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ON DIMENSION STABLE SPACES OF MEASURES

DANIEL SPECTOR AND DMITRIY STOLYAROV

Abstract. In this paper, we define spaces of measures DSβ(R
d) with dimen-

sional stability β ∈ (0, d). These spaces bridge between Mb(R
d), the space of

finite Radon measures, and DSd(R
d) = H1(Rd), the real Hardy space. We

show the spaces DSβ(R
d) support Sobolev inequalities for β ∈ (0, d], while for

any β ∈ [0, d] we show that the lower Hausdorff dimension of an element of
DSβ(R

d) is at least β.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Introduction and Main Results. The space Mb(R
d) of finite Radon mea-

sures is a somewhat natural choice in the modeling of physical phenomena: it has
a simple mathematical structure; the norm on this space can be interpreted as the
mass of the physical quantity that a given measure represents; bounded sequences
admit weakly-star compact through the identification of this space with the dual
of C0(R

d). Two main caveats to its use, however, are its failure to support a
strong-type Sobolev inequality and its lack of stability with respect to dimensional
estimates.

The failure of an analog of Sobolev’s Lp inequality [37] is the assertion that for
α ∈ (0, d) there is no universal constant C1 = C1(α, d) > 0 for which

‖Iαµ‖Ld/(d−α)(Rd) 6 C1‖µ‖Mb(Rd)
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2 D. SPECTOR AND D. STOLYAROV

for all µ ∈ Mb(R
d). Here we use Iαµ to denote the Riesz potential of a finite Radon

measure µ ∈ Mb(R
d), which is defined pointwise by the formula

Iαµ(x) :=
1

Γ(α/2)

ˆ ∞

0

tα/2−1et∆µ dt ≡ 1

γ(α)

ˆ

Rd

dµ(y)

|x− y|d−α
,

where Γ is the Euler Gamma function, et∆ is the heat semi-group, whose action
on a measure can be computed by convolution of the measure with the function

1
(4πt)d/2

exp(−|x|2/4t), and γ(α) is a suitable normalization constant. The prevail-

ing wisdom is that one must be content with an estimate in weak-Ld/(d−α), the
Marcinkiewicz space, see e.g. [57] or [42, Eq (14) on p. 120].

The lack of dimensional stability is the assertion that a sequence {µn} ⊂ Mb(R
d)

for which

‖µn‖Mb(Rd) 6 C2,

dimH µn > β, β ∈ (0, d],

need not guarantee1

dimH µ > β,

for any weak-star limit µ of any subsequence of {µn}. Here we use dimH µ to
denote the lower Hausdorff dimension of µ ∈ Mb(R

d), which can be computed by
the formula

dimH µ = sup
{
β ∈ (0, d] : Hβ(E) = 0 =⇒ |µ|(E) = 0

}

= inf {dimH A : |µ|(A) > 0}
where |µ| denotes the total variation measure of µ ∈ Mb(R

d). This is a quantifica-
tion of the singularity of measures, see e.g. [11, Chapter 10].

Yet in practice in the modeling of physical phenomena with measures, one finds
these drawbacks are often somewhat surprisingly absent in problems under study.
Consider, for example, the equations of magnetostatics: If one lets J : R3 → R

3

denote the electric current density and B : R3 → R
3 the magnetic field, Maxwell’s

equations for the magnetic field in the static regime are given by the relations

curlB = J,

divB = 0.

A result pioneered by J. Bourgain and H. Brezis [7, 8] and subsequently refined on
the Lorentz scale by Felipe Hernandez and the first author [20] and independently
by the second author [46] asserts the existence of a universal constant C3 > 0 such
that

‖B‖L3/2,1(R3;R3) 6 C3‖J‖Mb(R3;R3).(1.1)

Thus despite its failure for general measures, a strong-type Sobolev inequality per-
sists for this model.

As for dimensional stability, if one has a bounded sequence of compatible electric
current densities {Jn} ⊂ Mb(R

3;R3), i.e.

‖Jn‖Mb(R3;R3) 6 C4,

div Jn = 0,

1Consider, for example, an approximation of the identity.
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then if J is any weak-star limit of the sequence {Jn}, necessarily
dimH J > 1,(1.2)

as (1.2) holds for all J ∈ Mb(R
3;R3) for which div J = 0 in the sense of distributions;

for such charges (1.2) follows either from Smirnov’s decomposition theorem [36] or
from the Fourier analytic approach of [32] (see also [19]). The Sobolev inequality
(1.1) and dimensional stability (1.2) rely in a crucial way on the fact that J are not
arbitrary vector measures but also satisfy div J = 0.

The discovery of Sobolev inequalities and dimensional estimates for measures
with additional structure has a long history, which in several dimensions can be
dated to at least the late 1950s. The first result which should be mentioned is
naturally the extension of Sobolev’s inequality due to E. Gagliardo [14], L. Niren-
berg [26], Federer and Fleming [12], and Maz’ya [23], who independently pio-
neered Sobolev inequalities in this scaling. The proofs of Federer and Fleming
[12] and Maz’ya [23] rely on the coarea formula, which also implies that for any
Du ∈ Mb(R

d;Rd) one has

dimH Du > d− 1.

As one has examples for which there is equality, e.g. the weak derivative of the
characteristic function of a ball, this shows the dimension of this space is d − 1.
At essentially the same time one has the work of E. Stein and G. Weiss [44] which
simultaneously achieved different Sobolev inequalities and dimensional estimates.
In particular, in their paper [44] generalizing the notion of conjugate harmonic
functions to more than one dimension, Stein and Weiss introduced

H1(Rd) := {f ∈ L1(Rd) : ∇I1f ∈ L1(Rd;Rd)},
the real Hardy space in several variables. For this space they proved a number of
results. Concerning an analog of Sobolev’s inequality, they demonstrated2 that for
α ∈ (0, d) one has the existence of a universal constant C5 = C5(α, d) > 0 such that

‖Iαf‖Ld/(d−α)(Rd) 6 C5‖f‖H1(Rd)

for all f ∈ H1(Rd).
Concerning dimensional estimates, Stein and Weiss’ result can be shown to imply

that

dimH f = d,

for all f ∈ H1(Rd). From this one deduces a dimensional stability result of order d,
as for any sequence which satisfies

‖fn‖H1(Rd) 6 C6,

one has

dimH f = d

for any weak-star limit µ = f dx of any subsequence of {fn}, see also Uchiyama’s re-
sult [50] which establishes such dimension estimates for more general Hardy spaces.

2A Lorentz refinement of this inequality is due to Dorronsorro [10] (see also [38] for a Lorentz
inequality for potentials of gradients, [1] for the stronger trace inequality and [27,31,39,40,47] for
the details of this argument). This inequality and standard harmonic analysis can be shown to
imply the inequality (1.1) for Ji ∈ H1(Rd).
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The question of Sobolev inequalities for p = 1 and dimensional estimates follows
a sort of parallel development from this point, though the two are of course closely
related. Toward Sobolev inequalities, one has the Korn–Sobolev embedding of M.J.
Strauss [49] and the work of J. Bourgain and H. Brezis [7, 8], the latter of which
led to the systematic treatment of inequalities for closed subspaces of vector-valued
measures by J. Van Schaftingen [55], who among other results proved that for
α ∈ (0, d) one has

‖IαF‖Ld/(d−α)(Rd;Rl) 6 C7‖F‖Mb(Rd;Rl)

for all F ∈ Mb(R
d;Rl) such that LF = 0 for some homogeneous constant coefficient

linear differential operator L if and only if L is cocancelling. We recall that an
operator L(D) as above is said to be cocancelling when

⋂

ξ∈Rd

kerL(ξ) = {0}.

Here we identify the differential operator L with its symbol.
Van Schaftingen’s result was subsequently refined on the Lorentz and Besov

scales [18, 20, 46] and in certain cases a trace inequality has been obtained [31],
see also [35, 41, 52–56] for related estimates in this spirit and [9, 15, 16, 21, 51] for
dual results. The question of the validity of trace inequalities in the spirit of [1,31]
presents a significant open area in the theory of Sobolev inequalities in this scaling.

The study of the problem of dimensional estimates can be said to be in a similar
state to the question of trace inequalities, as despite numerous result in this direc-
tion [2–5,30,45,48], the problem of the computation of the dimension of the singular
set of a given closed subspace X ⊂ Mb(R

d;Rl) has not been fully resolved. More
precisely, let L be a homogeneous linear differential operator with constant coeffi-
cients (or more generally a pseudo-differential operator with constant coefficients)
and X be defined by the distributional constraint L:

(1.3) X = {µ ∈ Mb(R
d;Rl) : Lµ = 0}.

Then one defines the dimension of X as

κ := inf
ν∈X

dimH ν,

and the question is to compute κ(X).
This question was studied for the first time in [32] (in the context of more

general Fourier restrictions); the main result says that κ > 1 provided X does not
contain vectorial delta-measures. In the setting (1.3), this is equivalent to L being
cocancelling. The paper [3] gives a bound from below on κ formulated in terms of
the k-wave cone of L. The latter cone is a purely algebraic object computed from
the symbol of L, and the lower bound for κ obtained in this way is always an integer.
In the cases where the estimates of [3] are sharp, the measures in X having the
smallest possible dimension are related to flat measures, i.e. Hausdorff measures on
affine subspaces. The bounds of [3] are not sharp, see [4] for an example along with
a sharper result for this example. In a discrete version of the dimension problem
resolved in [6], it was shown that the extremal measures might be fractal. Thus
one wonders whether this is the case in the continuous analog. Therefore finally,
the state of art in the dimension problem is that it is still unknown whether κ is
always an integer, which should be settled, along with a canonical way to compute
it in terms of the operator L.
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The starting point of this paper is the observation that in contrast to the di-
mension zero case – the space of finite Radon measures – and the dimension d case
– the real Hardy space – the literature concerning Sobolev inequalities around the
space of measures and dimensional estimates all focus on the vector-valued setting,
in the spirit of the inequality (1.1). It therefore seems desirable to introduce scalar
spaces of measures with dimensional stability β ∈ (0, d]. To this end we first define
the notion of a β-atom:

Definition 1.1 (β-atom). For β ∈ (0, d], we say that a ∈ Mb(R
d) is a β-atom if

there exists a cube Q ⊂ R
d with sides parallel to the coordinate axes such that

(1) supp a ⊂ Q;
(2) a(Q) = 0;
(3) supx∈Rd,t>0 |t(d−β)/2et∆a(x)| 6 1

l(Q)β
;

(4) |a|(Rd) 6 1.

We next define atomic spaces with dimensional stability β:

Definition 1.2 (β-atomic space). Let β ∈ [0, d]. Define the atomic space of di-
mension β by

DSβ(R
d) :=

{
µ ∈ Mb(R

d) : µ = lim
n→∞

n∑

i=1

λi,nai,n, ai,n β-atoms, lim sup
n→∞

n∑

i=1

|λi,n| < +∞
}

Here the convergence is intended weakly-star as measures,
ˆ

ϕ dµ = lim
n→∞

n∑

i=1

λi,n

ˆ

ϕ dai,n,

for all ϕ ∈ C0(R
d), and the space is equipped with the norm

‖µ‖DSβ(Rd) := inf

{
lim sup
n→∞

n∑

i=1

|λi,n| : µ = lim
n→∞

n∑

i=1

λi,nai,n

}
.

We are now prepared to state the main results of this paper. We begin with
the Sobolev inequalites. Our first result asserts that the space DSβ(R

d) supports
a Besov–Lorentz scale Sobolev inequality for any β ∈ (0, d].

Theorem A. Let β ∈ (0, d]. For each α ∈ (0, d) there exists a constant C =
C(α, β, d) > 0 such that

‖Iαµ‖Ḃ0,1
d/(d−α),1

(Rd) 6 C‖µ‖DSβ(Rd)

for all µ ∈ DSβ(R
d).

Our second result asserts that the space DSβ(R
d) supports a trace Sobolev

inequality for β ∈ (0, d] at any dimension strictly greater than d− β (see [31] for a
detailed discussion of trace inequalities).

Theorem B. Let β ∈ (0, d]. For each α ∈ (d − β, d) there exists a constant

C = C(α, β, d) > 0 such that

‖Iαµ‖L1(ν) 6 C‖µ‖DSβ(Rd)

for all Radon measures ν such that ν(B(x, r)) 6 C′rd−α and all µ ∈ DSβ(R
d).
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The preceding theorem need not hold at the endpoint d− β, see [31]. Our third
result asserts that with a fractional maximal function in place of the Riesz potential
such a result holds in the endpoint case.

Theorem C. Let β ∈ (0, d]. For each α ∈ [d − β, d) there exists a constant

C = C(α, β, d) > 0 such that
∥∥∥∥sup
t>0

tα/2|et∆µ|
∥∥∥∥
L1(ν)

6 C‖µ‖DSβ(Rd)

for all Radon measures ν such that ν(B(x, r)) 6 C′rd−α and all µ ∈ DSβ(R
d).

Let us note that in combination with the atomic decomposition proved in [20],
Theorem C yields an L1 endpoint of Sawyer’s one weight inequality [33] (see also
[34] for the two weight case, which includes the one weight case and is more easily
accessible):

Corollary D. For each α ∈ [d− 1, d) there exists a constant C = C(α, d) > 0 such

that ∥∥∥∥sup
t>0

tα/2|et∆F |
∥∥∥∥
L1(ν)

6 C‖F‖Mb(Rd;Rd)

for all Radon measures ν such that ν(B(x, r)) 6 Crd−α and all F ∈ Mb(R
d;Rd)

which satisfy divF = 0 in the sense of distributions.

Remark 1.3. When F = ∇u, an analogue of the preceding corollary is the assertion
that for any α ∈ [1, d) there is a constant C = C(α, d) > 0 such that

∥∥∥∥sup
t>0

tα/2|et∆∇u|
∥∥∥∥
L1(ν)

6 C‖∇u‖Mb(Rd;Rd)

for all Radon measures ν such that ν(B(x, r)) 6 Crd−α. This follows from the
bound

|t1/2et∆∇u| = |t1/2∇et∆u| . M(u),(1.4)

and David R. Adams’ extension [1, Theorem B] of the work of Maz’ya [24, Teopema
4 on p. 165] and Meyers and Ziemer [25]. Here M denotes the Hardy–Littlewood
maximal function, see [42, p. 4] for the definition and [42, Theorem 2 on p. 62] for
a proof of the inequality (1.4).

The preceding Sobolev inequalities follow easily from a well-prepared definition
of the atomic spaces, while we next turn our attention to dimension estimates,
which require a little more work. The idea is that the left-hand-side of Theorem C
contains the essential information to obtain a dimensional estimate for the space
DSβ(R

d). To see this, let us first consider a simplified setting. For γ ∈ [0, d] define
the dyadic fractional maximal function

MQ0
γ (µ)(x) := sup

Q∈D(Q0)

χQ(x)
|µ(Q)|
l(Q)d−γ

,

where D(Q0) denotes the set of all dyadic cubes generated by some fixed cube
Q0 ⊂ R

d, i.e. Q ∈ D(Q0) if and only if Q = 2−k(n + Q0) for some k ∈ Z and
n ∈ Z

d. Note that for Q ∈ D(Q0), it is not necessarily the case that Q ⊂ Q0, as we
consider the entire lattice generated by Q0.
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Then the essential idea of dimension estimates for the spaces DSβ(R
d) is con-

tained in

Theorem E. Suppose µ is a locally finite Radon measure in R
d such that

ˆ

Q

MQ0

d−β(µ) dHβ
∞ < +∞(1.5)

for any cube Q ⊂ R
d. Then dimH µ > β.

Here the integral is intended in the sense of Choquet, i.e. for an everywhere defined
non-negative function f : Rd → [0,∞],

ˆ

Q

f dHβ
∞ :=

ˆ ∞

0

Hβ
∞({x ∈ Q : f > t}) dt,

see also [1,28,29] for further results and discussion, while Hβ
∞ denotes the spherical

Hausdorff content, defined on a set E ⊂ R
d via

Hβ
∞(E) := inf

{ ∞∑

i=1

ωβr
β
i : E ⊂

∞⋃

i=1

B(xi, ri)

}
,

and ωβ = πβ/2/Γ(β/2+1) (for β = k ∈ N, ωk is the volume of the unit ball in R
k).

Note that for µ ∈ DSβ(R
d) the conclusion of Theorem C is locally slightly weaker

than the condition (1.5), and as with the bounds for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
function, one does not expect (1.5) to hold. Nonetheless, it is possible to show that
a slightly stronger analogue of Theorem C implies the desired dimensional esti-
mate. To state this stronger analogue, let us introduce a fractional grand maximal
function: For a distribution f ∈ S ′(Rd) and γ ∈ [0, d] we define

MF ,γf(x) := sup
Φ∈F ,‖Φ‖F61

tγ |f ∗ Φt(x)|,

where F is a finite collection of Schwartz seminorms, see [43, p. 90]. The asserted
strengthening of Theorem C is then

Theorem F. There exists a constant C = C(β, d) > 0 such that

‖MF ,d−βµ‖L1(Hβ
∞) 6 C‖µ‖DSβ(Rd)

for all µ ∈ DSβ(R
d).

Here we recall that L1(Hβ
∞) denotes the Banach space ofHβ

∞-quasicontinuous func-
tions for which

‖f‖L1(Hβ
∞) :=

ˆ

Rd

|f | dHβ
∞ < +∞,(1.6)

which is equivalent to the completion of Cc(R
d) in the quasi-norm (1.6). By D.R.

Adams’ duality result [1, Proposition 1 on p. 118], this inequality implies (and is
equivalent to)

‖MF ,d−βµ‖L1(ν) 6 C‖µ‖DSβ(Rd)

for every Radon measure ν such that ν(B(x, r)) 6 C′rβ for every B(x, r) ⊂ R
d. As

a consequence one has equivalent statements of Theorems B and C, Corollary D,
and Remark 1.3 as capacitary inequalities in terms of the Hausdorff content.

Theorem F motivates the following more technical analogue of Theorem E.
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Theorem G. Suppose µ ∈ Mb(R
d) is such that for some collection F ⊂ Z+ × Z+

we have MF ,d−βµ ∈ L1(Hβ
∞). Then, dimH µ > β.

Finally, the dimension estimate for the spaces DSβ(R
d) then follows from the

definition of the spaces as limits of sums of atoms, Theorem F and Theorem G. In
particular we obtain

Theorem H. Let β ∈ (0, d]. For µ ∈ DSβ(R
d) one has

dimH µ > β.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Subsection 1.2, we introduce a number of
examples that show the definition of β-atoms and β-atomic spaces are not vacuous.
In Section 2, we introduce some requisite preliminaries. In Section 3, we prove
Theorems A, B, C and Corollary D. In Section 4, we prove the simplified dimension
estimate asserted in Theorem E. In Section 5 we introduce a notion of distributional
(β,N)-atoms which is slightly more general than the atoms defined in the introduc-
tion. We then show that these atoms admit various estimates which prove useful
in our work, and seem likely to be useful in future research on this subject. These
estimates include a bound on their fractional grand maximal function in Lemma
5.11 which then implies Theorem F. This is the most technically difficult section of
the paper and relies on some subtle Fourier analysis. Finally, in Section 6 we prove
Theorem G and then from this and the preceding analysis deduce Theorem H.

1.2. Examples. In this subsection, we provide a number of examples that illustrate
the richness of these function spaces.

Example 1.4. For any β ∈ (0, d), let A ⊂ [0, 1/2]d be a set such that 0 < Hβ(A) <
+∞, let µ be the Frostman measure supported on A (see, e.g. [22, p. 112]), rescaled
so that µ(B(x, r)) 6 c1r

β and µ(A) = c2 for c1, c2 > 0 to be chosen, and denote by
µ̃ the translate of µ by the vector < 1/2, 1/2, . . . , 1/2 >. Then the measure

a := µ− µ̃

is a β-atom supported in Q = [0, 1]d. If c2 6 1/2, the conditions (1), (2), and
(4) are immediate from the construction, while to verify (3), one computes for any
x ∈ R

d the quantity

|t(d−β)/2et∆a(x)| = t(d−β)/2

ˆ

Rd

1

(4πt)d/2
exp(−|x− y|2/4t) da(y)

= t(d−β)/2
∑

k∈Z

ˆ

B(x,2k+1
√
t)\B(x,2k

√
t)

1

(4πt)d/2
exp(−|x− y|2/4t) da(y)

6 t(d−β)/2
∑

k∈Z

1

(4πt)d/2
exp(−22k−2)2c1(2

k+1
√
t)β

6
∑

k∈Z

1

(4π)d/2
exp(−22k−2)2c1(2

k+1)β

6 1,

for a sufficiently small choice of c1.

Example 1.5. For β = d the notion of β atom agrees with L∞ atoms for the Hardy
space H1(Rd) up to rescaling. In particular, if a is a d-atom, then a satisfies (1),
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(2), the classical support and cancellation conditions, while Fatou’s lemma and (3)
imply

sup
x∈Rd

|a(x)| 6 sup
x∈Rd

lim inf
t→0

|et∆a(x)| 6 1

|Q| .

Conversely, if a is an L∞ atom, then a satisfies (1), (2), (4), and with a suitable
rescaling (3) follows as in Example 1.4.

Example 1.6. Let Γ ⊂ [0, 1]d be a closed piecewise C1 curve with length 1 and C1

parametrization γ : [0, 1] → R
d. Define the associated Radon measure µΓ by

ˆ

Rd

Φ · dµΓ :=

ˆ 1

0

Φ(γ(t)) · γ̇(t) dt

for Φ ∈ Cc(R
d;Rd). If

|µΓ|(B(x, r)) 6 c1r

for c1 > 0 sufficiently small, then for each i = 1, . . . , d, the component

a := (µΓ)i

is a 1-atom. As before, the conditions (1) and (4) are immediate from the construc-
tion, while the verification of (3) is identical to the computation in Example 1.4.
Finally, the closedness of Γ implies

ˆ

Rd

Φi d(µΓ)i = 0

for Φi ≡ 1 on [0, 1]d, which is the cancellation condition (2).

Lemma 1.7. For 0 < α < β 6 d, if a is a β-atom, then a is an α-atom.

Proof. For t 6 l(Q)2 by the property (3) one has

|t(d−α)/2et∆a(x)| = t(β−α)/2|t(d−β)/2et∆a(x)|

6
l(Q)β−α

l(Q)β
,

while if t > l(Q)2 the property (4) yields

|t(d−α)/2et∆a(x)| 6 t(d−α)/2 1

(4πt)d/2

6
1

l(Q)α
.

�

Corollary 1.8. If 0 < α < β 6 d,

DSβ(R
d) ⊂ DSα(R

d).

Proof. This follows easily from the definition of the spaces and the preceding
Lemma. �
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Example 1.9. Let β = d. Then DSd(R
d) ≡ H1(Rd). From Example 1.5 we know

that the atoms in the two spaces are the same. This easily gives the inclusion of the
Hardy space in DSd(R

d) because the Hardy space consists of distributions which
are limits of a fixed series of atoms:

f =
∞∑

i=1

λiai.(1.7)

To show the reverse inclusion, note that for any element of DSd(R
d) one has the

uniform bound ∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

λi,nai,n

∥∥∥∥∥
H1(Rd)

.

n∑

i=1

|λi,n| < ∞.

That is, the sequence is not only bounded in the space of measures but also in the
Hardy space. The claim now follows from compactness: H1(Rd) = (VMO(Rd))′

gives that up to a subsequence, one can extract a limit in the weak-star topology of
H1(Rd). This limit coincides with the weak-star limit in the sense of measures by
density of continuous compactly supported functions in VMO(Rd), and therefore
every element of DSd(R

d) is an element of the Hardy space.

The preceding example shows that the space DSd(R
d) is equivalent to the Hardy

space H1(Rd) by establishing that our weaker notion of sequential approximation
coincides with the notion in the Hardy space. We conclude this Section with the
example that motivated the definition of these atoms and atomic spaces.

Example 1.10. Let F ∈ Mb(R
d;Rd) satisfy divF = 0 in the sense of distributions.

Then Fi ∈ DS1(R
d) for all i = 1, . . . , d. This follows from a rescaling of the

conclusion of [20, Theorem 1.5].

2. Preliminaries

Lemma 2.1. Let β < d. Let U = ∪γB(xγ , rγ) be an open bounded subset of Rd.
There exists a covering of U by dyadic cubes Qj such that

(2.1)
∑

j

ℓ(Qj)
β . Hβ

∞(U)

and for any γ there exists a cube Qj in our covering such that it intersects B(xγ , rγ)
and ℓ(Qj) > crγ ; here c > 0 is a constant that depends only on the dimension and
β.

Proof. By the equivalence of the dyadic Hausdorff content and Hausdorff content,
we may find a countable collection of dyadic cubes such that

∑

j

ℓ(Qj)
β . Hβ

∞(U).

If for every B(xγ , rγ), the condition ℓ(Qj) > crγ is satisfied we are done. Otherwise
let B = {γ} such that this condition is violated. For each γ ∈ B one has ℓ(Qj) < crγ
for every Qj which intersects B(xγ , rγ). Because U is bounded, R := supγ∈B rγ <
+∞, and in the first iteration we choose a γ ∈ B such that rγ > R/2. The ball
B(xγ , 2rγ) intersects L dyadic cubes Q′

i with L 6 2d such that l(Q′
i)/2 < 2rγ 6

l(Q′
i). Throw away all of the cubes from the original collection which intersect
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B(xγ , rγ) and add these L cubes which intersect B(xγ , 2rγ). The collection remains
a cover, l(Q′

i) > 2rγ , and we claim that for these cubes

L∑

i=1

ℓ(Q′
i)

β 6
∑

Qj∩B(xγ ,rγ)

ℓ(Qj)
β − c′rβγ

for some c′ > 0. This is true because L 6 2d, and with the bounds on the lengths
one has

L∑

i=1

l(Q′
i)

β 6 2d4βrβγ

Meanwhile, observe that because the cubes form a cover of the ball, one has

ωdr
d
γ 6

∑

Qj∩B(xγ ,rγ)

l(Qj)
d

=
∑

Qj∩B(xγ ,rγ)

l(Qj)
d−βl(Qj)

β

<
∑

Qj∩B(xγ ,rγ)

(crγ)
d−βl(Qj)

β ,

and therefore
ωd

cd−β
rβγ 6

∑

Qj∩B(xγ ,rγ)

l(Qj)
β .

Choose c such that

2d4β =
1

2

ωd

cd−β

Then
L∑

i=1

l(Q′
i)

β 6 2d4βrβγ

=
ωd

cd−β
rβγ − 1

2

ωd

cd−β
rβγ

6
∑

Qj∩B(xγ ,rγ)

l(Qj)
β − c′rβγ

for c′ = 1
2

ωd

cd−β .
One then iterates this argument, with the observation that because one subtracts

c′rβγ , the rγ selected must tend to zero, as the Hausdorff content of the set is
strictly positive. This means that one does not change large cubes, and so the
cover stabilizes.

�

Corollary 2.2. Let β < d. Let U = ∪γB(xγ , rγ) be an open bounded subset of Rd.

We may find a covering of U by balls B(x̃j , r̃j) such that
∑

r̃βj . Hβ
∞(U) and each

ball B(xγ , rγ) is covered entirely by a ball of the covering.

Proof. An application of Lemma 2.1 yields dyadic cubes which satisfy (2.1) and
whose lengths satisfy ℓ(Qj) > crγ . The desired cover is then obtained by dilates of
balls containing these dyadic cubes. �
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3. Sobolev Inequalities

In this Section we establish the several Sobolev inequalities of the paper. We
begin with the proof of Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. The argument follows that in the paper [18], which we recall
for the convenience of the reader. By the definition of the atomic space, it suffices
to show that there is a universal constant C = C(α, β, d) > 0 such that

ˆ ∞

0

tα/2−1‖et∆a‖Ld/(d−α),1(Rd) dt 6 C(3.1)

for every β-atom. If one interpolates the usual convolution estimates

‖et∆a‖L1(Rd) 6 ‖a‖L1(Rd)(3.2)

‖et∆a‖L∞(Rd) 6
1

(4πt)d/2
‖a‖L1(Rd),(3.3)

one finds a logarithmic divergence of the integral in (3.1). However, the definition
of atoms gives a slightly better estimate than the second for small values of t:

‖et∆a‖L∞(Rd) 6
1

t(d−β)/2l(Q)β
,(3.4)

which by interpolation with (3.2) (and the fact that ‖a‖L1(Q) 6 1) implies that

ˆ l(Q)2

0

tα/2−1‖et∆a‖Ld/(d−α),1(Rd) dt 6 C1.

We will next show that

‖et∆a‖L1(Rd) 6 Cmax

{
l(Q)d−β

t(d−β)/2
,
l(Q)

t1/2

}
(3.5)

for t > l(Q)2.
Without loss of generality we may assume that the cube is centered at zero. We

then observe that for x ∈ (2Q)c, y ∈ Q we have

| exp(−|x− y|2/4t)− exp(−|x|2/4t)| . |y|
t1/2

| exp(−c|x|2/t),

for some c > 0, and therefore

ˆ

(2Q)c
|et∆a(x)| dx

=
1

(4πt)d/2

ˆ

(2Q)c

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Q

[
exp(−|x− y|2/4t)− exp(−|x|2/4t)

]
a(y) dy

∣∣∣∣ dx

.
l(Q)

t1/2
‖a‖L1(Q).
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A combination of this and (3.4) yields

‖et∆a‖L1(Rd) =

ˆ

2Q

|et∆a| dx+

ˆ

(2Q)c
|et∆a| dx

6
t(β−d)/2

l(Q)β
(2l(Q))d +

l(Q)

t1/2
,

6 C′
(
l(Q)d−β

t(d−β)/2
+

l(Q)

t1/2

)

The conclusion of the theorem then follows by the interpolation of (3.5) and
(3.3), which is sufficient to obtain the bound

ˆ ∞

l(Q)2
tα/2−1‖et∆a‖Ld/(d−α),1(Rd) dt 6 C2.

�

We next give the proof of Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. As in the preceding theorem, it suffices to prove the estimate
for a single atom and without loss of generality we may assume this atom is sup-
ported in a cube centered at zero. For α > d− β, we have

|Iαa(x)| 6
1

Γ(α/2)

ˆ ∞

0

tα/2−1|et∆a(x)| dt

6
1

Γ(α/2)

ˆ r

0

t(α+β−d)/2−1t(d−β)/2|et∆a(x)| dt

+
1

Γ(α/2)

ˆ ∞

r

tα/2−1|et∆a(x)| dt

6 C

(
r(α+β−d)/2

l(Q)β
+ r(α−d)/2‖a‖L1(Q)

)

= C′l(Q)α−d

(with the choice r = l(Q)2) for all x ∈ R
d. We also claim the decay estimate

|Iαa(x)| 6 l(Q)
C

|x|d−α+1

if x /∈ 2Q. Here we use

Iαa(x) =
1

γ(α/2)

ˆ

Rd

[
1

|x− y|d−α
− 1

|x|d−α

]
a(y) dy

and ∣∣∣∣
1

|x− y|d−α
− 1

|x|d−α

∣∣∣∣ .
|y|

|x|d−α+1
.

Therefore as ν(Q) 6 l(Q)d−α we find
ˆ

Rd

|Iαa(x)| dν =

ˆ

2Q

|Iαa(x)| dν +

ˆ

(2Q)c
|Iαa(x)| dν

6 C′l(Q)α−d(2l(Q))d−α + l(Q)

ˆ

(2Q)c

1

|x|d−α+1
dν
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The result follows from the fact that

l(Q)

ˆ

(2Q)c

1

|x|d−α+1
dν 6 C,

which can be argued by a dyadic expansion as in [31]. �

We next give the proof of Theorem C.

Proof of Theorem C. As in the two preceding theorems, it suffices to show that

‖ sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆a|‖L1(ν) 6 C

for any β-atom a supported in a cube centered at zero. As in Theorem A, we split
the estimate into the local and global pieces∥∥∥∥sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆a|
∥∥∥∥
L1(ν)

=

ˆ

2Q

sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆a| dν +

ˆ

(2Q)c
sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆a| dν.

The assumption a is a β-atom yields for the first term the bound
ˆ

2Q

sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆a| dν 6

ˆ

2Q

1

l(Q)β
dν

6 C.

For the second term, for x ∈ (2Q)c, y ∈ Q the inequality

| exp(−|x− y|2/4t)− exp(−|x|2/4t)| . |y|
t1/2

exp(−c|x|2/t),

for some c < 1/4 implies

sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆a| . sup
t>0

l(Q)

t(β+1)/2
exp(−c|x|2/t)

.
l(Q)

|x|β+1
,

as optimization yields t2 ≈ |x| in the computation of the supremum. Therefore
ˆ

(2Q)c
sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆a| dν 6

ˆ

(2Q)c

l(Q)

|x|β+1
dν

6 C

by another dyadic splitting argument. This completes the proof of the desired
bound. �

We conclude this section with the proof of Corollary D.

Proof of Corollary D. As in Example 1.10, the atomic decomposition from [20]
shows that

{
F ∈ Mb(R

d;Rd) : divF = 0
}
→֒ [DS1]

d.

Therefore in combination with Theorem C and Corollary 1.8 one finds, for any of
the components Fi of F and any β > 1

‖ sup
t>0

t(d−β)/2|et∆Fi|‖L1(ν) 6 C‖Fi‖DSβ(Rd)

6 C‖Fi‖DS1(Rd)

6 C‖F‖L1.
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This completes the proof. �

4. A Simplified Dimension Estimate

For β ∈ [0, d) we introduce a truncated analogue of the dyadic fractional maximal
function which only computes the supremum over cubes with length larger than
some parameter l:

MQ0

d−β,l(µ)(x) := sup
Q∈D(Q0),
l(Q)>l

χQ(x)
|µ(Q)|
l(Q)β

,(4.1)

Proof of Theorem E. As dimension is a local property, it suffices to prove that for
A ⊂ τ + Q0, Hβ(A) = 0 implies |µ|(A) = 0. Without loss of generality restrict
our consideration to A ⊂ Q0. Here we will actually prove a stronger quantitative
version of the dimensional estimate: For all ǫ > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that for
any Borel set A ⊂ Q0 with Hβ,Q0∞ (A) < δ we also have |µ|(A) < ǫ. Here we utilize
the dyadic Hausdorff content Hβ,Q0∞ , whose definition is given by

Hβ,Q0
∞ (A) := inf

{ ∞∑

i=1

l(Qi)
β : A ⊂ ∪∞

i=1Qi, Qi ∈ D(Q0)

}
.

Let ǫ > 0 be given. First, we claim that we can use absolute continuity of the
integral to choose δ > 0 sufficiently small such that if Hβ,Q0∞ (A) < δ then

ˆ

A

MQ0

d−β(µ) dHβ,Q0
∞ <

ǫ

32
.(4.2)

Indeed, from the assumption (1.5), we can find M > 0 such that
ˆ ∞

M

Hβ,Q0
∞ ({x ∈ Q0 : MQ0

d−β(µ)(x) > t}) dt < ǫ/64.

For this choice of M , for any δ 6 ǫ/64M one has

ˆ

A

MQ0

d−β(µ) dHβ,Q0
∞ 6

ˆ M

0

Hβ,Q0
∞ ({x ∈ A : MQ0

d−β(µ)(x) > t}) dt

+

ˆ ∞

M

Hβ,Q0
∞ ({MQ0

d−β(µ)(x) > t}) dt

6 ǫ/64 + ǫ/64 = ǫ/32.

Second, we claim we can restrict our attention to

A′ := {x ∈ A : lx >
1

Nǫ
}

for some sufficiently large Nǫ, where lx is such that

|µ|(Q) 6 2|µ(Q)|
for every x ∈ l(Q) 6 lx. Indeed, by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we have
that

lim
Q→x

|µ(Q)|
|µ|(Q)

= 1
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for µ almost every x ∈ R
d. As a consequence, for every x ∈ A, there exists lx > 0

such that

|µ|(Q) 6 2|µ(Q)|
for l(Q) 6 lx. Using |µ|(Q0) < +∞, this implies

lim
n→∞

|µ|({x ∈ Q0 : 0 < lx <
1

n
}) = |µ|({x ∈ Q0 : lx = 0}) = 0

and therefore we can find Nǫ ∈ N such that

|µ|({x ∈ Q0 : 0 < lx <
1

n
}) < ǫ

32
(4.3)

for every n > Nǫ. Thus, we can estimate

|µ|(A) 6 |µ|(A′) +
ǫ

32
.(4.4)

Third, we replace A′ with a dyadic covering subordinate to Q0 by using the
definition of the dyadic Hausdoroff content: For any δ > 0, by the definition of
Hβ,Q0∞ (A) there exists a family of dyadic cubes subordinate to Q0 such that

A ⊂
∞⋃

i=1

Qi

∞∑

i=1

l(Qi)
β < δ

Qi ∩Qj = ∅ if i 6= j.

In combination with our first restriction on δ, for any δ 6 min{ǫ/64M, 1

2Nβ
ǫ
} we can

ensure the cubes are small enough that can utilize the consequences of the Lebesgue
differentiation theorem for the remaining sets to estimate, and in particular we only
need to consider cubes for which

A′ ∩Qi 6= ∅.
Define

An := ∪n
i=1Qi

A∞ := ∪∞
i=1Qi.

Then

|µ|(A′) = |µ|(A′ \An) + |µ|(A′ ∩ An)

6 |µ|(A∞ \An) + |µ|(A′ ∩ An)

6
ǫ

32
+ |µ|(An)

for n > Mǫ ∈ N. As

Hβ,Q0
∞ (An) 6

n∑

i=1

l(Qi)
β < δ,

the absolute continuity of the integral noted above implies
ˆ

An

MQ0

d−β(µ) dHβ,Q0
∞ 6

ǫ

32
.



ON DIMENSION STABLE SPACES OF MEASURES 17

If we define

ln := min
i=1,...,n

l(Qi)

this implies
ˆ

An

MQ0

d−β,ln
(µ) dHβ,Q0

∞ 6
ǫ

32
,

where MQ0

d−β,ln
(µ) is the truncated maximal function introduced in (4.1).

Finally, if we can show that

|µ|(An) 6
ǫ

2

then

|µ|(A) 6 |µ|(A′) +
ǫ

32

6 |µ|(An) +
ǫ

16

6
ǫ

2
+

ǫ

16
< ǫ.

which is the desired conclusion. To this end, for each k ∈ Z, define

Ωn,k := {x ∈ An : 2k+1 > MQ0

d−β,ln
(µ)(x) > 2k}

By the definition of the Hausdorff content, we can now find a family of cubes
{Qn,k,j}j∈N such that

Ωn,k ⊂
⋃

j

Qn,k,j

and
∑

j

l(Qn,k,j)
β 6 2Hβ,Q0

∞ (Ωn,k).

As

Hβ,Q0
∞ (Ωn,k) 6 Hβ,Q0

∞ (An) < δ,

we note that from the choice of δ 6 1

2Nβ
ǫ
we have that l(Qn,k,j) 6

1
Nǫ

.

Then the truncation on the maximal function implies it is nowhere infinite (and
in fact has a uniform upper bound which depends on n through ln) allows us to
write

An =
⋃

k∈Z

Ωn,k

and therefore

An =
⋃

k∈Z

Ωn,k ⊂
⋃

k∈Z

⋃

j∈N

Qn,k,j
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Putting these several facts together, and discarding any cubes which do not
intersect An, we obtain

|µ|(An) 6
∑

k∈Z,j∈N

|µ|(Qn,k,j)

=
∑

k∈Z,j∈N

l(Qn,k,j)
βl(Qn,k,j)

−β |µ|(Qn,k,j)

6 2
∑

k∈Z,j∈N

l(Qn,k,j)
β l(Qn,k,j)

−β |µ(Qn,k,j)|

6 2
∑

k∈Z,j∈N

l(Qn,k,j)
β2k+1

6 8
∑

k∈Z

2kHβ,Q0
∞ (Ωn,k)

6 16

ˆ

An

MQ0

d−β,ln
(µ)dHβ,Q0

∞

6
16ǫ

32

=
ǫ

2
,

which completes the demonstration of the claim and therefore the proof.
�

5. Maximal Function Estimates via Littlewood-Paley theory

In the sequel we will utilize the following lemma about the existence of a com-
pactly supported function whose Fourier transform does not vanish on a ball.

Lemma 5.1. There exists a function Ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) such that Ψ̂(ξ) > 1 on B(0, 1).

Proof. The standard mollifier defined by

ρ(x) =

{
c exp

(
−1
1−|x|2

)
|x| 6 1

0 |x| > 1

is a non-negative, radial, C∞
c (Rd) function which satisfies

ρ̂(0) =

ˆ

Rd

ρ(x) dx = 1

|∇ρ̂(ξ)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

2πixe2πix·ξρ(x) dx

∣∣∣∣ 6 2π.

In particular, ρ̂ is Lipschitz with constant at most 2π, so that

ρ̂(ξ) > 1/2

for ξ ∈ B(0, 1/4π). The desired function can then be obtained by suitable rescaling:

Ψ̂(ξ) = 2ρ̂(ξ/4π),

i.e.

Ψ(x) = 2(4π)dρ(4πx).

�
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Definition 5.2. A distribution a ∈ S ′(Rd) is called a distributional (β,N)-atom
provided it is supported in a cube Q with sidelength 2ℓ(Q),

< xαa, ϕ >= 0

for any homogeneous polynomial xα with |α| 6 N and ϕ ≡ 1 in a neighborhood of
Q, and satisfies the uniform bound

(5.1) ‖et∆a‖L∞(Rd) 6 (ℓ(Q))−βt
β−d
2 , t > 0.

As in the introduction, et∆ denotes the heat extension, whose action on a sum-
mable function f is given by the convolution

(5.2) et∆f(x) = (4πt)−
d
2

ˆ

Rd

f(x− y)e−
|y|2

4t dy, x ∈ R
d,

and extended by continuity to distributions. The role of the number N is minor: if
we say a is a β-atom, we mean it is a (β,N) atom for some N ; usually, this number
is assumed to be sufficiently large (though sometimes N = 0 is also interesting).
We say that the atom a is adapted to Q if Q and a suit the definition above.

Remark 5.3. Let a be adapted to a cube Q with sidelength 2ℓ(Q) and center cQ.
Then, the dilation ã of the distribution a given by

(5.3) ã(x) = ℓ(Q)da
(
ℓ(Q)(x− cQ)

)
, x ∈ R

d,

is a distributional β-atom adapted to the cube [−1, 1]d, i.e. it satisfies the bound

(5.4) ‖et∆ã‖L∞(Rd) 6 t
β−d
2 , t > 0.

We have been a little bit informal when writing the argument of a distribution.
The formal definition of ã is given by duality:

(5.5) 〈ã, ϕ〉 = 〈a, ϕ̃〉, ϕ̃(x) = ϕ
( x

ℓ(Q)
+ cQ

)
, ϕ ∈ S(Rd), x ∈ R

d.

In other words, we make a dilation of a that preserves its total mass if it is finite.
Let Ξ: Rd → R be a smooth function such that Ξ̂ is compactly supported, non-

negative, and is equal to 1 in a neighborhood of the origin. We set

(5.6) Ξk(x) = 2kdΞ(2kx), k ∈ Z, x ∈ R
d,

and define the ‘smoothed Littlewood–Paley projectors’ via

(5.7) P6k[f ] = f ∗ Ξk; Pk[f ] = P6k[f ]− P6k−1[f ].

Here f is an arbitrary tempered distribution and k ∈ Z.
Let a be a distributional β-atom adapted to [−1, 1]d. We split it into the sum

(5.8) a = P60[a] +
∑

k>0

Pk[a]

and formulate the individual estimates for the summands. Before that, we note an
immediate consequence of (5.4):

(5.9) ‖P6k[a]‖L∞(Rd) . 2(d−β)k.

We will also use modified ‘projectors’ P̃k. Let Ξ̃ be a smooth function whose Fourier
transform is compactly supported in R

d \ {0} and equals 1 on the set {ξ ∈ R
d |

Ξ̂(ξ) /∈ {0, 1}}. Define

(5.10) P̃k[f ] = f ∗ Ξ̃k; Ξ̃k(ξ) = 2dkΞ̃(2kξ), k ∈ Z.
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These operators have similar properties to that of Pk and they also satisfy

(5.11) P̃k ◦ Pk = Pk.

Lemma 5.4. Let a be a distributional β-atom adapted toQ = [−1, 1]. For anyM ∈
N, the inequalities

|P60[a](x)| . (1 + |x|)−M ;(5.12)

|Pk[a](x)| . 2(d−β)k(1 + |x|)−M(5.13)

hold true with the multiplicative constants being independent of k > 0, x ∈ R
d,

and the choice of a.

Proof. Let now Ψ be a compactly supported function such that Ψ̂ attains positive
values on the support of Ξ̂. Then, in particular,

(5.14)
‖P̃k[Ψ]‖L1(Rd) 6 ‖(1 + |x|2)dP̃k[Ψ](x)‖L∞(Rd)

.
∥∥∥(1−∆)d

[ ˆ̃Ξ(2−kξ)Ψ̂(ξ)
]∥∥∥

L1(Rd)
. 2−Lk, k > 0,

for any natural number L. Consequently,

(5.15) ‖a ∗Ψ‖L∞(Rd) 6
∥∥P60

[
a ∗Ψ

]∥∥
L∞(Rd)

+
∑

k>0

∥∥Pk

[
a ∗Ψ

]∥∥
L∞(Rd)

(5.11)
=

∥∥P60

[
a ∗Ψ

]∥∥
L∞(Rd)

+
∑

k>0

∥∥Pk

[
a
]
∗ P̃k

[
Ψ
]∥∥

L∞(Rd)

(5.9)
(5.14)

.
∑

k>0

2−Lk2(d−β)k

for any L ∈ N. The choice of L = d + 1 makes this series converge. We also note
that a ∗Ψ has bounded support. Since

(5.16) P60[a] = χ ∗ (a ∗Ψ),

where χ̂ is a smooth compactly supported function, the bound (5.15) together with
the information about the support of a ∗Ψ leads to (5.12).

The proof of (5.13) follows the same lines: instead of a ∗ Ψ, consider a ∗ Ψk

(here Ψk(x) = 2dkΨ(2kx)) and perform the same steps:
(5.17)

‖a ∗Ψk‖L∞(Rd) 6 ‖P6k

[
a ∗Ψk

]
‖L∞(Rd) +

∑

l>k

‖Pl

[
a ∗Ψk

]
‖L∞(Rd) .

∑

l>k

2−L(l−k)2(d−β)l,

in the last inequality we have used

(5.18) ‖P̃l[Ψk]‖L1(Rd) . 2−L(l−k), l > k;

this follows from (5.14) by rescaling. Then we use

(5.19) P6k[a] = χk ∗ (a ∗Ψk),

where χk(x) = 2dkχ(2kx), to derive

(5.20) |P6k[a](x)| . 2(d−β)k(1 + |x|)−M

from (5.17). The latter inequality clearly implies (5.13) via (5.7). �

Let Φ be a Schwartz function and let Φt(x) = t−dΦ(x/t) denote the L1 dilations.
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Proposition 5.5. Let a ∈ S ′(Rd) be a distributional β-atom adapted to a cube Q.
Then, for any M > d there exists a finite collection F of Schwartz seminorms such
that if ‖Φ‖F 6 1, then

(5.21) td−β|a ∗ Φt(x)| . (ℓ(Q))−β
(
1 +

dist(x,Q)

ℓ(Q)

)−M

, t 6 ℓ(Q);

for all x ∈ R
d; the bound is independent of the particular choice of a.

The requirement on Schwartz seminorms of Φ means there exists a large natural
number ν such that

(5.22)
∣∣∣∂

γΦ

∂xγ
(x)

∣∣∣ 6 (1 + |x|)−ν

for all x ∈ R
d and all multi-indices γ with |γ| 6 ν.

Remark 5.6. As we will see from the proof, the moment conditions on a are
unnecessary in Proposition 5.5.

The proof of Proposition 5.5 rests on Lemma 5.4. We will also need another
lemma that expresses an almost-orthogonality principle.

Lemma 5.7. Let k ∈ N ∪ {0} and t ∈ R+ be such that 2kt > 1. Then, for any
natural numbers M ′ and M ′′,

(5.23) |P̃k[Φt](x)| . (2kt)−M ′′

t−d(1 + |x|/t)−M ′

, x ∈ R
d.

Proof. By scaling invariance, it suffices to prove the inequality

(5.24)
∣∣∣Ξ̃s ∗ Φ(y)

∣∣∣ . sM
′′

(1 + |y|2)−M ′

, s < 1,

and Ξ̃s(y) = s−dΞ̃(s−1y). By the L1(Rd) → L∞(Rd) boundedness of the Fourier
transform, it suffices to prove

(5.25)
∥∥∥(1−∆)M

′[ ˆ̃Ξ(sξ)Φ̂(ξ)
]∥∥∥

L1(Rd)
. sM

′′

, s < 1,

which follows from the requirement that Φ is a Schwartz function and the conditions

on the support of ˆ̃Ξ (we have used a similar inequality in (5.14)). �

Proof of Proposition 5.5. First of all, we may dilate and shift a if needed and as-
sume Q = [−1, 1]d, see Remark 5.3. Then (5.21) reduces to

(5.26) td−β |a ∗ Φt(x)| . (1 + |x|)−M , t 6 1.

We next use the assumption M > d.
For the smoothed Littlewood–Paley projectors introduced above one has

(5.27) td−β |a ∗ Φt(x)| 6 td−β|P60[a] ∗ Φt(x)| +
∞∑

k=1

td−β |Pk[a] ∗ Φt(x)|.

Let us consider the summands with 2kt 6 1 first (low frequency summands).
By (5.13),

(5.28) |Pk[a](x)| . 2(d−β)k(1 + |x|)−M .

Since t 6 1,

(5.29) |Φt| ∗ (1 + |x|)−M . (1 + |x|)−M ,
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and this bound depends on a finite number of Schwartz seminorms of Φ in the sense
that it follows from the inequality

(5.30) |Φ(x)| 6 (1 + |x|)−M , x ∈ R
d

since we have assumed M > d. Using (5.28) and (5.29), we get
(5.31)

∑

k : 2kt61

td−β |Pk[a] ∗ Φt(x)|
(5.13)
(5.29)

. td−β
∑

k : 2kt61

2(d−β)k(1 + |x|)−M . (1 + |x|)−M .

The bound for the term td−β|P60[a]∗Φt(x)| is completely similar (we use (5.12) in-
stead of (5.13)). Thus, (5.26) holds true for the low frequency part of the sum (5.27).

Note that since

(5.32) t−d(1 + |x|/t)−M ∗ (1 + |x|)−M . (1 + |x|)−M , M > d, t 6 1,

Lemma 5.7 with M ′ = M ′′ := M yields the desired bound of the high frequency
part:

(5.33)
∑

k : 2kt>1

td−β|Pk[a] ∗Φt(x)| (5.11)
=

∑

k : 2kt>1

td−β |Pk[a] ∗ P̃k[Φt](x)|

(5.13)
(5.23)
(5.32)

. td−β
∑

k : 2kt>1

2(d−β)k(2kt)−M (1 + |x|)−M . (1 + |x|)−M ,

since M > d > d − β. Thus, (5.26) holds true for the high frequency part of the
sum as well.

�

Proposition 5.8. Let a ∈ S ′(Rd) be a distributional (β,N)-atom adapted to a
cube Q. Then, for any s > 0 there exists a finite collection F of Schwartz seminorms
such that if ‖Φ‖F 6 1, then

(5.34) td−s|a ∗ Φt(x)| . (ℓ(Q))−s
(
1 +

dist(x,Q)

ℓ(Q)

)−N−1−s

, t > ℓ(Q),

for all x ∈ R
d; the bound is independent of the particular choice of a.

Proof. By Remark 5.3, we may assume Q = [−1, 1]d. We wish to prove

(5.35) td−s|a ∗ Φt(x)| . (1 + |x|)−N−1−s, x ∈ R
d, t > 1.

Let M be a large number. Before passing to the proof, we modify (5.23) in the
case t > 1 a little bit:

(5.36) (2kt)−M ′′

t−d(1 + |x|/t)−M ′ 2k>1,t>1

6 (2kt)−M ′′+M ′

t−M ′

(1 + |x|/t)−M ′

= (2kt)−M ′′+M ′

(t+ |x|)−M ′

6 (2kt)−M ′′+M ′

(1 + |x|)−M ′

.

Thus, if we plug M ′′ = 2M and M ′ = M into the latter estimate, we get from (5.23)
that

(5.37) |P̃k[Φt](x)| . (2kt)−M (1 + |x|)−M , t > 1, k ∈ N ∪ {0}.
Let f = P60[a]. We may replace a with f in (5.35) and prove

(5.38) td−s|f ∗ Φt(x)| . (1 + |x|)−N−1−s, |x| ∈ R
d, t > 1,
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since the difference between a and f , i.e., P>0[a], admits an estimate similar to the
estimate for the case t 6 1, 2kt > 1 in Proposition 5.5:

(5.39) td−s|(a− f) ∗ Φt(x)| 6 td−s
∑

k>0

|Pk[a] ∗ Φt(x)|

(5.12)
(5.37)

.
∑

k>0

td−s2(d−β)k(2kt)−M (1 + |x|)−M . td−s−M (1 + |x|)−M

for any M ∈ N.
Now we concentrate on (5.38). Note that f ∗Φt is a convolution of two summable

functions and may be treated as an integral. We split this integral into two integrals:

(5.40) f ∗ Φt(x) = t−d

ˆ

2|y|>|x|

f(y)Φ
(x− y

t

)
dy + t−d

ˆ

2|y|6|x|

f(y)Φ
(x− y

t

)
dy,

and estimate them individually.
The estimate for the first part is straightforward (we use Lemma 5.4):

(5.41)

t−d
∣∣∣
ˆ

2|y|>|x|

f(y)Φ
(x− y

t

)
dy

∣∣∣ . t−d

ˆ

2|y|>|x|

(1 + |y|)−M dy . t−d(1 + |x|)−M+d,

which, after multiplication by td−s, does not exceed the right hand side of (5.38),
provided M is sufficiently large (recall s > 0).

The bound for the second integral in (5.40) is a little bit more involved. We will
use the Taylor formula

(5.42) Φ
(x− y

t

)
=

∑

|γ|6N

1

γ!

∂γΦ

∂zγ

(x
t

)(−y

t

)γ

+O
(( |y|

t

)N+1(
1 +

|x|
t

)−η)
,

which follows from Lagrange’s representation of the remainder, the inequality |y| 6
|x|/2, and the boundedness of a Schwartz seminorm of Φ. Here η is an arbitrary
non-negative number (we will specify it later).

First, we deal with the integrals that arise from plugging the monomial terms
from (5.42) into the second integral in (5.40). Note that f satisfies the cancellation
condition

(5.43)

ˆ

Rd

f(y)yγ dy = 0, |γ| 6 N,

since a does, f = P60[a], and the symbol of the Fourier multiplier P60, that is, Ξ̂,
equals one in a neighborhood of the origin. Therefore, by Lemma 5.4,
(5.44)

t−d
∣∣∣
ˆ

2|y|6|x|

f(y)(y/t)γ dy
∣∣∣ = t−d

∣∣∣
ˆ

2|y|>|x|

f(y)(y/t)γ dy
∣∣∣ . t−d−γ(1 + |x|)−M+d+γ .

Thus, it suffices to take M sufficiently large.
It remains to estimate the contribution of the remainder term in (5.42) to the sec-

ond integral in (5.40). Here we cannot use cancellations and perform the estimates
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in a more straightforward way (relying on Lemma 5.4 again):

(5.45) t−d

ˆ

2|y|6|x|

|f(y)|
( |y|

t

)N+1(
1 +

|x|
t

)−η

dy .

t−(d+N+1)
(
1 +

|x|
t

)−η
ˆ

2|y|6|x|

(1 + |y|)−M |y|N+1 dy

. t−d−N−1
(
1 +

|x|
t

)−η

; M > N + 1 + d.

Thus, it suffices to verify the inequality

(5.46) t−N−1(1 + |x|/t)−η . ts(1 + |x|)−N−1−s.

We use that t > 1 and estimate the left hand side:

(5.47) t−N−1(1 + |x|/t)−η 6 t−N−1(1/t+ |x|/t)−η = t−N−1+η(1 + |x|)−η.

We may set η = N + 1 + s and finish the proof of (5.38). �

Corollary 5.9. Let a ∈ S ′(Rd) be a (β,N)-atom adapted to a cube Q. Then, for
any α ∈ (d− β, d), we have

(5.48) |Iα[a](x)| . ℓ(Q)α−d
(
1 +

|x− cQ|
ℓ(Q)

)−(d−α+M)

,

provided N is sufficiently large (depending on M); here cQ stands for the center
of Q and ℓ(Q) denotes the sidelength of this cube.

Proof. We may represent

(5.49) Iα[a] =
∑

k∈Z

2−αkΦ2−k ∗ a

for a specific Schwartz function Φ and apply Proposition 5.5. �

Corollary 5.10. Let a ∈ S ′(Rd) be a (β,N)-atom adapted to the cube Q. Then,
for some collection F ,

(5.50) MF ,d−β[a](x) . (ℓ(Q))−β
(
1 +

dist(x,Q)

ℓ(Q)

)−N−1−β

.

Lemma 5.11. If a is a β-atom, then

‖MF ,d−βa‖L1(Hβ
∞) . 1.

Proof of Lemma 5.11. We wish to bound the sum

(5.51)
∑

k>0

2−kHβ
∞

({
x ∈ R

d
∣∣∣ MF ,d−β[a](x) > 2−k

})
.

By Corollary 5.10, the latter sum is bounded by

(5.52)
∑

k>0

2−k2
kβ
β+1 . 1.

�
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6. The Dimension Estimate Revisited

We begin this Section with the

Proof of Theorem G. We follow the proof of Theorem E, mutatis mutandis.
As there, it suffices to prove that for A ⊂ Q0, Hβ(A) = 0 implies |µ|(A) = 0 and

we show that for all ǫ > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that for any Borel set A ⊂ Q0

with Hβ
∞(A) < δ we also have |µ|(A) < ǫ.

Let ǫ > 0 be given. First, an argument analogous to that of claim (4.2) shows
that there exists δ > 0 such that if Hβ

∞(A) < δ, then
ˆ

A

MF ,d−β[µ] dHβ
∞ < cǫ(6.1)

for any fixed choice of c > 0 to be chosen later (and which is only for aesthetic
purposes).

Second, as in (4.3) we may choose Nǫ ∈ N such that

|µ|({x ∈ Q0 : 0 < lx <
1

n
}) < cǫ

for every n > Nǫ. Then the set

A′ := {x ∈ A : lx >
1

Nǫ
}

satisfies

|µ|(Q) 6 2|µ(Q)|
for x ∈ A′ for all cubes Q which contain x and satisfy l(Q) < 1

Nǫ
. Therefore we

find the analogue of (4.4):

|µ|(A) 6 |µ|(A′) + cǫ.(6.2)

Let A be a Borel set such that with Hβ
∞(A) < δ. Then one can find a balls

{Brj(xj)} such that A ⊂ ∪jBrj (xj) and

(6.3)
∑

j

rβj < δ.

Without loss of generality, we may assume A ∩ Brj(xj) 6= ∅ for any j. We may
also assume that the sequence {rj}j is non-increasing.

Let now An = ∪n
j=1Brj (xj), here n ∈ N ∪ ∞. The set A∞ is bounded, and,

therefore, has finite measure |µ|. Thus, there exists n such that |µ|(A∞ \An) < cǫ,
and so

|µ|(A′) 6 |µ|(A′ \An) + |µ|(A′ ∩ An)(6.4)

6 |µ|(A∞ \An) + |µ|(A′ ∩ An)(6.5)

6 cǫ+ |µ|(A′ ∩ An).(6.6)

Note that since Hβ
∞(An) < δ by (6.1)

(6.7)

ˆ

An

Mα,F ,rn [µ]dHβ
∞ 6

ˆ

An

Mα,F [µ]dHβ
∞ < cǫ,

where Mα,F ,rn is the anti-local maximal function defined by

(6.8) Mα,F ,ρ[µ] = sup
Φ∈SF

sup
t>ρ

tα
∣∣µ ∗ Φt(x)

∣∣.
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By now we have only used the obvious inequality Mα,F ,rn [µ] 6 Mα,F [µ]; below we
will use that the truncated function is somehow regular; this property is expressed
by the following claim.

Claim. Let Mα,F ,ρ[µ](x) > λ for some point x ∈ R
d and λ > 0. Then

(6.9) Mα,F ,ρ[µ](y) & λ, y ∈ Bρ(x).

Let us prove the claim. Assume

(6.10) tα|µ ∗ Φt(x)| > λ, for some t > ρ, ‖Φ‖F 6 1.

Then, we have

(6.11) tα|µ ∗ Φt(y)| = tα|µ ∗Ψt(x)|,
where the function Ψ is defined by the formula Ψ(z) = Φ(z + (y− x)/t). Since y ∈
Bρ(x) and t > ρ, we have |(y−x)/t| 6 1, and ‖Ψ‖F . 1. This proves the claim.

Now consider the set An, which is the union of a finite number of balls of radii
at least rn. Denote by ∪jUj a cover of An by balls of radius rn with finite overlap.
Then

An ⊂ ∪jUj

∪jUj ⊂ ∪n
j=1B2rj (xj) =: Ãn.

Then the fact that

Hβ
∞(Ãn) 6 2βδ

and by choosing δ slightly smaller implies therefore
ˆ

Ãn

Mα,F ,rn [µ] dHβ
∞ < cǫ.

For cj the center of the ball Uj of radius rn, consider the sets

Ωn,k = ∪jUj , where Mα,F ,rn[µ](cj) ∈ [2k, 2k+1).(6.12)

By the claim, Mα,F ,rn [µ] ∼ 2k on Ωn,k, and each Ωn,k is contained in Ãn. Thus,

(6.13)
∑

k

2kHβ
∞(Ωn,k) < cǫ.

By Corollary 2.2 (packing condition lemma), there is a covering {Bn,k,j}j of Ωn,k

by the balls of radii at least rn such that the sum of their radii raised to the power β
is controlled by Hβ

∞(Ωn,k):
∑

j

rβn,k,j 6 CHβ
∞(Ωn,k).

As we wish to estimate |µ|(A′ ∩An), we may also assume each set Bn,k,j covers
at least one point xn,k,j of A

′, and by doubling the radii that this point is the center
of Bn,k,j . Then,

(6.14) |µ|(A′ ∩ An) 6
∑

k,j

|µ|(Bn,k,j) 6
∑

k,j

rdn,k,j |µ| ∗ Φrn,k,j
(xn,k,j)

rn,k,j61/Nǫ

6 2
∑

k,j

∣∣rdn,k,jµ ∗ Φrn,k,j
(xn,k,j)

∣∣ 6
∑

k,j

2krβn,k,j
(6.13)

6 2Ccǫ.
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Here Φ is a radially symmetric radially decreasing Schwartz function with compact
support, rn,k,j is the radius of Qn,k,j , and xn,k,j is its center.

This shows that

|µ|(A) 6 |µ|(A′) + cǫ

6 |µ|(A′ ∩ An) + 2cǫ

6 (2C + 2)cǫ,

6 ǫ

with the choice c = (2C +2)−1, where C > 0 is the constant arising in the packing
condition Corollary 2.2. In particular, for any ǫ > 0 one has

|µ|(A) 6 ǫ

whenever Hβ
∞(A) < δ for δ > 0 small enough that Hβ

∞(A) < 2βδ implies
ˆ

A

MF ,d−β[µ] dHβ
∞ < cǫ

for the fixed choice of ǫ > 0 and c = (2C + 2)−1.
�
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