0
be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions

in X . The discrete potential Qβ f is defined by

Qβ f(x) =

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

B(xn,i,3·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y) , x ∈ X .

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 Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin functions are studied in the full range
0 < p, q <∞.

The following lemma allows us to control the Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin seminorm of the
discrete potential Qβ f in terms of a mixed norm of f .

Lemma 5.2. Let 1 < p <∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, and 0 < β < 1, and assume that f = (fn)∞n=n0
is a

sequence of nonnegative Borel functions in X. Then there exists a constant C = C(cµ, β, p, q)
such that

|Qβ f |Ṁβ
p,q(X) ≤ C‖f‖Lp(X;lq) .

Proof. We may clearly assume that ‖f‖Lp(X;lq) <∞. If X is bounded, then we extend f as a
sequence (fn)n∈Z by setting fn = 0 if n < n0. Define g = (gk)k∈Z, where

gk(x) = Ncµ2β
∞
∑

n=k

2β(k−n)M∗fn(x) + LNcµ

k−1
∑

n=−∞

2(β−1)(k−n)M∗fn(x)

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

definition of the partitions of unity ψn,i. We aim to show that g ∈ D
β
X(Qβ f). For this purpose

we fix k ∈ Z and x, y ∈ X such that 2−k−1 ≤ d(x, y) < 2−k. Observe that k ≥ n0.
Write Bn,i = B(xn,i, 2

−n). From the definition of Qβ we obtain

|Qβ f(x) −Qβ f(y)| ≤
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

|ψn,i(x) − ψn,i(y)|

∫

3Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z) . (19)
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We split the outer summation in two parts. First,

∞
∑

n=k

2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

|ψn,i(x) − ψn,i(y)|

∫

3Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z)

≤ 2−kβ
∞
∑

n=k

2β(k−n)
∑

i∈Pn

(ψn,i(x) + ψn,i(y))

∫

3Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z)

≤ cµ2βd(x, y)β
∞
∑

n=k

2β(k−n)
∑

i∈Pn

(

16Bn,i
(x) + 16Bn,i

(y)
)

∫

6Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z)

≤ cµ2βd(x, y)β
∞
∑

n=k

2β(k−n)
∑

i∈Pn

(

16Bn,i
(x)M∗fn(x) + 16Bn,i

(y)M∗fn(y)
)

≤ Ncµ2βd(x, y)β
∞
∑

n=k

2β(k−n)(M∗fn(x) +M∗fn(y)) .

(20)

Next we assume that n0 ≤ n ≤ k − 1 and i ∈ Pn. If ψn,i(x) 6= 0, then we have

|ψn,i(x) − ψn,i(y)|

∫

3Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z)

≤ 2nLd(x, y)16Bn,i
(x)cµ

∫

6Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z)

≤ 2nLcµd(x, y)β2−k(1−β)16Bn,i
(x)M∗fn(x) .

On the other hand, if ψn,i(y) 6= 0, then a similar computation shows that

|ψn,i(x) − ψn,i(y)|

∫

3Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z) ≤ 2nLcµd(x, y)β2−k(1−β)16Bn,i
(y)M∗fn(y) .

Thus in any case we have

k−1
∑

n=n0

2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

|ψn,i(x) − ψn,i(y)|

∫

3Bn,i

fn(z) dµ(z)

≤ Lcµd(x, y)β
k−1
∑

n=n0

2−βn+n−k(1−β)
∑

i∈Pn

(16Bn,i
(x)M∗fn(x) + 16Bn,i

(y)M∗fn(y))

≤ LNcµd(x, y)β
k−1
∑

n=−∞

2(β−1)(k−n)(M∗fn(x) +M∗fn(y)) .

(21)

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

|Qβ f(x) −Qβ f(y)| ≤ d(x, y)β(gk(x) + gk(y)) ,

and therefore g ∈ D
β
X(Qβ f).

Next, define a = (ak)k∈Z, where ak = Ncµ2β · 2βk if k ≤ 0 and ak = LNcµ2(β−1)k if k > 0.
Observe that (gk(x))k∈Z = a ⋆ (M∗fn(x))n∈Z, where ⋆ designates the discrete convolution

(

a ⋆ (M∗fn(x))n∈Z
)

k
=
∑

n∈Z

ak−nM
∗fn(x) , k ∈ Z .
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Young’s convolution inequality [18, Corollary 20.14] implies for every x ∈ X that

∥

∥(gk(x))k∈Z
∥

∥

lq(Z)
=
∥

∥a ⋆ (M∗fn(x))n∈Z
∥

∥

lq(Z)

≤ ‖a‖l1(Z)
∥

∥(M∗fn(x))n∈Z
∥

∥

lq(Z)

≤ C(L,N, cµ, β)
∥

∥(M∗fn(x))n∈Z
∥

∥

lq(Z)
.

Hence, we see that

|Qβ f |Ṁβ
p,q(X) ≤ ‖(gk)k∈Z‖Lp(X;lq(Z)) ≤ C(L,N, cµ, β)

∥

∥(M∗fn)n∈Z
∥

∥

Lp(X;lq(Z))
.

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

∥

∥(M∗fn)n∈Z
∥

∥

Lp(X;lq(Z))
=

(

∫

X

(

∑

n∈Z

(M∗fn(x))q
)p/q

dµ(x)

)1/p

≤ C(cµ, p, q)

(

∫

X

(

∑

n∈Z

fn(x)q

)p/q

dµ(x)

)1/p

= C(cµ, p, q)‖(fn)n∈Z‖Lp(X;lq(Z))

(with the usual modification if q = ∞). This concludes the proof, since the constants L and
N only depend on cµ. �

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

Lemma 5.3. Let 1 < p <∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, and β > 0. Assume that µ satisfies the quantitative

reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > βp, and let f = (fn)∞n=n0
be a sequence

of nonnegative Borel functions in X. Then there exists a constant C = C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ)
such that

(
∫

B(x0,r)

(Qβ f(x))p dµ(x)

)1/p

≤ Crβ‖f‖Lp(X;lq)

for every x0 ∈ X and r > 0.

Proof. Fix x0 ∈ X and r > 0. If X is bounded, then we may clearly assume that 0 < r ≤ 2−n0.
Let k ∈ Z be such that 2−k−1 < r ≤ 2−k and let ψn,i be as in the definition of Qβ. We write
Bn,i = B(xn,i, 2

−n) and Qβ f = F +G, where

F (x) =

∞
∑

n=k

2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

and

G(x) =
k−1
∑

n=n0

2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

for every x ∈ X .
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Fix a point x ∈ B(x0, r). We estimate F (x) by using Hölder’s inequality, with exponents q
and q′ = q

q−1
,

F (x) = 2−βk

∞
∑

n=k

2−β(n−k)
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

≤ 2−βk

(

∞
∑

n=k

2−β(n−k)q′

)1/q′ ( ∞
∑

n=k

(

∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

)q)1/q

≤ C(q, β, cµ)2−βk

(

∞
∑

n=k

(

∑

i∈Pn

16Bn,i
(x)

∫

6Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

)q)1/q

≤ C(q, β, cµ, N)2−βk

(

∞
∑

n=k

(M∗fn(x))q
)1/q

,

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

∫

B(x0,r)

(F (x))p dµ(x) ≤ C(p, q, β, cµ, N)2−βpk

∫

X

(

∞
∑

n=k

(M∗fn(x))q
)p/q

dµ(x)

≤ C(p, q, β, cµ, N)2−βpk

∫

X

(

∞
∑

n=k

fn(x)q

)p/q

dµ(x)

(22)

(with an obvious modification if q = ∞).
On the other hand, from the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) with exponent

σ > βp, it follows that

1 ≤ cσ
µ(B(x0, 2

−n))

µ(B(x0, 2−k))

(

2−k

2−n

)σ

= cσ2σ(n−k)µ(B(x0, 2
−n))

µ(B(x0, 2−k))

whenever n0 ≤ n ≤ k − 1. Fix x ∈ B(x0, r). We estimate G(x) as follows

G(x) = 2−kβ
k−1
∑

n=n0

2−β(n−k)
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

B(xn,i,3·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y)

≤ c1/pσ 2−kβ
k−1
∑

n=n0

2(σ/p−β)(n−k)

(

µ(B(x0, 2
−n))

µ(B(x0, 2−k))

)1/p
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y) .

Writing 2(σ/p−β)(n−k) = 2(σ/p−β)(n−k)/p′2(σ/p−β)(n−k)/p and using Hölder’s inequality, we have

G(x) ≤ C(cσ, p)2
−kβ

(

k−1
∑

n=n0

2(σ/p−β)(n−k)

)1/p′

×

(

k−1
∑

n=n0

2(σ/p−β)(n−k)µ(B(x0, 2
−n))

µ(B(x0, 2−k))

(

∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

)p)1/p

.

(23)
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Since n0 ≤ n ≤ k − 1 and x ∈ B(x0, r) with r ≤ 2−k, we obtain
(

∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

)p

≤

(

∑

i∈Pn

16Bn,i
(x)

∫

3Bn,i

fn(y) dµ(y)

)p

≤ C(cµ, p)

(

∑

i∈Pn

16Bn,i
(x)

∫

B(x0,10·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y)

)p

≤ C(cµ, p, N)

(
∫

B(x0,10·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y)

)p

≤ C(cµ, p, N)

∫

B(x0,10·2−n)

fn(y)p dµ(y) .

(24)

By combining the estimates (23) and (24), we see that

G(x) ≤ C(cσ, p, σ, β, cµ, N)2−kβ

(

k−1
∑

n=n0

2(σ/p−β)(n−k)

µ(B(x0, 2−k))

∫

B(x0,10·2−n)

fn(y)p dµ(y)

)1/p

.

It follows that
∫

B(x0,r)

G(x)p dµ(x)

≤ C(cσ, p, σ, β, cµ, N)2−kpβ

k−1
∑

n=n0

2(σ/p−β)(n−k)

∫

B(x0,10·2−n)

fn(y)p dµ(y)

≤ C(cσ, p, σ, β, cµ, N)2−kpβ
k−1
∑

n=n0

2(σ/p−β)(n−k)

∫

X

(

k−1
∑

m=n0

fm(y)q

)p/q

dµ(y)

≤ C(cσ, p, σ, β, cµ, N)2−kpβ

∫

X

(

k−1
∑

n=n0

fn(y)q

)p/q

dµ(y)

(25)

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

∫

B(x0,r)

(Qβ f(x))p dµ(x) ≤ 2p−1

∫

B(x0,r)

(F (x))p dµ(x) + 2p−1

∫

B(x0,r)

(G(x))p dµ(x)

≤ C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ, N)2−kpβ

∫

X

(

∞
∑

n=n0

fn(y)q

)p/q

dµ(y)

≤ C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ, N)rβp‖f‖pLp(X;lq) .

This concludes the proof since N = C(cµ). �

6. Capacity with respect to a potential

Next we define the potential Hβ and the associated Triebel–Lizorkin capacity Capβ
p,q. The

main goal in this section is to show that the capacities Capβ
p,q and capṀβ

p,q
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.



16 J. LEHRBÄCK, K. MOHANTA, AND A. V. VÄHÄKANGAS

The discrete potential operator Qβ serves as an important technical tool in the proof of
Theorem 6.5. More precisely, in Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 we connect Qβ with the potential Hβ

and the capacity capṀβ
p,q

, 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 β > 0 and let f = (fn)∞n=n0
be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions

in X . The potential Hβ f is defined by

Hβ f(x) =

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y) , x ∈ X .

We use potentials Hβ to define the capacity Capβ
p,q, 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.

Definition 6.2. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and β > 0. The (β, p, q)-capacity of a set
E ⊂ X is defined by

Capβ
p,q(E) = inf

{

‖f‖pLp(X;lq) : f = (fn)∞n=n0
≥ 0 and Hβ f(x) ≥ 1 for all x ∈ E

}

,

where (fn)∞n=n0
≥ 0 in the infimum means that (fn)∞n=n0

is a sequence of nonnegative Borel
functions in X .

Observe that if F ⊂ E ⊂ X and 1 ≤ τ ≤ q ≤ ∞, then

Capβ
p,q(F ) ≤ Capβ

p,q(E) ≤ Capβ
p,τ(E). (26)

We have the following pointwise comparison between the potentials Hβ f and Qβ f .

Lemma 6.3. Let β > 0 and let f = (fn)∞n=n0
be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions

in X. Then there exists a constant C = C(cµ) > 0 such that

Hβ f(x) ≤ CQβ f(x)

for every x ∈ X.

Proof. Let x ∈ X , let n ∈ Z be such that n ≥ n0, and let functions ψn,i, i ∈ Pn, be as in the
definition of Qβ f , see Definition 5.1. By the covering property (17), there exists j ∈ Pn such
that x ∈ B(xn,j, 2

−n). Then B(x, 2−n) ⊂ B(xn,j , 3·2
−n) ⊂ B(y, 5·2−n) for every y ∈ B(x, 2−n).

Observe also that 1B(y,2−n)(x) = 1B(x,2−n)(y) for every y ∈ X . It follows that

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y) ≤ c3µ2−βn

∫

B(xn,j ,3·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y)

≤ κ−1c3µ2−βnψn,j(x)

∫

B(xn,j ,3·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y)

≤ κ−1c3µ2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

B(xn,i,3·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y) ,

where κ = C(cµ) is as in the definition of the functions ψn,i. By summing over all n ≥ n0, we
find that

Hβf(x) =
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y)

≤ κ−1c3µ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn
∑

i∈Pn

ψn,i(x)

∫

B(xn,i,3·2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y) = κ−1c3µQβ f(x) ,
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and this concludes the proof. �

Next we connect the relative Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin capacity to the Qβ potentials.

Lemma 6.4. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, 0 < β < 1, and Λ ≥ 2. Assume that µ
satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > βp. Let B ⊂ X
be a ball, let E ⊂ B be a compact set, and let f = (fn)∞n=n0

is sequence of nonnegative

Borel functions in X such that Qβ f(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ E. Then there exists a constant

C = C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ,Λ) > 0 such that

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ C‖f‖pLp(X;lq) . (27)

Proof. Clearly, we may assume that the right-hand side of (27) is finite. First we consider the
case where Qβ f is continuous. We truncate Qβ f and then use the fractional type Leibniz
rule, as follows. Write B = B(x0, r) ⊂ X , with x0 ∈ X and r > 0, and let

η(x) = max

{

0, 1 −
dist(x,B)

r

}

for every x ∈ X . Then

|η(x) − η(y)| ≤
d(x, y)

r
, for every x, y ∈ X ,

0 ≤ η ≤ 1 in X , η = 1 in the closure B, and η = 0 in X \ 2B. The function ϕ = ηQβ f is

continuous in X . Since E ⊂ B and Qβ f ≥ 1 in E, we have ϕ ≥ 1 in E, and clearly ϕ = 0 in

X \ 2B. Let g = (gk)k∈N ∈ D
β
X(Qβ f). Lemma 3.3 implies that (ρk)k∈Z ∈ D

β
X(ϕ), where

ρk =
(

gk‖η‖∞ + 2k(β−1)r−1Qβ f
)

1{x∈X : η(x)6=0} , for every k ∈ Z .

Let m be the smallest integer such that 2−m−1 ≤ 2Λr. Observe that (1k≥mρk)k∈Z ∈ D
β
ΛB(ϕ).

By Definition 4.2 of the capacity capṀβ
p,q

, we have

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ |ϕ|p
Ṁβ

p,q(ΛB)
≤

∫

ΛB

(

∑

k≥m

ρk(x))q

)p/q

dµ(x)

≤ C(p)

∫

2B

(

∑

k≥m

gk(x))q

)p/q

dµ(x) + C(p)

∫

2B

(

∑

k≥m

(

2k(β−1)r−1Qβ f(x)
)q

)p/q

dµ(x)

≤ C(p)

∫

X

(

∑

k∈Z

gk(x))q

)p/q

dµ(x) + C(p)r−p

(

∑

k≥m

2kq(β−1)

)p/q
∫

2B

(Qβ f(x))p dµ(x)

≤ C(p)

∫

X

(

∑

k∈Z

gk(x))q

)p/q

dµ(x) + C(p, q, β)r−p2mp(β−1)

∫

2B

(Qβ f(x))p dµ(x)

≤ C(p)

∫

X

(

∑

k∈Z

gk(x))q

)p/q

dµ(x) + C(p, q, β,Λ)r−βp

∫

2B

(Qβ f(x))p dµ(x) .

By taking infimum over all g as above, we obtain

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ C(p)|Qβ f |
p

Ṁβ
p,q(X)

+ C(p, q, β,Λ)r−βp

∫

2B

(Qβ f(x))p dµ(x) ,

and the claim in the present case follows from Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3.
Next we consider the case where the function Qβ f is not continuous. For every k ∈ N, we

let hk = (hk,n)∞n=n0
, where hk,n = 1|n|≤kfn for every n ≥ n0. Then (Qβ hk)k∈N is an increasing
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sequence of continuous real-valued functions in X that converges to Qβ f pointwise in X . We
consider the open sets

Ek =

{

x ∈ X : Qβ hk(x) >
1

2

}

, k ∈ N .

Since Qβ f(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ E, we see that E ⊂
⋃

k∈NEk. By the compactness of E, there
exists a finite subcover, and since En ⊂ En+1 for every n ∈ N, there exists k ∈ N such that
E ⊂ Ek. Thus we have Qβ(2hk) > 1 in E, and by the first part of the proof

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ C‖2hk‖
p
Lp(X;lq) ≤ 2pC‖f‖pLp(X;lq) .

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

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 <∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, 0 < β < 1, and Λ ≥ 2, and assume that µ satisfies

the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > βp. Let B ⊂ X be a

ball and E ⊂ B be a compact set. Then there exists a constant C = C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ,Λ) > 0
such that

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ C Capβ
p,q(E) . (28)

Proof. We may assume that Capβ
p,q(E) < ∞. Let f = (fn)∞n=n0

be a sequence of nonnegative
Borel functions in X such that Hβ f ≥ 1 in E. By Lemma 6.3, there is a constant C =
C(cµ) > 0 such that CQβ f(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ E. Hence Qβ(Cf)(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ E
and therefore Lemma 6.4 implies that

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ,Λ)‖Cf‖pLp(X;lq) ≤ C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ,Λ)‖f‖pLp(X;lq) .

Inequality (28) follows by taking infimum over all sequences f as above. �

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

Theorem 6.6. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 0 < β < 1, and Λ ≥ 41, and assume that

µ satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4), with a constant 0 < cR < 1. Assume that

B = B(x0, r), with x0 ∈ X and 0 < r < (1/80) diam(X), and let E ⊂ B be a closed set. Then

there exists a constant C = C(p, cµ, cR) > 0 such that

Capβ
p,q(E) ≤ C capṀβ

p,q
(E, 2B,ΛB) .

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.6. Let ϕ : X → R be a continuous function
such that ϕ(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ E and ϕ(x) = 0 for every x ∈ X \ 2B, and let g = (gk)k∈Z ∈
D

β
ΛB(ϕ). By replacing ϕ with max{0,min{ϕ, 1}}, if necessary, we may assume that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1.
Let x ∈ E and let m ∈ Z be such that 2−m−1 ≤ 5r < 2−m. Arguing as in the proof of

Theorem 4.6 and using the inclusion B(x, 2−n) ⊂ B(x0,Λr) if n ≥ m− 2, we obtain

0 < 1 − cR ≤ C(cµ, cR)
∞
∑

n=m−2

2−nβ
n+2
∑

k=n−1

∫

B(x,2−n)

1ΛB(y)gk(y) dµ(y) .
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Define f = (fn)n≥n0, where fn = 1ΛB

∑n+2
k=n−1 gk for each n ≥ n0. Since m− 2 > n0, we have

0 < 1 − cR ≤ C(cµ, cR)

∞
∑

n=n0

2−nβ

∫

B(x,2−n)

fn(y) dµ(y)

≤ C(cµ, cR)

∞
∑

n=n0

2−nβ

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y)

= C(cµ, cR)Hβ f(x) .

Hence, there exists a constant C = C(cµ, cR) > 0 such that Hβ(Cf)(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ E.
Thus

Capβ
p,q(E) ≤ ‖Cf‖pLp(X;lq) = Cp‖f‖pLp(X;lq) ≤ (4C)p‖g‖pLp(ΛB;lq) ,

and the claim follows by taking infimum first over all g and the over all ϕ as above. �

7. Dual characterization of capacity

We now turn to the dual characterization of the capacity Capβ
p,q 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 β > 0 and let ν be a nonnegative Borel measure in X . We define

qHβν(x) =

(

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))

)∞

n=n0

, x ∈ X. (29)

Of particular interest to us are the nonnegative Radon measures on a compact set E ⊂ X .

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

• ν(E) <∞.
• For every Borel set F in E, we have

ν(F ) = inf{ν(U) : F ⊂ U and U is open in E} .

• For every Borel set F in E, we have

ν(F ) = sup{ν(K) : K ⊂ 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 ν ∈ M+(E), we define

∫

X

f dν =

∫

E

f |E dν .

We also define ν(A) = ν(A ∩ E) if A ⊂ X is a Borel set, and this extends ν 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 < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and β > 0, and let E ⊂ X be a compact set.

Then

Capβ
p,q(E)1/p = sup

{

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

: ν ∈ M+(E)

}

.
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Proof. Let ν ∈ M+(E), let f = (fn)∞n=n0
be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions, and

write

Eβ(ν, f) =

∫

X

Hβ f(x) dν(x) .

Using Definition 6.1 and Fubini’s theorem, we have

Eβ(ν, f) =
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y) dν(x)

=
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

fn(y)

µ(B(y, 2−n))

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x) dν(x) dµ(y)

=

∫

X

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn ν(B(y, 2−n))

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y)

=

∫

X

〈 qHβν(y), f(y)〉 dµ(y) .

(30)

Now, assume that Hβ f(x) ≥ 1 for all x ∈ E. Then, by using also Hölder’s inequality twice,
we get

ν(E) ≤ Eβ(ν, f) ≤
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′(X;lq′ )
‖f‖Lp(X;lq) .

By taking infimum over all sequences f with Hβ f ≥ 1 in E, we thus obtain

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

≤ Capβ
p,q(E)1/p .

Taking supremum over all ν ∈ M+(E) gives

sup

{

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′(X;lq′ )

: ν ∈ M+(E)

}

≤ Capβ
p,q(E)1/p .

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 = {ν ∈ M+(E) : ν(E) = 1}

and

W =
{

f ∈ Lp(X ; lq) : f = (fn)∞n=n0
≥ 0 and ‖f‖Lp(X;lq) ≤ 1

}

.

Observe from [11, Lemma 2.3] and (30) that for ν ∈ Z we have
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

ν(E)
= sup

f∈W

∫

X

〈 qHβν(y), f(y)〉 dµ(y) = sup
f∈W

Eβ(ν, f) .

By taking infimum over all ν ∈ Z, we get

inf
ν∈Z

∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

ν(E)
= inf

ν∈Z
sup
f∈W

Eβ(ν, f) . (31)

On the other hand, since the Dirac delta measure δx belongs to Z for any x ∈ E, we have

inf
ν∈Z

Eβ(ν, f) = inf
ν∈Z

∫

X

Hβ f(x) dν(x) ≤ inf
x∈E

Hβ f(x) ≤
infx∈E Hβ f(x)

‖f‖Lp(X;lq)
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for every f ∈ W . By scaling and Definition 6.2, it follows that

sup
f∈W

inf
ν∈Z

Eβ(ν, f) ≤ sup
f∈W

infx∈E Hβ f(x)

‖f‖Lp(X;lq)
= sup

0≤f∈Lp(X;lq)

infx∈E Hβ f(x)

‖f‖Lp(X;lq)

= sup
0≤f∈Lp(X;lq)

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

f

infx∈E Hβ f(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp(X;lq)

)−1/p

=

(

inf
0≤f∈Lp(X;lq)

∥

∥

∥

∥

f

infx∈E Hβ f(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp(X;lq)

)−1/p

≤ Capβ
p,q(E)−1/p .

(32)

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

inf
ν∈Z

∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′(X;lq′ )

ν(E)
= inf

ν∈Z
sup
f∈W

Eβ(ν, f) = sup
f∈W

inf
ν∈Z

Eβ(ν, f)

≤ sup
f∈W

inf
ν∈Z

Eβ(ν, f) ≤ Capβ
p,q(E)−1/p .

Hence

Capβ
p,q(E)1/p ≤ sup

ν∈Z

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′(X;lq′ )

≤ sup

{

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′)

: ν ∈ M+(E)

}

,

as claimed. �

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
ν∈Z

sup
f∈W

Eβ(ν, f) = sup
f∈W

inf
ν∈Z

Eβ(ν, 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 ν, in the sense that
T (g) =

∫

E
g dν for every f ∈ C(E). The operator norm ‖ν‖ of ν is the total variation of ν.

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 Eβ defined in
Z ×W . The sets Z and W are convex and Eβ 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 Eβ(·, f) is lower semicontinuous in Z.

We first prove (a). Let ν1, ν2 ∈ Z = {ν ∈ M+(E) : ν(E) = 1} be two distinct measures. By
the uniqueness part of the Riesz representation theorem, there exist a real-valued g ∈ C(E)
and α ∈ R such that

∫

E
g dν1 < α <

∫

E
g dν2. Then

U =

{

ν ∈ Z :

∫

E

g dν < α

}

and V =

{

ν ∈ Z :

∫

E

g dν > α

}

are open and disjoint subsets of Z, and ν1 ∈ U and ν2 ∈ V . Thus Z is a Hausdorff space.
Next we prove (b). Given ν ∈ Z, the operator norm of ν on (C(E), ‖·‖∞) is ‖ν‖ = ν(E) = 1,

and therefore

Z ⊂ B(0, 1) = {ν ∈ (C(E), ‖·‖∞)∗ : ‖ν‖ ≤ 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), ‖·‖∞)∗. Write

G = {g ∈ C(E) : g(E) ⊂ [0,∞)} .

For every g ∈ G we define Λg : (C(E), ‖·‖∞)∗ → R, Λg(ν) =
∫

E
g dν. Then the functionals Λg

are continuous for every g ∈ G and

Z = Λ−1
1 ({1}) ∩

⋂

g∈G

Λ−1
g ([0,∞)) .

Indeed, above the inclusion from left to right is immediate. Conversely, if ν ∈ (C(E), ‖·‖∞)∗

belongs to the set on the right-hand side, then ν(E) = 1 and 0 ≤
∫

E
g dν <∞ for all g ∈ C(E)

satisfying 0 ≤ g < ∞ in E. Hence ν is a nonnegative linear functional on C(E), and [34,
Theorem 2.14] implies that ν ∈ M+(E). Thus ν ∈ Z, and it follows that Z is closed in
(C(E), ‖·‖∞)∗ since it is an intersection of closed sets.

It remains to prove condition (c). Since E ⊂ X is compact, by Stone–Weierstrass theorem
and Urysohn’s lemma, the Banach space (C(E), ‖·‖∞) is separable. Since Z ⊂ (C(E), ‖·‖∞)∗

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

Hβ f(x) =

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y) , x ∈ X.

For each fixed n ≥ n0, we define a function gn : E → [0,∞],

gn(x) = 2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y) , x ∈ E .

Let x ∈ E and let (xj)j∈N be a sequence in E such that xj → x in E. Then

1B(y,2−n)(x) ≤ lim inf
j→∞

1B(y,2−n)(xj)

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

gn(x) ≤ 2−βn

∫

X

lim inf
j→∞

(

1B(y,2−n)(xj)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y)

)

dµ(y)

≤ lim inf
j→∞

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(xj)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y) = lim inf

j→∞
gn(xj) .

Hence, the function gn is lower semicontinuous in E, and therefore also Hβf =
∑∞

n=n0
gn

is lower semicontinuous in E. By [17, Proposition 4.2.2], there exists a sequence (hk)k∈N of
continuous functions in E such that 0 ≤ h1(x) ≤ h2(x) ≤ · · · ≤ Hβf(x) and limk→∞ hk(x) =
Hβf(x) for every x ∈ E. Now, let ν ∈ Z and let (νi)i∈N be a sequence in Z such that νi → ν
in Z. Then, for all k ∈ N,

∫

E

hk(x) dν(x) = lim
i→∞

∫

E

hk(x) dνi(x) ≤ lim inf
i→∞

∫

E

Hβf(x) dνi(x)

= lim inf
i→∞

∫

X

Hβf(x) dνi(x) .

By using also the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain

Eβ(ν, f) =

∫

X

Hβf(x) dν(x) =

∫

E

Hβf(x) dν(x) = lim
k→∞

∫

E

hk(x) dν(x)

≤ lim inf
i→∞

∫

X

Hβf(x) dνi(x) = lim inf
i→∞

Eβ(νi, f) .
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This shows that Eβ( · , f) is sequentially lower semicontinuous, and the proof is complete. �

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, l1)-norm of the operator qHβ. 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 λ-inequality, but the present setting requires several modifications.

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

Definition 8.1. Let β ≥ 0 and let ν be a nonnegative Borel measure in X . The fractional
maximal function Mβν is defined by

Mβν(x) = sup
0<r≤2−n0

rβ
ν(B(x, r))

µ(B(x, r))
, x ∈ X . (33)

When X is unbounded, the supremum is taken over all radii 0 < r <∞. When β = 0 we get
the centered maximal function which is denoted by Mν = M0ν.

We need the following technical lemma concerning lower semicontinuity. Recall that here
B(x, 2−n) is the closed ball centered at x.

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

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
, x ∈ X ,

is lower semicontinuous in X.

Proof. Fix n ∈ Z such that n ≥ n0. By the properties of semicontinuous functions, see [5,
p. 362], it suffices to show that the nonnegative functions f(x) = ν(B(x, 2−n)) and g(x) =
µ(B(x, 2−n))−1 are lower semicontinuous in X . Let x ∈ X and let (xj)n∈N be a sequence in X
such that xj → x in X . By Fatou’s lemma,

f(x) =

∫

X

1B(x,2−n)(y) dν(y) ≤

∫

X

lim inf
j→∞

1B(xj ,2−n)(y) dν(y)

≤ lim inf
j→∞

∫

X

1B(xj ,2−n)(y) dν(y) = lim inf
j→∞

f(xj) ,

showing that f is lower semicontinuous in X .
Define h(x) = µ(B(x, 2−n)), x ∈ X . Then, if (xj)j∈N is a sequence converging to x ∈ X as

above, we have

h(x) =

∫

X

1B(x,2−n)(y) dµ(y) ≥

∫

X

lim sup
j→∞

1B(xj ,2−n)(y) dµ(y) .

Write Bj = B(xj , 2
−n) and B = B(x,M), where M > 0 is chosen so that Bj ⊂ B for all

j ∈ N. Then 1Bj
≤ 1B ∈ L1(dµ) for all j ∈ N. By applying Fatou’s lemma to the nonnegative
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functions 1B − 1Bj
, we obtain

µ(B) −

∫

X

lim sup
j→∞

1Bj
(y) dµ(y) =

∫

X

lim inf
j→∞

(

1B − 1Bj

)

(y) dµ(y)

≤ lim inf
j→∞

∫

X

(

1B − 1Bj

)

(y) dµ(y)

= µ(B) − lim sup
j→∞

∫

X

1Bj
(y) dµ(y) .

Consequently, we see that

h(x) ≥

∫

X

lim sup
j→∞

1Bj
(y) dµ(y) ≥ lim sup

j→∞

∫

X

1Bj
(y) dµ(y) = lim sup

j→∞
h(xj) .

Therefore

g(x) =
1

h(x)
≤

1

lim supj→∞ h(xj)
= lim inf

j→∞

1

h(xj)
= lim inf

j→∞
g(xj) ,

and thus also g is lower semicontinuous in X . �

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 < ∞ and β > 0. Assume that µ satisfies the quantitative reverse

doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > β, and let ν be a nonnegative Borel measure in

X. Then there exists a constant C = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p) such that
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp(X;l1)
≤ C‖Mβν‖Lp(X) . (34)

Proof. Observe that we have, for every x ∈ X ,

∥

∥ qHβν(x)
∥

∥

l1
=

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
.

Throughout the proof, we use the function

h(x) =
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
, x ∈ X .

The advantage of h compared to
∥

∥ qHβν(x)
∥

∥

l1
is the lower semicontinuity in X , given by

Lemma 8.2.
If X is bounded, we can make a further reduction concerning the measure ν by assuming

that there exists z ∈ X such that

ν
(

B(z, 1
3

diam(X)
)

= 0 . (35)

Indeed, if X is bounded, we fix points x, y ∈ X such that d(x, y) ≥ (2/3) diam(X). Let
Bx = B(x, (1/3) diam(X)) and By = B(y, (1/3) diam(X)), whence Bx ∩By = ∅. Define Borel
measures νx and νy in X by setting νx(A) = ν(A \ Bx) and νy(A) = ν(A \ By) for all Borel
sets A ⊂ X . Then

ν(A) = ν((A \Bx) ∪ (A \By)) ≤ νx(A) + νy(A) ,

for all Borel sets A ⊂ X , and it follows that
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp(X;l1)
≤
∥

∥ qHβνx
∥

∥

Lp(X;l1)
+
∥

∥ qHβνy
∥

∥

Lp(X;l1)
.

Observe also that Mβνx ≤Mβν and Mβνy ≤Mβν. Hence, if X is bounded, then by considering
the measures νx and νy instead of ν 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
λ-inequality: There exists constants a = 2 · c5µ(1 + 4 · 24β) > 1, C1 = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ) > 0 and
C2 = C(cµ) ≥ 1 such that for all λ > 0 and all 0 < ε ≤ (3c2µ)−1 we have

µ({x ∈ X : h(x) > aλ})

≤ C1εµ({x ∈ X : h(x) > λ}) + C2µ({x ∈ X : Mβν(x) > ελ}) .
(36)

To this end, fix λ > 0 and 0 < ε ≤ (3c2µ)−1. Since the function h is lower semicontinuous in X ,
the level set Ω = {x ∈ X : h(x) > λ} is open in X . Since a > 1, we may assume that Ω 6= ∅.

We first consider the case Ω = X . If X is unbounded, then (36) holds whenever C1 > 0 since
µ(X) = ∞ by the assumed reverse doubling condition and the assumption diam(X) = ∞.
If X is bounded, there exists z ∈ X such that (35) holds. Since z ∈ X = Ω, we see that
h(z) > λ. Recall that by the definition of n0 we have X = B(x, 2−n0) for every x ∈ X . If
x ∈ X , we obtain from (35) that

λ < h(z) =

n0+2
∑

n=n0

2−βn ν(B(z, 2−n))

µ(B(z, 2−n))
≤ 3c2µ · 2−βn0

ν(X)

µ(X)

= 3c2µ · 2−βn0
ν(B(x, 2−n0))

µ(B(x, 2−n0))
≤ 3c2µMβν(x) .

It follows that Mβν(x) > (3c2µ)−1λ for every x ∈ X , and consequently (36) holds whenever

C2 ≥ 1 since ε ≤ (3c2µ)−1. This concludes the proof in the case Ω = X .
In the sequel, we assume that Ω 6= ∅ and X \ Ω 6= ∅. By [17, Proposition 4.1.15], there

exists a countable collection W = {B(xi, ri)} of the so-called Whitney balls in Ω such that
Ω =

⋃

iB(xi, ri) and
∑

i 1B(xi,ri) ≤ N = C(cµ), where

ri = 1
8

dist(xi, X \ Ω) .

We write W = W1 ∪W2, where the collection W1 consists of all Whitney balls Bi such that
Mβν(x) > ελ for all x ∈ Bi, and W2 = W \W1. Thus

{x ∈ Bi : Mβν(x) ≤ ελ} 6= ∅ (37)

for all Bi ∈ W2. Since a > 1 and 1Ω ≤
∑

i 1Bi
, we have

µ({x ∈ X : h(x) > aλ}) =

∫

{x∈X : h(x)>aλ}

1Ω(y) dµ(y)

≤
∑

Bi∈W1

∫

{x∈X : h(x)>aλ}

1Bi
(y) dµ(y) +

∑

Bi∈W2

∫

{x∈X :h(x)>aλ}

1Bi
(y) dµ(y) .

For the first sum above we obtain

∑

Bi∈W1

∫

{x∈X : h(x)>aλ}

1Bi
(y) dµ(y) ≤

∑

Bi∈W1

µ(Bi)

≤
∑

Bi∈W1

µ({x ∈ Bi : Mβν(x) > ελ}) ≤

∫

{x∈X :Mβν(x)>ελ}

∑

Bi∈W1

1Bi
(y) dµ(y)

≤ Nµ({x ∈ X : Mβν(x) > ελ}) .

To estimate the second sum, we claim that

µ({x ∈ Bi : h(x) > aλ}) ≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)εµ(Bi) (38)
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holds for all Bi ∈ W2. Using (38), we see that
∑

Bi∈W2

∫

{x∈X : h(x)>aλ}

1Bi
(y) dµ(y) ≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)ε

∑

Bi∈W2

µ(Bi)

= C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)ε

∫

{x∈X : h(x)>λ}

∑

Bi∈W2

1Bi
(y) dµ(y)

≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)Nεµ({x ∈ X : h(x) > λ}) .

By combining the estimates above, we conclude that the good λ-inequality (36) holds with
C1 = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)N and C2 = N , where N = C(cµ).

Thus, to complete the proof, we need to show that (38) holds for all Bi ∈ W2. We fix
Bi ∈ W2 and define Borel measures ν1 and ν2 by setting ν1(A) = ν(A ∩ 10Bi) and ν2(A) =
ν(A \ 10Bi) for all Borel sets A ⊂ X . We also write, for all x ∈ X , that

h1(x) =
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν1(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
and h2(x) =

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν2(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
.

Then ν = ν1 + ν2 and h = h1 + h2. We prove inequality (38) by showing that

{x ∈ Bi : h(x) > aλ} ⊂ {x ∈ Bi : h1(x) > aλ/2} (39)

and
µ ({x ∈ Bi : h1(x) > aλ/2}) ≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)εµ(Bi) . (40)

For the inclusion in (39), we assume that x ∈ Bi is such that h(x) > aλ, and we first aim
to show that h2(x) ≤ a

2
λ. If 10Bi = X , then h2(x) = 0. Hence, in the sequel we may assume

that X \ 10Bi 6= ∅. Let k ≥ n0 be the largest integer such that B(x, 2−k) \ 10Bi 6= ∅. Then
2−k ≥ 9ri > ri, and by the definition of ν2,

h2(x) =
k
∑

n=n0

2−βnν2(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
.

Since 9ri = 9
8

dist(xi, X \Ω), there exists w ∈ 9Bi \Ω. Then h(w) ≤ λ by the definition of the
set Ω.

Fix n ∈ Z such that n0 ≤ n ≤ k. Then

ν2(B(x, 2−n)) ≤ ν2(B(w, 2−n+4)) ≤ ν(B(w, 2−n+4))

and
µ(B(w, 2−n+4)) ≤ µ(B(x, 2−n+5)) ≤ c5µµ(B(x, 2−n)) .

From these estimates we obtain

2−βnν2(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ c5µ2−β(n−4) ν(B(w, 2−(n−4)))

µ(B(w, 2−(n−4)))
,

and so

h2(x) ≤ c5µ

k
∑

n=n0

2−β(n−4) ν(B(w, 2−(n−4)))

µ(B(w, 2−(n−4)))
≤ c5µ(1 + 4 · 24β)h(w) ≤

a

2
λ .

It follows that
aλ < h(x) = h1(x) + h2(x) ≤ h1(x) +

a

2
λ ,

and thus h1(x) > aλ/2, proving the inclusion in (39).
Next we show that (40) holds. Let x ∈ Bi be such that h1(x) > aλ/2 and choose k ∈ Z

satisfying 2−k−1 < ri ≤ 2−k. Then
∞
∑

n=k+1

2−βnν1(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤Mν1(x)

∞
∑

n=k+1

2−βn ≤ C(β)2−βkMν1(x) ≤ C(β)rβi Mν1(x) ,
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where M is the centered maximal operator. On the other hand, the assumed quantitative
reverse doubling condition (5), with σ > β, gives

k
∑

n=n0

2−βnν1(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ ν1(X)

k
∑

n=n0

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n))

= ν1(X)
2−σk

µ(B(x, 2−k))

k
∑

n=n0

2−n(β−σ)

(

2−n

2−k

)σ
µ(B(x, 2−k))

µ(B(x, 2−n))

≤ cσν1(X)
2−σk

µ(B(x, 2−k))

k
∑

n=−∞

2n(σ−β)

= C(cσ, β, σ)ν1(X)
2−βk

µ(B(x, 2−k))

≤ C(cσ, β, σ)ν1(X)
rβi

µ(B(x, 2−k))
.

Since ν1(X) = ν(10Bi), we obtain

ν1(X)
rβi

µ(B(x, 2−k))
= rβi

ν1(B(xi, 10ri))

µ(B(x, 2−k))
≤ c4µr

β
i

ν1(B(x, 11ri))

µ(B(x, 11ri))
≤ c4µr

β
i Mν1(x) .

By combining the above estimates, we get

aλ/2 < h1(x) ≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)rβi Mν1(x) = κMν1(x) ,

where we have written κ = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)rβi . We conclude that

µ ({x ∈ Bi : h1(x) > aλ/2}) ≤ µ({x ∈ X : Mν1(x) > aλ/(2κ)}) . (41)

The proof of [4, Lemma 3.12] shows that

µ({x ∈ X : Mν1(x) > aλ/(2κ)}) ≤ C(cµ)
2κ

aλ
ν1(X)

≤
C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)

aλ
rβi
ν1(X)

µ(Bi)
µ(Bi) .

(42)

Since Bi ∈ W2, by (37) there exists z ∈ Bi such that Mβν(z) ≤ ελ. Taking also into account
that ri ≤ (1/8) diam(X) in the bounded case, we obtain

rβi
ν1(X)

µ(Bi)
= rβi

ν(B(xi, 10ri))

µ(B(xi, ri))
≤ c4µ(11ri)

β ν(B(z, 11ri))

µ(B(z, 11ri))

≤

(

11

8

)β

c4µMβν(z) ≤

(

11

8

)β

c4µελ .

(43)

By combining the above estimates (41), (42) and (43), we conclude that

µ ({x ∈ Bi : h1(x) > aλ/2}) ≤
C(cσ, cµ, β, σ)

a
εµ(Bi) .

Since a = 2 · c5µ(1 + 4 · 24β), this shows that (40) holds, and the proof is complete. �

9. q-independence of capacities

In the previous section, we obtained an upper bound for the Lp(X, l1)-norm of qHβν in
terms of the Lp-norm of Mβν. On the other hand, due to the doubling property of µ, the

Lp(X, l∞)-norm of qHβν gives an easy upper bound for the Lp-norm of Mβν; 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 (β, p, q)-capacities Capβ

p,q(E) for all values



28 J. LEHRBÄCK, K. MOHANTA, AND A. V. VÄHÄKANGAS

of the parameter 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Observe that the Muckenhoupt–Wheeden Theorem 8.3 and the

dual characterization of Capβ
p,q(E) in terms of qHβν 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 β > 0 and let ν be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. Then

sup
n≥n0

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤Mβν(x) ≤ cµ sup

n≥n0

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))

for every x ∈ X, where the supremums are taken over all integers n such that n ≥ n0.

Proof. The first inequality follows from definition (33). For the converse inequality, we let
x ∈ X and 0 < r ≤ 2−n0, and let k ≥ n0 be an integer such that 2−k−1 < r ≤ 2−k. Then the
doubling property (3) of µ implies that

rβ
ν(B(x, r))

µ(B(x, r))
≤ 2−βk ν(B(x, 2−k))

µ(B(x, 2−k−1))
≤ cµ2−βk ν(B(x, 2−k))

µ(B(x, 2−k))
≤ cµ sup

n≥n0

2−βn ν(B(x, 2−n))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
.

The claim follows by taking supremum over all 0 < r ≤ 2−n0. �

From Lemma 9.1 and the Muckenhoupt–Wheeden Theorem 8.3, we obtain a q-independence

result for the operator qHβ.

Lemma 9.2. Let 1 < p < ∞ and β > 0. Assume that µ satisfies the quantitative reverse

doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > β, and let ν be a nonnegative Borel measure in

X. Then there exists a constant C = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p) > 0 such that
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp(X;l1)
≤ C

∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp(X;l∞)
.

Proof. The Muckenhoupt–Wheeden Theorem 8.3 gives
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp(X;l1)
≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p)‖Mβν‖Lp(X) .

On the other hand, Lemma 9.1 implies

‖Mβν‖Lp(X) ≤ cµ
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp(X;l∞)
,

and the claim follows by combining these two estimates. �

Under the assumptions of the following theorem, the capacities Capβ
p,q(E) and Capβ

p,τ (E)
are comparable for all 1 ≤ q, τ ≤ ∞; cf. [3, p. 107]. We emphasize that the constant of
comparison is independent of q and τ .

Theorem 9.3. Let β > 0, 1 < p < ∞, and 1 ≤ q, τ ≤ ∞, and assume that µ satisfies the

quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > β. Then there exists a

constant C = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p) > 0 such that Capβ
p,q(E) ≤ C Capβ

p,τ(E) for all compact sets

E ⊂ X.

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

Capβ
p,q(E)1/p = sup

{

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

: ν ∈ M+(E)

}

and

Capβ
p,τ (E)1/p = sup

{

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′(X;lτ ′ )

: ν ∈ M+(E)

}

.

By Lemma 9.2, we have
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lτ ′)
≤
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;l1)
≤ C

∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;l∞)
≤ C

∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′(X;lq′ )

for every ν ∈ M+(E), where C = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p). The desired conclusion follows. �
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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 β > 0 and let ν be a nonnegative Borel measure in X . The Riesz
potential Iβν is defined by

Iβν(x) =

∫

X\{x}

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
dν(y) , x ∈ X .

If f ≥ 0 is a Borel function in X , we write Iβf = Iβν, where dν = f dµ.

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

Iβf(x) =

∫

X\{x}

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
f(y) dµ(y) =

∫

X

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
f(y) dµ(y) (44)

for all x ∈ X since µ({x}) = 0 for every x ∈ 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 µ satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some σ > 0, then the following
definition coincides with that of [6, Section 2.3], by (44).

Definition 10.2. Let β > 0 and 1 < p <∞. The Riesz (β, p)-capacity of a subset E ⊂ X is

Rβ,p(E) = inf
{

‖f‖pLp(X) : f ≥ 0 and Iβf ≥ 1 on 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 β > 0 and let ν be a nonnegative Borel measure in X. Then

Iβν(x) ≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(B(x, 2−n) \ {x})

µ(B(x, 2−n))
(45)

for every x ∈ X.

Conversely, if µ satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent

σ > β, then there exists a constant C = C(cσ, σ, β) > 0 such that
∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(B(x, 2−n) \ {x})

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ CIβν(x) (46)

for every x ∈ X.

Proof. Fix x ∈ X and write An = B(x, 2−n) \B(x, 2−n−1) for every n ≥ n0. We have

Iβν(x) =

∫

X\{x}

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
dν(y) =

∞
∑

n=n0

∫

An

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
dν(y) . (47)

The doubling property (3) of µ implies that

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
≤

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n−1))
≤ cµ

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n))
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for every y ∈ An and n ≥ n0, and thus

Iβν(x) ≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(An)

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(B(x, 2−n) \ {x})

µ(B(x, 2−n))
.

This proves inequality (45).
For the proof of (46), we assume that µ satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condi-

tion (5) for some exponent σ > β. We estimate

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(B(x, 2−n) \ {x})

µ(B(x, 2−n))
=

∞
∑

n=n0

∫

B(x,2−n)\{x}

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n))
dν(y)

=
∞
∑

n=n0

∞
∑

m=n

∫

Am

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n))
dν(y) =

∞
∑

m=n0

∫

Am

m
∑

n=n0

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n))
dν(y).

(48)

Let m,n ∈ Z be such that n0 ≤ n ≤ m and let y ∈ Am. Then the quantitative reverse
doubling condition (5) implies that

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ cσ

(

d(x, y)

2−n

)σ

.

Hence,

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n))
= 2n(σ−β) 2−σn

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ cσ2n(σ−β) d(x, y)σ

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
,

and therefore
m
∑

n=n0

2−βn

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ cσ

d(x, y)σ

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))

m
∑

n=−∞

2n(σ−β)

≤ C(cσ, σ, β)
d(x, y)σ

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
2m(σ−β)

≤ C(cσ, σ, β)
d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))

(49)

for every m ≥ n0 and y ∈ Am. Combining the estimates (48) and (49) and the identity in (47),
we conclude that

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(B(x, 2−n) \ {x})

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ C(cσ, σ, β)

∞
∑

m=n0

∫

Am

d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
dν(y)

= C(cσ, σ, β)Iβν(x) ,

as was claimed. �

The following theorem explains the relation between the Riesz (β, p)-capacities and the
Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacities. Namely, in the case q = ∞ these capacities are compa-
rable for all sets E ⊂ X , under our standard assumptions. The proof is quite simple, relying
on the pointwise estimates given by Lemma 10.3.

Theorem 10.4. Let β > 0 and 1 < p < ∞, and assume that µ satisfies the quantitative

reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > β. Then

c−2p
µ Capβ

p,∞(E) ≤ Rβ,p(E) ≤ C(cµ, cσ, σ, β, p) Capβ
p,∞(E) ,

for all sets E ⊂ X.
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Proof. To show the first inequality, we fix a nonnegative Borel function f such that Iβf(x) ≥ 1
for every x ∈ E. We set hn = f for every n ≥ n0 and define h = (hn)∞n=n0

≥ 0. Assuming that
x ∈ E, Lemma 10.3 with the measure dν = f dµ gives

1 ≤ Iβf(x) = Iβν(x) ≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(B(x, 2−n) \ {x})

µ(B(x, 2−n))

≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

1B(x,2−n)(y)

µ(B(x, 2−n))
f(y) dµ(y)

≤ c2µ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
hn(y) dµ(y) = Hβ(c2µh)(x) .

Thus

Capβ
p,∞(E) ≤ ‖c2µh‖

p
Lp(X;l∞) = c2pµ ‖h‖pLp(X;l∞) = c2pµ ‖f‖pLp(X) ,

and the first inequality of the claim follows by taking infimum over all f as above.
Let then f = (fn)∞n=n0

be a sequence of nonnegative Borel functions in X such that
Hβ f(x) ≥ 1 for all x ∈ E. We define h = supn≥n0

fn ≥ 0 and fix x ∈ E. Using Lemma 10.3,
with the measure dν = h dµ, and the fact that µ({x}) = 0 for every x ∈ X , we obtain

1 ≤ Hβ f(x) =

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X

1B(y,2−n)(x)

µ(B(y, 2−n))
fn(y) dµ(y)

≤ cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βn

∫

X\{x}

1B(x,2−n)(y)

µ(B(x, 2−n))
h(y) dµ(y)

= cµ

∞
∑

n=n0

2−βnν(B(x, 2−n) \ {x})

µ(B(x, 2−n))
≤ CIβν(x) = Iβ(Ch)(x) ,

where C = C(cµ, cσ, σ, β). This implies that

Rβ,p(E) ≤ ‖Ch‖pLp(X) = Cp‖h‖Lp(X) = Cp‖f‖pLp(X;l∞) ,

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

By the q-independence of the (β, p, q)-capacities for compact sets, given by Theorem 9.3,
we obtain from Theorem 10.4 the comparability of Capβ

p,q and Rβ,p for all 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. 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 Capβ

p,q

and uses some arguments from [32].

Theorem 10.5. Let β > 0, 1 < p < ∞, and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and assume that µ satisfies

the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > β. Then there exists

a constant C = C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p) > 0 such that Capβ
p,q(E) ≤ CRβ,p(E) for all compact sets

E ⊂ X.

Proof. Theorem 7.3 implies that

Capβ
p,q(E)1/p = sup

{

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

: ν ∈ M+(E)

}

. (50)
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Let ν ∈ M+(E) and let f ≥ 0 be such that Iβf ≥ 1 on E. Then

ν(E) ≤

∫

X

Iβf(x) dν(x) =

∫

X

∫

X

1X\{x}(y)
d(x, y)β

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))
f(y) dµ(y) dν(x)

≤ cµ

∫

X

∫

X

1X\{y}(x)
d(y, x)β

µ(B(y, d(y, x)))
dν(x)f(y) dµ(y)

= cµ

∫

X

Iβν(y)f(y) dµ(y) ≤ cµ‖Iβν‖Lp′ (X)‖f‖Lp(X) .

Lemma 10.3 and Lemma 9.2 imply that

‖Iβν‖Lp′ (X) ≤ cµ
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;l1)
≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p)

∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;l∞)

≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′(X;lq′ )
.

Hence,
ν(E)

∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p)‖f‖Lp(X) ,

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

ν(E)
∥

∥ qHβν
∥

∥

Lp′ (X;lq′ )

≤ C(cσ, cµ, β, σ, p)Rβ,p(E)1/p .

The claim follows by taking supremum over all ν ∈ M+(E) and using (50). �

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

Corollary 10.6. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, 0 < β < 1, and Λ ≥ 2, and assume

that µ satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for some exponent σ > βp.

Let B ⊂ X be a ball and let E ⊂ B be a compact set. Then there exists a constant C =
C(cσ, p, q, σ, β, cµ,Λ) > 0 such that

capṀβ
p,q

(E, 2B,ΛB) ≤ CRβ,p(E) .

Proof. This follows by combining Theorems 6.5 and 10.5. �

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 Haj lasz–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 Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity, the Triebel–
Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity, and the Riesz (β, p)-capacity. In the proofs of the comparability
results we applied the discrete Qβ-potentials and the q-independence of the Triebel–Lizorkin
(β, 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 (β, p, q)-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 Haj lasz
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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 <∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and 0 < β < 1. A closed set E ⊂ X satisfies the
Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity density condition, if there are constants c0, c1 > 0
and Λ > 2 such that

capṀβ
p,q

(E ∩B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) ≥ c0 capṀβ
p,q

(B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) (51)

for all x ∈ E and all 0 < r < c1 diam(E).

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

Definition 11.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and β > 0. A closed set E ⊂ X satisfies the Riesz
(β, p)-capacity density condition, if there is a constant c0 > 0 such that

Rβ,p(E ∩ B(x, r)) ≥ c0 Rβ,p(B(x, r)) (52)

for all x ∈ E and all 0 < r < (1/8) diam(E).

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 E ⊂ X satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition of
codimension d ≥ 0, if there is a constant c0 > 0 such that

Hµ,d
r (E ∩ B(x, r)) ≥ c0 H

µ,d
r (B(x, r)) (53)

for all x ∈ E and all 0 < r < diam(E).

We are now ready to characterize the Haj lasz–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 Λ ≥ 41
and c1 ≤ 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 ⊂ R

n satisfy condition (i) of Theorem 11.4 with Λ = 2 when 1 < p <∞ and 0 < β < 1 are
such that βp < 1. Not all closed sets satisfy, say, condition (iii) and therefore the requirement
Λ ≥ 41 cannot be replaced with Λ ≥ 2 in part (i) of Theorem 11.4.

Theorem 11.4. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, and 0 < β < 1. Assume that X is a complete

geodesic metric space and that µ satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition (5) for

some exponent σ > βp. Then the following conditions are equivalent for all closed sets E ⊂ X:

(i) E satisfies the Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), with

some constants Λ ≥ 41 and c1 ≤ 1/80.

(ii) E satisfies the Riesz (β, p)-capacity density condition (52).

(iii) E satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition (53) for some 0 < d < βp.

(iv) E satisfies the Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), for

all constants Λ ≥ 41 and c1 ≤ 1/80.

Proof. Assume first that condition (i) holds, with constants c0 > 0, Λ ≥ 41, and c1 ≤ 1/80
in (51). Fix x ∈ E and 0 < R < (1/8) diam(E), and write r = 8c1R < c1 diam(E). The
geodesic space X is in particular connected, and therefore, by [6, Lemma 5.5], there is a
constant C1 = C(cµ, cσ, σ, β, p) > 0 such that

Rβ,p(B(x,R)) ≤ C1R
−βpµ(B(x,R)) ≤ C(C1, c1, cµ)r−βpµ(B(x, r)) . (54)
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We use Theorem 4.3 (b) and inequality (12) to get

r−βpµ(B(x, r)) ≤ C(β, p, cµ,Λ) capṀβ
p,q

(B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) . (55)

By combining (54) and (55), we obtain

Rβ,p(B(x,R)) ≤ C(β, p, σ, cσ, cµ, c1,Λ) capṀβ
p,q

(B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) .

Since E satisfies the Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), with
the constant c0 > 0, we see that

Rβ,p(B(x,R)) ≤ C(β, p, σ, cσ, cµ, c0, c1,Λ) capṀβ
p,q

(E ∩ B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) .

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

Rβ,p(B(x,R)) ≤ C(β, p, q, σ, cσ, cµ, c0, c1,Λ)Rβ,p(E ∩B(x, r)) .

Clearly Rβ,p(E ∩ B(x, r)) ≤ Rβ,p(E ∩ B(x,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 c0 > 0 in (53). Let Λ ≥ 41 and c1 ≤ 1/80, and fix x ∈ E and
0 < r < c1 diam(E). Theorem 4.3 (a) and inequality (12) imply that

capṀβ
p,q

(B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) ≤ C(cµ, β, p,Λ)r−βpµ(B(x, r)) . (56)

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

r−dµ(B(x, r)) ≤ Hµ,d
r (B(x, r)) ≤ C(c0)H

µ,d
r (E ∩ B(x, r)) . (57)

Let {B(xk, rk)}k be a countable cover of E∩B(x, r), with 0 < rk ≤ 5Λr for all k. If 0 < rk ≤ r
for all k, then by Definition 4.5 of the Hausdorff content we have

Hµ,d
r (E ∩B(x, r)) ≤

∑

k

µ(B(xk, rk)) r
−d
k ,

and thus, by (57),

r−dµ(B(x, r)) ≤ C(c0)
∑

k

µ(B(xk, rk)) r
−d
k . (58)

On the other hand, if r < rk for some k, then we may assume that r < r1 ≤ 5Λr and that
B(x1, r1) ∩ B(x, r) 6= ∅. In this case we obtain, using also the doubling condition (3), that

r−dµ(B(x, r)) ≤ C(d,Λ)r−d
1 µ(B(x1, 3r1))

≤ C(d, cµ,Λ)µ(B(x1, r1)) r
−d
1 ≤ C(d, cµ,Λ)

∑

k

µ(B(xk, rk)) r
−d
k . (59)

By taking infimum over all such covers of E ∩B(x, r), we conclude from (58) and (59) that

r−dµ(B(x, r)) ≤ C(c0, d, cµ,Λ)Hµ,d
5Λr(E ∩ B(x, r)) . (60)

Since X is connected, the measure µ satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4) for a constant
0 < cR = C(cµ) < 1. By using (60), Theorem 4.6 with η = d/β, and inequality (12), we get

r−dµ(B(x, r)) ≤ C(β, p, d, cµ, c0,Λ)rβp−d capṀβ
p,q

(E ∩B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) . (61)

Combining (56) and (61) gives

capṀβ
p,q

(B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) ≤ C capṀβ
p,q

(E ∩B(x, r), B(x, 2r), B(x,Λr)) ,

where C = C(β, p, d, cµ, c0,Λ). This proves condition (iv), and the proof of the theorem is
complete. �
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As a corollary of Theorem 11.4, we obtain for the Haj lasz–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 < ∞, 1 < q, τ ≤ ∞, and 0 < β < 1. Assume that X is a

complete geodesic metric space and that µ satisfies the quantitative reverse doubling condition

(5) for some exponent σ > βp. Assume that a closed set E ⊂ X satisfies the Haj lasz–Triebel–

Lizorkin (β, p, q)-capacity density condition (51), with some constants Λ ≥ 41 and c1 ≤ 1/80.

Then there exists 0 < δ < min{β, p − 1} such that E satisfies the Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin

(γ, s, τ)-capacity density condition (51), for any Λ ≥ 41 and c1 ≤ 1/80, whenever

β − δ < γ < 1 , p− δ < s <∞ and σ > γs .

Proof. Theorem 11.4 implies that E satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition (53)
for some 0 < d < βp. Notice that this condition is open-ended, so it allows us to choose
0 < δ < min{β, p− 1} such that d < (β − δ)(p− δ). Let γ and s be such that

0 < β − δ < γ < 1 , 1 < p− δ < s <∞ and σ > γs .

Then 0 < d < γs, and since E satisfies the Hausdorff content density condition (53) of
codimension d, Theorem 11.4 implies that E satisfies the Haj lasz–Triebel–Lizorkin (γ, s, τ)-
capacity density condition (51), for all constants Λ ≥ 41 and c1 ≤ 1/80. �
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