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ONE-SIDED MUCKENHOUPT WEIGHTS AND ONE-SIDED
WEAKLY POROUS SETS IN R

HUGO AIMAR, IVANA GOMEZ, IGNACIO GOMEZ VARGAS,
AND FRANCISCO JAVIER MARTIN-REYES

ABSTRACT. In this work, we introduce the geometric concept of one-sided weakly
porous sets in the real line and show that a set £ C R satisfies d(-, )™ € Af (R) N
L. (R) for some a > 0 if and only if E is right-sided weakly porous. Furthermore,
we find that the property of being both left-sided and right-sided weakly porous is
equivalent to the recent weakly porous condition discussed in the bibliography, which,
in turn, was previously found to be intimately related to the usual class of Muckenhoupt
weights A;.

1. INTRODUCTION

The class of Muckenhoupt weights in R", and even in some more general settings,
remains one of the most studied density classes in the field of harmonic analysis due
to its applications in the search of bounds for several types of operators and their role
in the analysis of the regularity of solutions in PDE, see [6], [3] and [4]. Despite the
mathematical community’s interest in this particular topic, less attention has been paid
to the relations of Muckenhoupt weights with the geometry of subsets. In this sense,
a recent series of articles seems to have shed light on the problem of finding those sets
E for which there exists some o > 0 such that the power d(-, E)~® belong to the A;
Muckenhoupt class in different settings [2, 9, 1]. One can think of the origin of this
problem as a natural question arising from the well-known fact that |z|~® belongs to
Ap(R™) for every —n < a < n(p — 1) and 1 < p < oo, where |z| can be seen as the
distance function d(z, {0}).

It is essential to mention that the authors in [2] have found a necessary and sufficient
condition on a set E to achieve d(-, E)~* € A;(R") for some a > 0 and named it weak
porosity, in line with the concept first introduced in [12] to study classes of weights and
BLO functions in the torus. Roughly speaking, and restricting ourselves to the one-
dimensional case, a weakly porous set £ C R is a set such that all open intervals I
contain a finite quantity of sub-intervals I, ..., Ix which do not intersect £ and whose
lengths sum at least a fixed proportion of the number |I|, standing for the Lebesgue
measure of I. Intuitively, one can think of E as a set that is “full of pores everywhere”
with respect to both the Fuclidean distance and the Lebesgue measure, in contrast with
other more common definitions of porosity in metric spaces which relate only to the
metric and have no relation at all with any existing measure [5, 11]. An interesting
property of any weakly porous set E, as defined in [2], is the “isotropic” distribution of
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the sizes of pores. More precisely, given three consecutive intervals I, J, and K of the
same length, if F has a pore of length p in J, then E has at least one pore of comparable
size to p both in I and K.

Sawyer first introduced one-sided Muckenhoupt weights in [10] and were further char-
acterized in [7], among other works. The basic idea behind its conception lies in their
property of inducing measures for which the one-sided versions of the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function become bounded operators. Overall, the one-sided Muckenhoupt
classes present many similarities with respect to the usual “two-sided” classes A,(R),
but also big differences. It is for this reason that we aimed to determine when powers
of distance functions belong to the one-sided Muckenhoupt classes A7 (R) or A] (R) by
proposing one-sided versions of the geometric concept of weak porosity. We will show
that one-sided weakly porous sets share a lot of properties with standard weakly porous
sets as given in [2] but usually exhibit an anisotropy in its pore sizes distribution in
a biased way towards one side, which could explain the intrinsic relationship to be es-
tablished between them and the condition d(-, F)~® € A{ (R) or d(-, E)~® € A (R), as
appropriate. Furthermore, after providing the proof of Theorem 4.5, the main result of
this paper, the following consistency diagram can be obtained

[2, Lemma 5.3]
There exists v > 0 such that
d(-, E)™* € A|(R)

E is weakly porous

Theorem 3.7 [7, Theorem 4]

There exists v > 0 such that

E is left-sided weakly porous d(- )~ € A7 (R) NLL (R)

and e loc
FE is right-sided weakly porous Y ’
E 4 Theorem 4.5 d(-,E)™ € AT (R) n Li, (R)

where each arrow indicates an if and only if equivalence between the statements.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to introduce the basic theory
of one-sided Muckenhoupt weights, together with some specific characterization of them
to be used in the rest of these pages. In Section 3 we present our definition of one-sided
weakly porous sets and compare it with the one given by Anderson et al. in [2]. Finally,
in Section 4 we establish the relationship between one-sided weights and one-sided weakly
porous sets.

2. ONE-SIDED MUCKENHOUPT WEIGHTS

A function w : R — R is called a weight in R if it is measurable and non-negative.
A particular and largely studied class of weights in R is the A,(R) Muckenhoupt class
for 1 < p < oo, see [6]. These weights have the defining property of making the Hardy-
Littlewood maximal operator M of weak type (p,p), meaning there is some constant
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C > 0 such that

w{r e R: Mf(x) >t}) < / |f (2)|Pw(z)dz, for every f € LL.(R),

where w(A) denotes the quantity [, w 4 w(x)dx for a given Lebesgue measurable set A and

M f(x) = supp~q 55 fx+h |f(y)|dy, Wlth f € LL (R). The actual definition of Mucken-
houpt weights requires them to be locally integrable weights for which there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

1 1 1 -1
(|I|/ w(x )dm) <|I| / (x) = dx)p < C, for every interval I (1)
in the case 1 < p < 0o, whereas for p = 1 the A;(R) condition reads
1
bl /w(x)dx < C'inf essyew(x), for every interval I. (2)
1

As discussed in the introduction, all concepts introduced so far have natural counter-
parts in the one-sided case. Indeed, starting with the maximal operator M we can define

_ h
new operators M~ f(z) = sup,~g % ff—h |f(y)|dy and M f(x) = supyq # f‘rJr |f(y)|dy.
On the other hand, right-sided Muckenhoupt weights for 1 < p < oo are introduced by
replacing (1) with

1 T 1 z+h 1 p—1
sup (/ w(y)dy) (— / w(y) 1 dy) < C, for every x € R (3)
h>0 h z—h h T
and (2) with

M~ w(z) < Cw(z), for almost every z € R (4)
in the case p = 1. Right-sided Muckenhoupt weight classes are denoted as A;(R).
Left-sided Muckenhoupt weight classes A, (R) are defined analogously.

Remark 2.1. Regular and one-sided Muckenhoupt classes are related by the formula
Ap(R) = A (R) N AF(R) (see [7, Theorem 4}).

Given w € A7 (R), it is possible to find points —oo < 29 < 2l < oo such that

w(x) =0 z € (—o0, )],
0<w(r)<oo xe (22, z)), (5)
w(x) = 0o z € [zl 00).

Namely, set x), = sup{z € R: [*__w(y)dy = 0} and z;, = inf ess{z € R : w(z) = oo}.

In particular, w is locally 1ntegrab1e if and only if 21 = oco. A certainly useful and
alternative characterization of functions in A{(R) (which will be used extensively in
the next sections) is presented in item ii of the following proposition. Before this, we
introduce the notation I~ := I N [a, “—H’) and It := I\ I~ in reference to an arbitrary
interval I with endpoints a < b.

Proposition 2.2. Given a weight w in R, the following statements are equivalent.
i. w belongs to AT (R).
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7. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

1
|I|/ w(y)dy < C ess inf,cr+w(x), for every open interval I C R. (6)
-

11. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every triple a < b < ¢ we have

b
1 / w(y)dy < C ess infze(b’c)w(x).
c—al,
Proof. (i = i) Assume w satisfies (4) with constant C' > 0. Let A = {x € R :
M~w(z) > Cw(x)} and set w(z) = w(x) for x ¢ A and w(x) = oo otherwise. Clearly,
w(z) = w(x) a.e., M~w(x) = M~ w(x) and M~ w(z) < Cw(x) for every x € R. Thus,
W satisfies the Af(R) condition on every point with constant C' and, if I is an open
interval with |I| = h, it follows that for every = € I

|[1_| vy = |I1_| oWy = z/_ w(y)dy < z/gihw(y)dy < 2Cw(z).

Consequently

1
=] Jr-

and the result follows by renaming C' appropriately.

(it = 1ii) Suppose first that ¢ — b < b —a. If we set I = (a,2b — a), then I~ = (a,b)

and (b,c) C I'", thus

1 -] 1
dy = —_— d
— [ vty = = [ et
-

c—a

w(y)dy < 2C inf ess,c;+w(z) = 2C inf ess, ¢+ w(x)

<C

ess infycrrw(z) < Cess infyerw(z) < Cess infyepyw(z).

Consider now the case ¢ — b > b — a. Take xg = ¢ and define the sequence {z, },en by
setting z,, = MT”* for each n € N. There exists then some natural number N such
that zyy1 < b <y < zy_1 < ... < x9 = c. Let us denote, for convenience, y, = =,
for 0 <n < N and yny41 = b. We have that inf ess, ¢ ) w(z) = inf ess,e(y, 4, w(T),
for some k € {1,..., N +1}. Also we note that yx_1 — yxr < a — yg, so if I is an interval
such that I~ = (a,yx), then (yr_1,yx) C I"™ and we can write

1 b 1 Yk

ey < 2 [Tt
1

Ye — @

(it = i) Given N € N, take wy(z) = min{w(x), N}. Using the estimates wy(x) <

w(z) and wy(z) < N it is easy to see that f; wy (y)dy < C min{N, inf eSSy (b,e)W(T) }

<

Yk
/ w(y)dy < Cinf essye(y, | yw(T) = Cinf ess,ep w ().

for every triple a < b < ¢, where the constant C' = min{1,C}. If b and ¢ are such that
inf ess,c(pyw(r) > N and we take A to be the set {x € (b,c) : w(x) < N}, then |A] = 0.
This means that

1

cC—a

b
/ wy (y)dy < ON = Cinf essepepawn(r) = Cinf ess,epoywn ().
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On the other hand, if inf ess,¢( cyw(x) < N, then
1

cC—a

b ~ ~
/ wy (y)dy < Cinf ess,e(pyw(x) = Cinf ess,cp o wn (7).

We have seen that wy satisfies item iii with the same constant C' as w, indepen-

dently from the value of N. Furthermore, since it is bounded, wy € L} _(R) and

%ffrh wn(y)dy — wy(z) as h — 0T for almost every x by the Lebesgue Differentia-
tion Theorem. In consequence, if £ > a and h > 0,

1 T . Cw z+h
x+h_@/ wn(y)dy < C inf essye(x,z+h)wN(y) < h/ wn (y)dy.
1

By taking the limit as h — 07 we get —— ["wy(y)dy < C wy(z), and then by taking

€T
the limit once more as N — oo and by monotone convergence we get ﬁ faz w(y)dy <

C w(z), which implies i. O
3. WEAK POROSITY AND ONE-SIDED WEAK POROSITY IN R

As already mentioned, the concept of weak porosity has already been studied in
various settings such as Euclidean spaces [2], metric spaces with doubling measures [9],
and spaces of homogeneous type [1] with minor variations in its phrasing. Definitions
to be introduced here were chosen to be in analogy with the ones in the latter work,
which encompasses the more general case. Recall that, for an arbitrary interval I with
endpoints a < b, we denote its left and right splits as I~ = I'N[a, %) and IT =T\ 1.

Definition 3.1. Let £ C R be a non-empty set and I be an arbitrary interval with
endpoints a < b. We denote

A(I) ={s>0:3y e Isuchthat (y —s,y+s) CI\E}.

We now introduce the E-free maximal hole function as pg([) := sup A(). In case
A(I) =0, we set pp(I) =0.

When the context is clear, we drop the subindex E from the maximal hole function
p associated with this set. Intuitively, the function p applied to I returns the “radius”
of the greatest pore in I with respect to E. It is not hard to realize that the supremum
used in the definition of p can actually be replaced by a maximum.

Remark 3.2. A common definition of porous sets E in a metric space (X, d) requires
the existence of a constant 0 < B(E) < 1 such that for every ball B(z,r) in X, there
exists some y € X which satisfies B(y, 5r) C B(z,r)\ E. In the context of R and having
Definition 3.1 in mind, this could be rephrased as the requirement that pg(I) > §|I | for
every interval I C R and some 0 < B(E) < 1.

Definition 3.3. We say that a given non-empty set £ C R is (o, v)-weakly porous
(or (o,7)-w.p. for short) if there are constants o,v € (0,1) such that for every open
interval I we can find a collection of pairwise disjoint open intervals I,...,In (where
N = N(I)) such that

i. I; CI\ E foreveryi=1,...,N;

ii. |Ii| > 2vp(1);
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N
iti. Y i L] = o|I].

Thanks to the previous remark, one can quickly recognize that weak porosity is, in
fact, a weaker condition than usual porosity. A few changes in the definition are enough
to obtain an appropriate right-sided version of this concept.

Definition 3.4. We say that a given non-empty set £ C R is (o,)-right-sided
weakly porous if there are constants o,v € (0,1) such that for every open interval I
we can find a collection of pairwise disjoint open intervals I, ..., In (where N = N(I))
such that

i. I; I~ \ E foreveryi=1,...,N;
ii. || > 29p(I*);
iii. Y L] > ol 7).

An immediate consequence of a set E being (o, )-right-sided weakly porous is that
p(I7) > ~p(IT) for every open interval I. In analogy to Definition 3.4, a set F €
P(R) \ {0} is said to be (o,~)-left-sided weakly porous if E satisfies the previous
conditions replacing i-iii with

i’. I; CIT\ E for every i =1,..., N;
ii’. L] > 2yp(I);

ii’. SN L) > oI

We write (0,7, +)-w.p. and (0,7, —)-w.p. to refer to (o, )-right-sided weakly porous
sets and (o, y)-left-sided weakly porous sets, respectively. Also, we will sometimes omit
any reference to the constants ¢ and v to lighten up the notation. Before dwelling on
any examples, we aim to characterize the family of sets complying with Definition 3.4
with some basic results. At this point, it is worthy to mention that statements to be
made from now on will generally focus on right-sided weakly porous sets, but can easily
be rewritten in terms of left-sided ones by analogy.

Proposition 3.5. Let E C R be a non-empty set.

i. B is (0,7, +)-w.p. iff E is (0,7, +)-w.p.
it. If E is right-sided w.p., then |E| = 0.

Proof. Ttem 4. follows from the fact that a given open interval J satisfies JNE =) <
JNE = 0. By i. and because of the completeness of the Lebesgue measure, to prove
11. we can assume that E is a closed set. Take I to be any open interval and set J as
the open interval such that J~ = I. Using the right-sided weakly porous condition of
applied to J, we can find a sequence of pairwise disjoint intervals Iy, ..., [y contained
in I such that o|I| < 2N || < |I\ E|. Since E is Lebesgue measurable, we have that
|I| = |INE|+|I\ E|, so from the previous inequalities we may write

INE| < (%—1>]I\E| _ (%—1>(|I\—\IQE\).

Setting A := o1 —1 and solving for |[INE| we get [INE| < %Hm This inequality holds

for every open interval I, so assuming without loss of generality that |F| < oo we can
estimate its Lebesgue measure in the following manner. Take {I;}72, to be a collection
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o0

of open intervals such that £ C szl I;. Then

o0 o0 [o¢] )\ o0
| = ‘Eﬂ Ufj‘ — ‘ U(Emj)‘ <Y IEnLI < 5 Y,
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

which implies |E| < %H\E | by taking the infimum over all such sequences {I;}3%; and,

since %—i—l < 1, it follows |E| = 0. O

Just as the usual and one-sided Muckenhoupt classes are related as stated in Re-
mark 2.1, we now aim to verify that a set E is weakly porous if and only if it is one-sided
weakly porous, in both possible directions. Before that, we must borrow the follow-
ing result concerning the doubling-like condition satisfied by the maximal hole function
associated to any weakly porous set.

Lemma 3.6 ([2], Lemma 3.2 (ii)). Let E be a (o,7v)-w.p. set. If J C I are two
open intervals satisfying |I| = 2|J|, then there exists some constant & = ®(o,7) > 1
independent from both I and J such that

p(I) < ®p(J).

Theorem 3.7. Given E € P(R) \ {0}, the following statements are equivalent.

a. There are constants o,y € (0,1) such that E is (o,7)-w.p.
b. There are constants oo,y € (0,1) such that E is (00,70, —)-w.p. and (og, Yo, +)-w.p.
simultaneously.

Proof. Assume first that E is (o,7)-w.p. for some 0 < 0,7 < 1. Note that in order to
prove a. implies b., it suffices to check the right side porosity condition on E. To this
end, we pick an open interval I and use the hypothesis applied to I~ to find pairwise
disjoint intervals Iy, ..., Iy such that I; C I~ \ E, |I;| > 2vyp(I~) and Zfil |I;| > o|I7].
This already accounts for properties ¢ and #i of Definition 3.4 if we set og := o, while
property ii with g := v®~! follows from Lemma 3.6 since

L] > 2yp(I7) > 29®~ ' p(I) > 290 ' p(I™).

On the other hand, if E is both (09,70, —)-w.p. and (09,0, +)-w.p., notice that p(I) <
p(I7) + p(IT) < 2max{p(I~),p(IT)} for any open interval I. Then, for I fixed we can
assume without loss of generality that p(I™) > p(I~) and, therefore, p(I1) > %p(I). The
condition F is (09,70, +)-w.p. applied to I then assures the existence of pairwise disjoint
intervals Iy, ..., Iy such that I; € I~ \ E, || > 2yop(IT) > 2yp(I) and SN || >

oolI~| = o|I| if we happen to choose v = 179 and o = 0. O

Proposition 3.8. Given a non-empty set E C R and writing R : R — R for the
reflection through the origin, i.e. R(x) = —x, we have

(a) if E is (o,7)-w.p. then E N [xg,0) is (00, Y0, +)-w.p. for every xo € R;

(b) if E is (0,v,£)-w.p. then R(E) is (0,7, F)-w.p.

Proof. To prove (a), consider the set E4 := EN[zg, 00) and take I to be an open interval.
If I C (—o0,x), clearly E4 meets the right-sided w.p. condition on I for any pair of
numbers o,v € (0,1). If instead I C (xp,00), then E, satisfy the w.p. condition on I
with parameters o and -, and therefore also satisfies the right-sided w.p. condition on



8 HUGO AIMAR, IVANA GOMEZ, IGNACIO GOMEZ VARGAS, AND FRANCISCO MARTIN-REYES

I with parameters oy := ¢ and g := v®~! as in the proof of Theorem 3.7. Finally,
consider the case where zg € I and let z denote the center of this interval. If z < xg,
then I"NE, = () and since |I~| > 2y9p(IT), then the collection {1~} satisfies properties
i-131 of Definition 3.4 replacing F with . If z > xg, recalling that E is (o9, v0,+)-w.p.
by Theorem 3.7, we can find a collection of pairwise disjoint open intervals Iy,..., Iy
satisfying 4-4i7 of Definition 3.4, but since F, C F, this collection also satisfies the
mentioned definition for E, in place of E. The proof of (b) becomes straightforward
after noticing that pppy(I") = pp(R(I)”) and that an open interval J satisfies J C I~
if and only if R(J) C R(I)*. O
Example 3.9. It is not difficult to see that the set Z is (%, %)—Weakly porous, however, its
subset Ny is not weakly porous as the intervals I,, = (—2",2") and J,, = (0, 2") satisfies
the hypotheses of Lemma 3.6 for each n but 2"~! = p(I,,) < ®p(J,) = ® cannot be
true for any chosen constant ®. This example was actually used in [2] to show that the
weak porosity property is not preserved by set inclusion. Despite this, Ny is right-sided
weakly porous by a direct application of Proposition 3.8(a).

As in the example above, every cut-off of a weakly porous set above some point xg
is right-sided weakly porous, but not every right-sided weakly porous set that is not
left-sided weakly porous can be obtained in this way.

Example 3.10. Take E to be the set {zj}rez given by

—27F k<0
Zk =
k, k> 0.

Then, picking I,, = (—2",2") and J,, = (0,2") as in Example 3.9, we see that there can
be no constant ® such that 272 = p(I,,) < ®p(J,,) = ®. Thus, E is not weakly porous.
However, it can be shown that E does satisfy the right-sided weakly porous condition
with parameters o = v =

=

5
The next result is an analogous of Lemma 3.6 for the right-sided case and, together

with Corollary 3.12, aims to show how the maximal hole size on a given interval gives
information about the pore radii in regions located to the left of that same interval.

Lemma 3.11. Let E C R be (0,7, +)-w.p. and let I be any open interval. Then,
y+1
p(I) < - p(I7). (7)

Proof. Take (c,d) to be an E-free interval contained in I with d — ¢ = 2p(I), whose
existence is assured by the definition of p(I). If (¢,d) C I~, then p(I7) = p(I); whereas
if (c,d) C I™, then p(I7) > yp(I*) = 3v(d—c) = yp(I). So (7) holds in both scenarios.
Let z; denote the center of I and consider now the case where ¢ < z;y < d. Note that
(¢,zr) C I~ and (z7,d) C I'". Thus

(21 —¢) (8)
and
y(d = zr). 9)
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Combining (8) and (9) we find that p(I~) > f(zr), where f(z) := max { 52_3 , 'ygd_zg }p(I).
As the first argument in the maximum inside f is an increasing function of z and the
second one is decreasing, the minimum of f for z € (¢, d) is reached when both entries
become equal. This is, when

(Zmin - C) (d - Zmin) vd + ¢
=7 < Zmin = )
(d—c) (d—c) (1+9)
from what we finally get p(I7) > f(2min) = ﬁp([). O

Corollary 3.12. Let E C R be (0,7, +)-w.p. and let I be an open interval with center
zr. If J is another open interval contained in I and which center zj satisfies z5 < zj,
then there exists constants 01,02 > 0 dependent of v such that

I|\02
o1 <00 (15) 0l (10)
Proof. Let m be the least positive integer such that 2™~ 1|J| > |I| (if m — 1 < 1+
logg(%) < m). For each 0 < n < m, take J, to be the open interval with center

zy and such that |J,| = 2"|J|. In particular, Jo = J, I C J,, and, since z; < z,
I C J. Clearly, this last inclusion implies p(I*) < p(J;}). Furthermore, because
p(JF) = p(JTJLZr_l), we can repeatedly apply Lemma 3.11 to find

o) < TR0 < (E0) o) = (250) i)

Thus, as VTH >1and m < 2 —i—logQ('l%'l), we have

|1|)

o) < o) < (TE0) "oy < (L2

Y Y
- (’y + 1)2( 1| )logz(”jl) )
A e
so it suffices to take 61 := (’YTH)2 and 0y := logz(%ﬂ). O

The hypothesis z; < z; in Corollary 3.12 is essential, as (10) does not generally hold
without this restriction. Indeed, Ny is right-sided weakly porous as stated in Example 3.9,
but if we take I, = (—2n(1+t),2n(1 — t)) for some fixed 0 < t < 1 and J, = (—n,n),
then (10) applied to I = I, and J = J,, should read

max{1,2nt} = p(I;) < 6,;27%,

which is a contradiction since p(I;}) tends to infinity as n — oo independently from the
choice of t and despite having J,, C I, (but z; > z5). So, a region located right to a
relatively big E-free hole does not necessarily present similar-sized pores. This should
be compared with the case of weights w € Aj (R) in the following sense. The mean
value of w on a region located left to an interval I such that ess inf; w is relatively small
must be low enough for (6) to hold, whereas that cannot be assured for the mean value
of w on regions located right to that same interval I. The strong connection between
one-sided weakly porous sets and Af weights will be addressed in the next pages.
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4. RELATION BETWEEN ONE-SIDED POROUS SETS E AND THE CONDITION
d('a E)ia € AT(R) N L%OC(R)

The main goal of this section relies on proving Theorem 4.5, which characterizes the
collection of sets E for which d(-, E)~® € AT (R) N L} (R) for some a > 0 as the family
of all right-sided weakly porous sets, where d(z, F) := infycpd(x,y). Two technical
lemmas will be needed beforehand to reach this objective. In particular, Lemma 4.3 is
very interesting in itself as it reveals an exponential decay in the pore sizes distribution

of sets satisfying Definition 3.4; which will be crucial in the proof of the main result.

Proposition 4.1. Let E be a closed non-empty subset of R with zero Lebesgue measure.
Then, for every open interval I we have that

d(|II”E)> p(I), for every x € I, (11)

d(z,E) <2 <1 +

where d(I, E) := infyer yep d(z,y).

Proof. We fix an open interval I and assume first that INFE = (). In this case, given points
xz,y € I and e € FE, the triangular inequality implies that d(z,e) < d(x,y) + d(y,e) <

|I|+d(y,e), so it follows d(z, E) < |I|+d(I,E) = (1 + d(‘lle)> |I| for every = € I. Since

p(I) = 3|1|, we find that d(z, B) < 2(1 + “GE)p(1), Vo € I. Now, if TN E # 0, let
xz €I\ E. Since F is closed, z must be contained in a connected component of I \ E of
the form (a,b). We have that (a,b) # I as INE # {), so either a € E or b € E. In any

case, we have that d(z, F) < b—a < 2p(I), so (11) holds. O

Lemma 4.2. Let E be a closed non-empty subset of R with zero Lebesgue measure and
firp > 0. Then, there exists a constant Co = Co(n) > 0 such that for every open interval
I for which d(I,E) < n|I|, we have that

p(I") > Cod(x, E), for every x € I'". (12)
In particular, since |E| =0, p(I7)™* < C(a,n) ess infycrrd(z, E)~% for every a > 0.
Proof. Observe first that getting (12) is equivalent to showing that p(IOJF) > Cod(z, E)

for every x € I, where It denotes the interior of . Applying Proposition 4.1 to the

open interval I+, we get the inequality

d(I*, E)
Iad

o

< (6+4n)p(I7)

d(z, E) < 2(1 + >p(f+)

valid for every x € I . O

Lemma 4.3. Let E be a closed (o,7,4)-w.p. set and let I = (a,b). Also, ‘assume that
I"NE # 0 and that (c,d) C I'T \ E satisfies d — ¢ = 2p(I*). Denote by I = (a, 5?).
Then, there exist constants 0 < 1,82 < 1 such that

|[F(Bie)| < B2l F(e)]

uniformly for every 0 < & < p(It), where F(e) := E(e) NI and E(e) :== {z € R :
d(z,E) < €}.
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Proof. We begin by fixing ¢ € (0, p(IT)) and writing E(e) = J;cp (@, bi), where (az, b;)
are the at most countable connected components of E(eg). Notice that, for every ¢ € T,
there exists ¢; € E with @; < e; < b;, so b; — @; > 2¢. Now, F(e) = UJKZI(aj,bj),
where each (a;,b;) = (@, b;) NI for some i € T' and having being ordered as to make
a; < ayg < -+-- < ag. Furthermore, since ¢ < p(I"), there is some neighbourhood U
of supl = # which doesn’t intersect E(e), so bx < supl and d(bj, E) > ¢ for every
1 < j < K. It follows that the (aj,b;) are pairwise disjoint and b; — a; > 2 unless,
perhaps, for j = 1. Now, take ¢’ := Je. We have that

[F(e) Z’ aj,b;) \ E(€)].

J=1

=

If by — a1 < 2¢, then a1 = a and since d(by, E) > e, it follows that (by +¢& —¢e,b1) =
(b1 + €[F — 1],b1) does not intersect with E(e’). Let us observe that in the case that
b1 +¢e[§ — 1] < a, we must have that |(a1,b1) \ E(¢')| = |(a1,b1)]. On the other hand, if
b1 + €[ — 1] > a, we can estimate

'y ’(ah b1)| 3

iarb)| = 8
We now estimate |(a;,b;) \ E(¢’)| for 1 < j < K in the general case where b; —a; > 2e.
Set I; as the open interval for which I, = (a;, b;). Recalling once again that d(b;, E) > ¢,
we find that (b;,b; +¢) C I;r and (b;,b; +¢) N E = (). This implies that p([f) > 1e so,
because E is (0,7, +)-w.p., there exists a collection of pairwise disjoint open intervals
{Jg}i]\il, each contained in I;”\ E, such that ]Jf| > 27,0(1']*) > e and Zfil |Jf| > o|l;].
Notice that \Jf \ E()] > %]J]\ In consequence,

N

(a,b5) \ r>ZuJ\E > OS> 21y = 205 - ay)

=1

(a1, b1) \ E(e)] = [(b1 +&[F — 1], b1)| = €1 - 2 (b1 —a1),

From this, we finally get

K
F()\ F()] > min {2, f}Z\ aj )| =t (1= Bo) | F(e)].
=1

The statement now follows by setting 31 := 7. g

The next is an interesting result concerning the Hausdorff dimension dimyF of a set
FE satisfying Definition 3.4.

Corollary 4.4. If E is a right-sided weakly porous set, then dimg E <1 — igggf, where
B1 and Bo are the constants appearing in Lemma 4.5.

Proof. Fix an open interval I and consider the function ¢r : (0,1) — R given by ¢r(t) =
|F(tp(I))|, where F(¢) = E(e) N I as before. Then, ¢; is non-decreasing, ¢;(t) < |I],
and Lemma 4.3 tell us that ¢7(B1t) < Poos(t) for every ¢t € (0,1). Fixed ¢, choose m

as the integer such that # <1< ﬁ (if and only if m < lcl>ogg,8tl < m+1). Then, it
1
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log B
follows that ¢;(t) = ¢>I( 1”#) < /65%1(#) < Bl < Lt¥s% [1]. Observing that

F(e)] = é1( ). we gt

2 Ga)”
e < g (5m) (13)
for every 0 < ¢ < p(I") and setting ag = igg—gf. We can obtain a bound on the Hausdorff
dimension of E using this in the following manner. Considering the intersection of the
set F with some arbitrary interval J, it is known that dimgy(E N J) < dimp (E N J),
where dimj; refers to the upper Minkowski dimension. For a bounded set Q C R, this

dimension can be estimated by the formula dim;§2 = sup {s > 0 : limsup,_,q el O},

T—s
see [8]. In order to apply (13) and estimate the Minkowski dimension of EN f] , suppose
J has endpoints a < b and set I as an open interval such that I~ = (a —1,b+1). Also,
let (¢,d) be an interval contained in I'" such that d — ¢ = 2p(I*). Then, we have that
(EnJ)(e) CE(e)N(a—1,4%) = E(e)N I = F(e) for every 0 < € < 1. Now, for every
s>1—qapand 0 <e < min{l,p(I")},

EnJ F
I( - )(e)] < | 1(8)’ < C(o,7,1) estao—l s gase 0.
gl=s g

This shows that dimy;(ENJ) < 1— g for every interval J. Thus, dimyFE <1—cqp. 0O

Theorem 4.5. Being E a non-empty subset of R, the following statements are equiva-
lent.

L. There is some o > 0 such that d(-, E)~* € A (R)N L} (R).
II. E is right-sided w.p.

Proof. (I = II) By Proposition 3.5 i. and the fact that d(-, E') = d(-, E') there is no loss
of generality by assuming that E is a closed set. Since w(z) := d(z, E)~* € LL (R) and
w), = oo, it follows that |E| = 0. Let v be a number in (0,1) to be chosen later and,

fixed some open interval I, write

Ii \E = U(a]7b])7
jer
where the intervals (aj,b;) are pairwise disjoint. Next, we set Q :={y e [T\ E:y €
(aj,bj) with bj — a; < 2yp(IT)}. Notice that E satisfies the right-sided w.p. condition
on I with constants 0,7 € (0,1) if and only if [(I~ \ E) \ Q| > o|I~|, so it suffices to
verify this bound for an appropriate value of o.
If Q =0, then |(I~ \ E)\ | = |I7| and the required inequality holds for any choice
of 0 € (0,1). If instead Q # (), take x € Q to be an arbitrary point and let j € ' be the
index such that (a;,b;) contains x. Then, (a;,b;) # I, since

bj —a; < 2yp(IT) <AIF|=A|I7].
It follows that either a; € E or b; € E. Therefore, d(z,E) < bj —aj < 2yp(I"), or

equivalently p(IT)™% < (27)%d(x, F)~%, and this holds true for every z € Q. Starting
from this and integrating on ) we get

+ faﬂ (27)0[ T —Q T (2,)/)04 T —Q T
A < S et < SR [ dpea
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IN

(27)*[w] 45 (g 55 infper+ d(x, E)
(2’7)a[w]Al+(R) d(z,E)™“
= Cla)yy* p(IT)™7,

where 2z denotes the center of some interval J C I\ E with |J| = 2p(I"). Simplifying
and recalling that |E| = 0, we find

Q] < Clay*[I7] == (1= ClapM)I7| <[(I"\ E)\Q,

so it suffices to pick v € (0,1) sufficiently small as to make C'(a)y® < 1 and then setting
o =1—C(a)y* to achieve the sought inequality.

(I = I) Assume now that E is a closed (¢,7,+)-w.p. set and fix an open interval I.
We must find constants «, C' > 0, both independent from I, such that f]* d(z, E)~%dx <
C inf ess,cj+d(z, F)~. Once this inequality is verified, local integrability follows from
the fact that inf ess,cr+d(z, E)™* < d(z, E)™® = p(I1)™® < oo, where z is the center
of some interval J C I\ E with |J| = 2p(I"). We split the problem into three cases
depending on the nature of the interval I.

Case 1 (I"NE =0Ad(I,E) > 2|I|): for every € I~ and y € I" the triangular
inequality implies that d(y, E) — |x — y| < d(x, E). From this, we find that

IN

1. 1
For x € I~ fixed, this means that d(z, E)~* < 2% ess inf ¢+ d(y, E)~* for any a > 0

and thus
][ d(x, B)”%dr < 2% ess inf e+ d(y, £)™ 7.

Case 2 (I"NE = (0Ad(I,E) < 2/I]): write I~ = (a,b) and begin by making the
following estimates assuming 0 < a < 1.

1P 2 [T
- < —\—« _ PRt
][d(ac,E) dx_b_a/(ld(xﬂl) dx b—a/a (x —a)"%dz
b—a
2 2 e, b—a\—«
_b—a/o u du-(l—a)( 5 ) .
Since b—a = |I"| = |IT| > 2p(I"), we have
d(z, B)y~dz < (1 — a) (b I < ) oty (14)

I-

The A;r condition in this case now follows from Lemma 4.2.

Case 3 (I NE # 0)): as in the previous case, it suffices to check that f,_ d(x, E)™“dzx <

p(IT)~%, from which the A] condition follows by applying Lemma 4.2. To get this

bound, let us start by considering the collection of sets { F'(¢) }¢~¢ introduced in Lemma 4.3
and take 0 < a < 1 to be chosen later. Then,

][ d(z, E)"%dx < 1(/ d(zx, E)_O‘dx—f—/ d(x,E)_ad:c>
- =Nt I-\F(p+)
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+

1 / _ P\ @
< — d(x, B) “dx + | — ,
‘[" F(lpt) ( ) ( 2 )

where p* := p(I'"). For the remaining integral in the last inequality we make

/F o d(z, E)"*dx —Z / FP +)d(x,E)_°‘dx
(7)o semsiriston)
(%p+)_a |i (B “B2)"

k=0

Ca)|Ilp(I7)~*

IN

IN

where o > 0 was chosen sufficiently small as to make 3, “fB2 < 1. We have shown the
existence of constants o and C' such that f,_ d(z, E)~“dxz < C'p(I*)~* for the remaining

case, which proves the A" condition of the weight d(-, E)~%.
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