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SELF-IMPROVEMENT OF FRACTIONAL HARDY INEQUALITIES IN
METRIC MEASURE SPACES VIA HYPERBOLIC FILLINGS

SYLVESTER ERIKSSON-BIQUE AND JOSH KLINE

ABsTRACT. In this paper, we prove a self-improvement result for (6, p)-fractional Hardy inequal-
ities, in both the exponent 1 < p < oo and the regularity parameter 0 < 6 < 1, for bounded
domains in doubling metric measure spaces. The key conceptual tool is a Caffarelli-Silvestre-type
argument, which relates fractional Sobolev spaces on Z to Newton-Sobolev spaces in the hyperbolic
filling X. of Z via trace results. Using this insight, it is shown that a fractional Hardy inequality
in an open subset of Z is equivalent to a classical Hardy inequality in the filling X.. The main re-
sult is then obtained by applying a new weighted self-improvement result for p-Hardy inequalities.
The exponent p can be self-improved by a classical Koskela-Zhong argument, but a new theory
of regularizable weights is developed to obtain the self-improvement in the regularity parameter
0. This generalizes a result of Lehrback and Koskela on self-improvement of dé—weighted p-Hardy
inequalities by allowing a much broader class of weights. Using the equivalence of fractional Hardy
inequalities with Hardy inequalities in the fillings, we also give new examples of domains satisfying
fractional Hardy inequalities.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main theorem of this paper is a self-improvement result for fractional Hardy inequalities. In
the process, we develop a Caffarelli-Silvestre-type [13] approach which relates fractional Hardy
inequalities to classical Hardy inequalities via trace results. For classical Hardy inequalities, we
also give a new weighted self-improvement result. All results are stated for general metric measure
spaces, but apply more classically in sub-Riemannian spaces, manifolds and, Euclidean spaces. Even
in these classical settings, the results are new.
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1.1. Fractional Hardy inequalities. We say that a p-Hardy inequality holds for a non-empty
open subset ) in a metric measure space (X, d, p) if for some C), € (0, 00) we have

jua)P ,
(L1) [ du(@) < G, [

for all Lipschitz functions u € Lip.(£2) that are compactly supported in €2, where g, is its minimal
p-weak upper gradient of u, see [30,32| for details. Here, do(x) = d(x, X \ ). In Euclidean spaces,
with (X, d, u) = (R™, |-, £L™), the p-Hardy inequality can be equivalently stated for all continuously
differentiable functions u € Cé(ﬂ) with compact support in Q and with |Vu| replacing g,,. For more
detailed definitions, see Section [2| Both the Euclidean inequality, and the general metric measure
variant, have been extensively studied, see [12}/14,24,33,142,44,46,/47,/56] and references therein.
Good surveys on the topic are |16,45,52].

It is natural to also consider the fractional version of the previous inequality, where the Dirichlet-
type energy on the right is replaced by a fractional energy. The (€, p)-fractional Hardy inequality
is:

@, ue) ~ uly)” .
2 o) = O [ Tt e )

The energy on the right is one of the definitions of a fractional Sobolev energy used in the definition
of Besov spaces, see e.g. [1,[5,/1326]. The fractional Hardy inequality has previously been studied
in e.g. [18.|19}36}45]48].

Hardy inequalities enjoy self-improvement phenomena: if a given open set €2 satisfies a p-Hardy
inequality, then it also satisfies a ¢-Hardy inequality with ¢ € (p — €,p + €) for some € > 0. This
was first shown by Koskela and Zhong |44], and was further studied and reproved in [22,23.43,47].
Such self-improvement results were known earlier for Muckenhoupt weights [55| and for Poincaré
inequalities |39]. There are also weighted self-improvement results, see [45,/47|. Such improvement
results are important in applications to partial differential equations and regularity of quasiconformal
maps, see [44] for further discussion and references.

Our main theorem gives a self-improvement result for fractional Hardy inequalities in doubling
metric measure spaces.

Theorem 1.3. Let (Z,d,v) be a complete, doubling metric measure space. Let EE C Z be a closed
set such that Z\ E is bounded and satisfies a (0o, po)-Hardy inequality, with constant Cgy p, , for some
0<byp<1landl <py<oo. Then there exists eg > 0, depending only on 6y, po, Cayp,, and C,,
such that Z\ E satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality for all 0 € (6p—eo,00+¢c0) and p € (po—eo, Po+€0)-

Here, C,, is the doubling constant of v, see Section [2}

Self-improvement results of the above form were recently obtained in [36] for a pointwise ver-
sion of (6, p)-Hardy inequalities under the additional assumptions that Z is geodesic and reverse
doubling, that £ C Z satisfies a fractional (6, p)-capacity density condition, see Definition
and under some restrictions on the parameters # and p. In fact, the results there were obtained
for pointwise (0, p, ¢)-Hardy inequalities, where the right hand side of is replaced with a Fg T
Triebel-Lizorkin energy. In their argument, the authors show that the fractional capacity density
condition is equivalent to a pointwise fractional Hardy inequality. In conjunction with results from
[48], they then obtain a deep self-improvement result for the fractional capacity density condition.
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The pointwise fractional Hardy inequality implies the (integral) fractional Hardy inequality under
some restrictions of the parameters, and thus [48]| implies Theorem under the additional as-
sumption of a pointwise Hardy inequality. While our results are limited to the case that p = ¢, our
different approach allows us to remove the pointwise fractional Hardy inequality assumption, and so
our results apply to domains such as the Euclidean punctured unit ball, see Examples 7.8 and [7.11]
for which this condition fails. Moreover, as we utilize the trace and extension relationship between
Sobolev and Besov functions via the hyperbolic filling, described below, we do not need to assume
that Z is geodesic or reverse doubling, and so we are able to obtain our results for a full range of
parameters 0 < # < 1 and 1 < p < oco. For more on pointwise Hardy inequalities and capacity
density conditions, see for example [22}23}28}|41}|43/|48]. See also the classical work of Lewis on the
self-improvement of the p-capacity density condition [49]. We now describe the crucial tools that
lead to a proof of Theorem [1.3]

1.2. Equivalence with p-Hardy inequalities in the hyperbolic filling. As mentioned above,
there are a number of known results on the self-improvement for the p-Hardy inequality, [44.46,47].
Motivated by this, one might seek to prove self-improvement for the fractional Hardy inequality by
either mimicking the proofs of these results, or by reducing the fractional Hardy inequality results
to those for Hardy inequalities. Here, we take the latter approach, which is motivated by the
Caffarelli-Silvestre theory |13]| (see also [3,21] for more general versions) and the trace theory of
Sobolev spaces [5] using hyperbolic fillings.

The technique of hyperbolic fillings was introduced in [9-11] and has origins in a construction
from Gromov |27, P.99 (b)]. Since this technique has mainly been developed for compact spaces,
we will now focus on the case where Z is additionally assumed to be compact. This assumption is
removed later through a localization argument. In this approach, given (Z, d) one constructs another
metric space, a uniformized hyperbolic filling (X, d.), whose boundary is bi-Lipschitz equivalent
with (Z,d). In [5], the authors considered (Z,d, v) to be a compact, doubling metric measure space,
and equipped the uniformized hyperbolic filling of Z with a family of measures ;5 induced from v.
The main result in [5| shows that Besov spaces on Z - functions for which the right hand side of
is finite - arise as traces of Newton-Sobolev functions, in the sense of |15,32.,[54], on X.. The
Dirichlet energy of Newton-Sobolev functions is the right hand side of the p-Hardy inequality .
Thus, the trace theory forms a bridge between the Dirichlet energies in with the fractional
energies in . Utilizing this, we prove that the fractional (6, p)-Hardy inequality in (Z,d,v) is
equivalent to a p-Hardy inequality in (X, dk, p). While this is simple to state, the proof involves
several nontrivial estimates.

Theorem 1.4. Let (Z,d,v) be a compact, doubling metric measure space, with diam(Z) < 1. Let
E C Z be a closed set, and let 1 < p < o0, 0 < 6 <1, and > 0 be such that B/e = p(1 — ).
Then, Z \ E satisfies a (0,p)-Hardy inequality if and only if X. \ E satisfies a p-Hardy inequality
with respect to g.

The interlinking of the parameters (3, 6, and p given by

(1.5) g =p(1—10)
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relates to the trace theory in [5], see Theorem below. Here € > 0 is a fixed parameter from the
hyperbolic filling construction.

Theorem [I.4] is conceptually simple, and it reinforces the general idea that non-local problems
can be studied through proving equivalences with local problems in hyperbolic fillings. By the self-
improvement results for p-Hardy inequalities established in [44], we see that a p-Hardy inequality
in the space (X, de, uug) implies a g-Hardy inequality for ¢ € (p—€,p+€). Using the equivalence in
Theorem it then follows that a (6, p)-Hardy inequality in Z gives us a (g, #')-Hardy inequality
for some other value §’. The reason for this is that altering p to ¢ in results in 6 changing, as
the results of [44] keep ( fixed. This gives self-improvement along a single curve, see Figure (1| in
Section [6l

Theorem also provides a method to readily obtain results pertaining to fractional Hardy
inequalities directly from known corresponding results for p-Hardy inequalities. We illustrate this
in Section |[7| with Proposition which gives a sufficient condition for (0, p)-Hardy inequalities in
terms of Assouad codimensions. Such a result was established for p-Hardy inequalities in [46|, and
Theorem allows us to easily obtain the fractional analog. Using this proposition, we show that
the punctured unit ball in R™ satisfies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality when 0p < n, see Example

1.3. Towards full improvement: regularizable weights. In order to use the hyperbolic filling
to get full self-improvement of the fractional Hardy inequality, that is, with respect to the parameters
0 and p independently, (1.5)) requires that we are able to change the S-parameter. Changing the /-
parameter in (X, d, pg) corresponds to adjusting the reference measure pz with a doubling weight
w. Thus, one needs a weighted self-improvement result for p-Hardy inequalities. The only general
result of this type that we are aware of is [46], where certain distance weights are used. However,
the weight w is not of this type. This prompts us to show a weighted self-improvement for a more
general class of weights, which includes the weights needed to alter ug to ug:.

The weighted self-improvement result may be of general interest. The general question is the
following. Under which assumptions on w € L{ (X, u) (and the space X) does imply

|u(z)[? /

wdp < Cp | ghwdp?

o do(z)? Pla™

We give a sufficient condition with two assumptions. The assumptions are a bit technical, but can
be summarized as follows.

(1.6)

(1) p-admissibility: The measure wdy is doubling and supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality.
(2) o-regularizability (in 2): Whenever B, = B(z,do(x)/8) and B, = B(y,da(y)/8) are two
close enough balls, then
|wa — wBy\ <dwsp,.
Here wy = ﬁ [y wdp for any Borel set A with z(A) > 0.
The latter of these is a natural condition involving Whitney scales, i.e. balls B(z,dq(x)/C) for

C > 1. The details are given in Definition and Definition 3.1} In terms of these conditions, we
obtain the following weighted self-improvement result; see also Remark

Theorem 1.7. Let (X,d,u) be a complete, doubling metric measure space, and let 1 < p < 00.
Suppose that an open set Q C X satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to p, with constant
Cp > 1. Then there exists a constant 6, > 0, such that if w is
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(i) p-admissible,
(i) 0-regularizable in Q2 for some 0 < & < 6,

then Q satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to w dp, with constant depending only on p, C,,,
and the p-admissibility constants of w.
We may take 0, = 2%O(QC']D)_l/p, where Cy is the constant from Lemma which depends only

on C,.

While the above theorem is stated for p-admissible weights, this assumption can be weakened
to require that the weighted measure supports a Poincaré inequality on Whitney balls in €2, see
Definition 2.3] Theorem with this slightly weaker admissibility condition, then recovers the
weighted self-improvement result [46, Theorem 1|, given for weights of the form dg, see Remark

We use this theorem to obtain the full self-improvement in Theorem [I.3] However, this result is
also new for the classical p-Hardy inequality, and it strengthens the main results of |47] by allowing
more general weights. In the one dimensional Euclidean case, weighted Hardy inequalities and
characterizations thereof have appeared in [51].

The condition of J-regularizability arose from examining the proofs in [18}|46|47]. The rough
idea is that the Hardy inequality contains two levels of estimates: estimates at Whitney scales,
and estimates at large scales. The Whitney scale information relates to p-admissibility. The
self-improvement of the large scale estimates is related to d-regularizability — morally since a §-
regularizable weight will not alter the large scale estimate too drastically. A close examination of
the proofs in [18,46}47] shows that the same phenomenon has been used previously. The appearance
of Whitney scales is also natural from the perspective of characterizations for Hardy inequalities
that have appeared in the literature such as [34].

Using Theorem it follows that a p-Hardy inequality in the hyperbolic filling (X.,d., ug)
persists when changing the measure from g to pug. Theorem then gives us that a (6, p)-Hardy
inequality on Z implies a (¢, p)-Hardy inequality, with 6 arising from the perturbation of 8’ in
. Combining this argument with the self-improvement results from [44], we are able to pass
from the one-parameter self-improvement, see Figure [I] in Section [6] to the full self-improvement
result, see Figure [2| which gives us Theorem [I.3]

1.4. Organization of the paper. We will first present the necessary background in Section [2]
Then, in Section [3] we give a proof of the weighted self-improvement of p-Hardy inequalities from
Theorem 1.7} This section is independent and a reader interested only in weighted self-improvement
results can read this independent of the other parts of the paper. Hyperbolic fillings are defined
in Section [4] and Theorem on equivalences is proved in Section [5| The pieces are put together
in Section [6] where we first present a localization argument, allowing us to reduce the proof of
Theorem [1.3]to the case of a compact metric measure space. We then use weighted self-improvement
and [44] to improve the p-Hardy inequality in the hyperbolic filling, and by passing through the
equivalence, we obtain the self-improvement for fractional (6, p)-Hardy inequalities in Z. Finally, in
Section[7], we present some applications of Theorem|[I.4] by proving Proposition and Example[7.8]
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we provide the necessary background information and definitions used throughout
the paper. In Section [4, we will introduce particular notation to denote the uniformized hyper-
bolic filling (X, de, 15) of a compact metric measure space (Z,d,v). To avoid confusion with this
particular notation, however, we will present the general background notions in this section using
(X,d, ) to denote a generic metric measure space.

Throughout this paper, we let C > 0 denote a constant which, unless otherwise specified, depends
only on the structural constants of the metric measure space, such as the doubling constant for
example. Its precise value is not of interest to us, and may change with each occurrence, even
within the same line. Furthermore, given quantities A and B, we will often use the notation A ~ B
to mean that there exists a constant C' > 1 such that C~'A4 < B < CA. Likewise, we use A < B
and A 2 B if the left and right inequalities hold, respectively.

2.1. Doubling measures. For z € X and r > 0, we denote by B(z,r) the ball {y € X : d(z,y) <
r}. Given a ball B := B(z,r) C X, and a constant C' > 0, we denote by C'B the ball B(z,Cr).
Given x € X and E,F C X, we also denote by d(F, F') and d(z, E), the distance between sets E
and F', and the distance between x and F, respectively, as induced by the metric d.

We say that a Borel measure p is doubling, if there exists a constant C, > 1 such that

0 < p(B(x,2r)) < Cup(B(z,r)) < 00

for all x € X and r > 0. By iterating this condition, there exist constants ¢ > 0 and C' > 1,
depending only on C}, such that for all z € X, 0 <r < R, and y € B(z, R), we have

p(B(y,r)) zcr4(T)Q.

p(B(z, R)) R

Here, we may take () = logy C),. If pu is doubling, many classical results from harmonic analysis hold
in (X,d, ), such as the Lebesgue differentiation theorem and Hardy-Littlewood maximal function
theorem, see [30] for example. Such metric measure spaces also admit the following Whitney
decomposition of an open set. For proof of the following lemma see |32, Section 4|, for example.

Lemma 2.1. Let (X,d,p) be a doubling metric measure space, and let & C X be open, with
X\ Q # . Then there exists a countable collection of balls Wq := {B(x;,7;) =: Bji}ien such that

Q=B

and that
> Xes < C,
with
L do(w:)
T = — i)
g

Here the constant C' > 1 depends only on the doubling constant of u. Moreover, there ezists a
Lipschitz partition of unity {¢;}i subordinate to Wq. That is, each ; is C/r;-Lipschitz, with
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0 S s S XQB»L'; and
Y pilz) =1
i

for each x € Q. Furthermore, there exists C > 1, depending only on the doubling constant of p,
such that p;|p, > C~1 for each i.

2.2. Newton-Sobolev and Besov classes. Let 1 < p < co. Given a family I' of non-constant,
compact, rectifiable curves, we define the p-modulus of I' by

Mod,,( 1nf/ PP du,

where the infimum is over all non-negative Borel functions p : X — [0, co] such that f7 pds > 1 for

all v € T. Given a function u : X — R, we say that a Borel function g : X — [0, 00] is an upper
gradient of w if the following holds for all non-constant, compact, rectifiable curves v : [a,b] — X:

ur®) -~ u(ri@)] < [ gds
v
whenever u(y(b)) and u(~y(a)) are both finite, and fv g ds = oo otherwise. We say that g is a p-weak
upper gradient of u if the family of curves where the above inequality fails has p-modulus zero.

We define N'P(X, 1) to be the class of all functions in LP(X, 1) which have an upper gradient
belonging to LP(X, ). We then define

ull 1.0 (x ) = NellLe(x ) +ilg}f 9l e (x,0)>

where the infimum is taken over all upper gradients g of u. Defining the equivalence relation ~
in NYP(X, u) by u ~ v if and only if ||u — UHNM,(X g = 0, we then define the Newton-Sobolev
space NYP(X, ;1) to be NYP(X, 1)/ ~, equipped with the norm || - Intex, =l - HNI,p(X e We
can similarly define N'P(€2, u) for any open Q C X. Each u € N'?(X, i) has a minimal p-weak
upper gradient, denoted g,,, which is unique p-a.e., see |32, Chapter 6|. For more background and

historical references on modulus, upper gradients and Sobolev spaces see [5,/15,130,324(54].
For 0 <6 <1 and 1 < p < 0o, we define the Besov energy of a function u € Llloc(X,,u) by

(2 Il e = [ o By o)

The Besov space B;ip(X , i) is then defined as the set of all functions in LP(X, u) for which this
energy is finite. If X = R™ and g = L" is the standard n-dimensional Lebesgue measure, then
ng(X , 1) corresponds to the fractional Sobolev space W%P(R™). Tt was shown in [26] that when
(X,d, p) is a doubling metric measure space supporting a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality, defined below,
ng(X, 1) coincides with the real interpolation space (LP(X, u), KSY(X, 11))g p, where KS1P(X, )
is the Korevaar-Schoen space. See the nice survey [17] and [1}5,|13}21,[26,:37] for more discussion
and references.
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2.3. Poincaré inequalities and p-admissible weights. Let 1 < p,q < co. We say that (X, d, )
supports a (g, p)-Poincaré inequality if there exist constants Cpr, A > 1 such that the following
holds for all balls B C X and function-upper gradient pairs (u, g):

1/q 1/p
<][ |u—uB|qd,u> < Cprrad(B) <][ gpd,u> .
B AB

Here and throughout the paper, we use the notation

1
up =1 udy = / wdp.
7€3 n(B) Jp

If (X,d,p) is a geodesic space supporting a (g, p)-Poincaré inequality, then we may take A = 1,
as shown in [29]. We note that if (X,d, u) is doubling and supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality,
then Lipschitz functions are dense in N'P(X, u1), see [32, Theorem 8.2.1].

By a weight, we mean a non-negative function w € Llloc(X, u). To such a weight, we associate
the weighted measure p,, := wdu. We say w is a doubling weight if the measure p,, is doubling.
Moreover, we say that a weight w is p-admissible if y,, is doubling and supports a (1, p)-Poincaré
inequality. The terminology is due to the classic reference of Heinonen, Kilpeldinen and Martio
[31]. While Theorem is stated in terms of p-admissible weights, the result holds true under a
slightly weaker p-admissibility condition, namely that pu,, supports a Poincaré inequality on balls at
Whitney scales, see Remark In terms of Lemma above, we give the following definition:

Definition 2.3. Let Q C X be open, and let 1 < p < oco. We say that a non-negative function
w € L (X, i) is p-admissible at Whitney scales in Q if the following conditions are satisfied:

loc
(i) pw := wdp is doubling,
(ii) there exist C,; A > 1 such that for all z € Q, 0 < r < 3dg(x)/4, and function-upper gradient
pairs (u, g), we have

1/p
][ lu — up(emldpw < Cr <][ q" duw> ;
B($,7") )\B(x,”")

where here up(, ) == m fB(l,’T) w dly.

Any Muckenhoupt A,-weight is a p-admissible weight. In Euclidean spaces, this was shown in
[31, Section 15.22]. For metric measure spaces that satisfy a (1,1)-Poincaré inequality this is an
unstated folklore result, and can be obtained by applying the proof from |31}, Section 15.22] together
with a Riesz-potential characterization of the Poincaré inequality from e.g. [38]|. Alternatively, a
more direct argument is to modify the proof of |6, Theorem 4] which uses the equivalent charac-
terization of the Poincaré inequality using a pointwise condition, see [29, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2].
Thus, Muckenhoupt weights give a large class of examples of admissible weights, see e.g. [6,[7./40].
Muckenhoupt weights on the other hand are often constructed as distance weights, see [2,[20]. In
our case, we will also construct p-admissible weights using distance functions, but the Poincaré
inequality in our case can be checked more directly than through the Muckenhoupt condition.
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2.4. Hardy inequalities.

Definition 2.4. Let 2 C X be open, and let 1 < p < oo. We say that Q satisfies a p-Hardy
inequality (with respect to p) if there exist a constant C), > 1 such that the following holds for all

u € Lip.(2):
< Pdu.
/dw o (:];)_Cp/qudu

As shown by Koskela and Zhong in [44], p-Hardy inequalities possess the following self-improvement
property:

Theorem 2.5. [/4, Theorem 1.2] Let (X,d, ) be a doubling metric measure space supporting a
(1,p)-Poincaré inequality. Let Q C X be an open set, and suppose that Q satisfies a p-Hardy
inequality with respect to p. Then there exists €1 := e1(p, Cp, Cpy, \,Cpr), such that Q0 satisfies
a q-Hardy inequality with respect to u for all ¢ € (p — e1,p + €1). Moreover, there exists Cy =
Ci(p, Cp, Cyuy X\, Cpr) such that Cy = Cy for all such q.

In addition to the above self-improvement result, p-Hardy inequalities also self-improve with
respect to weights of the form d(-, X \ Q)”, as shown by Lehrbick in [47, Theorem 1] and [46]
Proposition 6.4].

Theorem 2.6. [}7, Theorem 1] Let (X,d, i) be a doubling metric measure space supporting a (1, p)-
Poincaré inequality. Let 2 C X be an open set, let By € R, and suppose that 2 satisfies a p-Hardy
inequality with respect to d(-, X \ Q)% du. Then there exists ¢ := &(p, Bo, Cp, Cys A, Cpr) such that Q
satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to d(-, X \Q)? du for all B € (Bo—e¢, Bo+¢), with constant
independent of 3.

In Section [3] we generalize this result to apply to a larger class of weights, see Theorem
The main object of our study is the following fractional Hardy inequality:

Definition 2.7. Let 2 C X be open, let 1 < p < oo, and let 0 < 8 < 1. We say that () satisfies a
(0,p)-Hardy inequality if there exists Cpp, > 1 such that the following holds for for all u € Lip.(€):

—u(y)”
/ d(x X\Q e x M =€ ’p/ / d(z,y) apu (Bla da. ) W)

We note that the right-hand side of the (0, p)-Hardy inequality is given by the Besov energy of u.
As this energy is nonlocal, it receives some contribution from the region where u vanishes. That is,
the regions X \ Q contribute to the energy of the right-hand side. This is in contrast to the p-Hardy
inequality, for which the energy on the right-hand side is local: since u vanishes on X \ €2, it follows
that g, = 0 there. For sufficient conditions allowing for integration over €2 in the right-hand side of
above inequality, see [35].

3. REGULARIZABLE WEIGHTS AND WEIGHTED p-HARDY INEQUALITIES

In this section, we consider a metric measure space (X, d, i), with p a doubling measure, and an
open set {2 C X. Throughout this section, we use the notation

do(-) = d(-, X \ Q).
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We show that if () satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to u, then it also satisfies a p-Hardy
inequality with respect to the weighted measure w du whenever w is a p-admissible weight which is
§-reqularizable, defined below, for sufficiently small § > 0. Our result, Theorem [I.7] generalizes the
self-improvement result Theorem obtained in [46,/47] by Lehrbéck for weights of the form > ,
see Remark We will use Theorem [I.7] in Section [6] to prove self-improvement of the fractional
Hardy inequality.

Recall that we define a weight to be a non-negative function w € L{. (X, ). We associate to such
w a weighted measure du,, = wdp, and call w doubling if u,, is doubling. To simplify notation, we
use w in place of p,, and write w(A) = p,,(A) for the weighted measure of a measurable set A. We
now define §-regularizable weights, roughly speaking, as those whose average values do not change
much at Whitney scales:

Definition 3.1. Let 6 > 0. We say that a doubling weight is d-regularizable (in ) if whenever
z,2' € Q and B, := B(z,dq(z)/8) and B, := B(a2/,dq(z")/8) are such that 2B, N B, # &, we
have

(3.2) |me — wBI,\ < 5IUBI.

Here we again use the notation
w(B)

wp = f wip =5

Let Wq = {B;}; and {p;}; be the Whitney decomposition of Q@ C X and associated Lipschitz
partition of unity, respectively, given by Lemma We define the discrete convolution w of a
weight w by

(3.3) w(z) = Zw&.%(m).

The key property of §-regularizable weights is the following estimate for the upper gradient of the
discrete convolution of a §-regularizable weight:

Lemma 3.4. Let 2 C X be an open set. There exists a constant Co > 1, depending only on C|,
such that if w is a d-reqularizable weight in 2, then

g5 < Coddy'@
a.e. in .

Proof. Suppose that x € B;. Then by the partition of unity, it follows that
W(x) =wp, + Y (wp, —wp,) ¢j(x) =wp, + Y, (wp, —ws,) @;(@).
j VB QBijifg

Since w is d-regularizable, and by bounded overlap of Wq and the properties of the Lipschitz
partition of unity, we then have that

ga(®) S D, |ws, —ws,

VE 2BjﬂBz‘7é@

it S Swp,do(z) ! S ddo(z) o (),

with constant depending only on the doubling constant of . ]
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We now prove Theorem [I.7, the main result of this section. It establishes a weighted self-
improvement for the p-Hardy inequalities in terms of d-regularizable weights which are p-admissible.

Proof of Theorem[1.7]. Let w be p-admissible and d-regularizable in 2 for some 0 < § < §,, with §,
to be chosen later. Since (X, d) is complete, and since w dy is doubling and supports a p-Poincaré
inequality, it follows from [39] that there exists 1 < ¢ < p such that w du supports a (1, ¢)-Poincaré
inequality, with constants depending only on p-admissibility constants of w. By choosing ¢ < p
sufficiently close to p such that p/max{logy C,,2p} > p — g, it follows from [4, Theorem 4.21]
for example, that wdpu also supports a (g, p)-Poincaré inequality with constants depending only
on the p-admissibility constants of w. Moreover, letting A > 1 be the dilation constant of this
(1, g)-Poincaré inequality, it follows that the (p, ¢)-Poincaré inequality has dilation constant 2\.

Let Wq = {B;}; and {p;}; be the Whitney cover of Q and Lipschitz partition of unity given by
Lemma [2.1| For each i € N, let

1

up, = uwdp,
w(B;) /Bi

and define the discrete convolution u of u by

U= ZUB#%-
A

We then have that
’P

0o [ e <23 [ M vae + 23 [ EeTeeae)

o da(z)? 0

To estimate the first term of the right-hand side of (3.5)), we note that for € B;, we have

w(z) —u(z) = u(z) — up; + Z(UBJ' — up,)p; ().

Thus, it follows that

u(z) —u(e)| < [u(x) —up,|+ D |up; —ugl.
§:2B;NB;#2

We note that if 2B; N B; # @, then B; C 6B; and B; C 5B;. Since w du is doubling and supports
a (1, g)-Poincaré inequality, it follows that

1 1 1/q
3.6 —up,| < — Nwdpu <1 | ———= dwd .

Hence, we have that

1 1/q
— )] < g |t [ ———— 4 d ,

where we have used bounded overlap of Wq. The comparison constant depends only on the doubling
constant of p and the p-admissibility constants of w. Furthermore, as w du supports a (p, ¢)-Poincaré
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inequality, and since dg(x) ~ r; for each x € B;, we then obtain

B;

dQ(.QJ)p
u(z) — up,|” b 1 I w(x)
S /Bi Ww(ﬂf)du(x) +7; <w(6)\Bz) /@\Bi ngdu) 5 dﬂ(z)pdu(x)

1 p/q
<wB) [ —— q

< [ regypimd
B;

Here M™ is the (uncentered) Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, defined with respect to the
measure w dy. As w dy is doubling, M® is bounded from LP/9(X, wdu) to LP/9(X,wdy). Using this
fact and the bounded overlap of Wq, see Lemma we estimate the first term on the right-hand
side of as follows:

Z/ ’ z)dp(z) < Z/ (M™ g1\ 9wdy,
(3.7) < / (M* gl fwdp S / ghwdy.
Q Q

Here the comparison constant depends only on p, C,,, and the p-admissibility constants of w.
To estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (3.5)), we see that

(o) i) — up jus,
88 [ @i s [ e + [ @)

By using (3.6)), and a similar argument to above, we estimate the first term on the right-hand side
of the previous expression by

o) [ PO lu@nm < X [ s s Pude s [ ey g

p D
dQ(fE) " J:2B;NB;#9

We note that w(B;) ~ w(B;), with comparison constant depending only on the doubling constant
of 4 coming from the Lipschitz partition of unity. Since dg ~ r; on B;, we then estimate the second
term on the right-hand side of (3.8)) as follows:

|uBi|p |uBi‘p wlz T
/B L) S /B RE

|u(z) —up,|P - / ()P
< —————w(x)du(r) + w(x)dp(x).
[ ) + [ e
The first term on the right-hand side of the above expression can be estimated using (3.6) in a
manner similar to (3.9), and so we then obtain

|uBi’p w p/qw ‘a(l‘)‘p@ T -
/Bidg(x)p w(z)dp(z) < /&(M 0 du+/BidQ(x)p (2)dp(z).
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Combining this inequality with (3.8)) and (3.9), we then have
|u(z)|? / / |u(z)P
d MY gdyP Ywdy + @(x)dp(x).
[, i @n) 5 [ reggy s [ B

Thus, by bounded overlap of Wq and boundedness of M® from LP/9(X,wdpu) to LP/9(X, wdp), we
estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (3.5)) by

iuto) < [ i+ [ FO w @)t

Combining this estimate with (3.7) and (3.5)), we then obtain
|u(z)[” / u(z)|? -
w(z)du(z) < Pwdu + w(x)du(z),
@) < | ghwd [ ) du(e)
with comparison constants depending only on p, C),, and the p-admissibility constants of w.

Define the function v := \aywl/ P, By the Leibniz rule and chain rule for upper gradients, see for
example [4, Theorem 2.15, Theorem 2.16|, and Lemma we then have that

(3.10)

Co ~
gv < gl ”’”rpg 50"/ i < ga@'? + p5d Lol /Pl

where Cy > 1 is the constant from Lemma which depends only on C),. Applying the p-Hardy
inequality to the function v gives us

[u(x)[P - _ \U($)|p
<c, / G du < 2°C, / Ladu+ 2°C, (%5> QZ;(Q)'Z@(:C)W(Q;),

where C}, > 1 is the constant from the p-Hardy inequality. Therefore, if w is d-regularizable for
0<3 < 6pi= 56 (2C) /P we have that

[u(z)|P -
q do(x)P

and so from (3.10)) we obtain
(3.11)

Wa)dula) < 241G, | iy,

L @yaute) < [ g+ [ ghian
o do(z)P 0 Q

with comparison constant depending only on p, C),, and the p-admissibility constants of w.
Finally, for x € B;, we have that

ﬂ(l’) =up; + Z (qu - UBi)(Pj (w),

7 QBjﬁBi;ﬁQ

and so by (3.6]), we have

~(x)<l Z lup, — up,| < 1/ Ywd v
9 ~ Bj Bl ~ ’lU(6>\Bl) 6AB; 9u 1% )

! j:2B;NBi#2
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where we have used the bounded overlap of Wq. Using the fact that w(B;) ~ w(B;), along with
bounded overlap of Wq and boundedness of M* on LP/ (X, wdp), we then obtain

1 p/q
P P o
grwdp < / grwdp S w(B; (/ ggwd,u)
/Q ZZ: B; zZ: (B1) w(6AB;) Jers,
<Y / (M“gd)P/ Ywdp S / (Mg Ywdp / ghwdp.
—~ /B, Q Q

Here the constant depends only on p, C},, and the p-admissibility constants of w. Combining this
estimate with (3.11]) completes the proof. O

Remark 3.12. If in addition (X,d) is assumed to be geodesic, then the above theorem can be
proven in a slightly simpler manner. If w is p-admissible in this case, we can take A\ = 1 to be the
dilation constant of the (1, p)-Poincaré inequality supported by the measure w dy, as shown in |29].
In this case, we do need not be concerned about the possible lack of bounded overlap of the collection
{6AB;};, and so we can use the (1, p)-Poincaré inequality directly, rather than calling upon the deep
Poincaré inequality self-improvement result of Keith and Zhong [39]. To prove Theorem in
Section |§|, we will apply Theorem in the setting of a uniformized hyperbolic filling (X, de, 1)
of a compact doubling metric measure space (Z,d,v). The space (X¢, dk, pg) will be constructed
such that it geodesic, see Section [4]

Remark 3.13. We see that for all § > 0, there exists 5y > 0 such that if § € R with |8| < Sy, then
w = dg is 0-regularizable in Q. Indeed, if z, 2" € Q are such that B(2/,dq(2")/4) N B(x,dg(x)/8) #
&, then for all y € B(x,dq(x)/8)) =: B, and z € B(2/,dq(x")/8)) =: B,s, we have that dqo(y) ~
dq(z). Thus, it follows that

‘sz - sz/

< ]{3 I ]{3 da(w)” — dole)ldu(2)euty)

<|1-c? ]é do(y)’duly) = |1 — CPlup,

for some C' > 0. Therefore, if |3 is sufficiently small, then is satisfied.

An examination of the proof of Theorem shows that the same conclusion holds if the p-
admissibility assumption on w is weakened to g-admissibility at Whitney scales in € for some
1 < g < p, see Definition In the case that X is geodesic, w can be assumed to be p-admissible
at Whitney scales in €2, by the same explanation as in Remark While weights of the form
dg may not be p-admissible in general without additional assumptions on €2, see 8] for example,
we note that if (X,d, u) supports a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality, then such weights are necessarily ¢-
admissible at Whitney scales in  for some 1 < ¢ < p. From this, we see that Theorem recovers
the self-improvement result [47, Theorem 1]. As we show below in Proposition however, 4-
regularizable weights form a larger class, including powers of distance weights to porous sets, for
example.

Definition 3.14. Let 0 < ¢ < 1. We say that a set £ C X is c-porous if for all z € X and
0 < r < diam(F), there exists y € B(z,r) satistying B(y,cr) C X \ E.
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The measure of the p-neighborhood of a porous set decays in a controlled manner, as shown by
the following lemma:

Lemma 3.15. |8, Theorem 2.8] If E C X is c-porous, then there exist k > 0 and C > 1, depending
only on ¢ and C,,, such that for all z € X and 0 < p < r < diam(E), we have

u({y € Ble.r) . B) < p}) < € (2)" u(Bla,r).

Proposition 3.16. Let 2 C X be an open set and let E C X be c-porous. Then for all 0 < § < 1,
there exists og > 0, depending only ¢, C,, and 6, such that for all o € R, dist(-, )7 is 0-reqularizable
in Q whenever |o| < og. Furthermore, the dependence of oy on § is continuous.

Proof. Let § > 0, and let z,2’ € Q and r,r’ > 0 satisfy the conditions of Definition Let
B := B(x,r) and B’ := B(2/,7’). Let ¢ € R and set w := d(-, F)?. We consider four cases,
depending on the sign of ¢ and the distance of x to F relative to r.

Case I: Suppose that ¢ > 0 and d(z, E) > 7r. Since 2B’ N B # @, it follows that d(z/, E) > 21/,
and so we have that
<$d(:c,E)> < wp < (id(m, E)>

o

and also that
1 / 7 3 /
§d($ JE) ) <wp < id(az E)
Since 2B’ N B # @, it also follows that
11
%d(x,E) < d(',B) < % d(z, B).

Combining these estimates, we have that

lwp: —wg| = |wp /wp — 1|wp

am e[ () 1 (2) Vs

Hence (3.2)) holds in this case if

0< o] < min{10g<5 +1) log(1/(1— 5))} .

log(11/4)" log(16/3)
Case II: Suppose now that o > 0 and d(x, E) < 7r. In this case, we also have that d(z/, E) < 147/
since 2B’ N B # @. Since o > 0, we have that
w(B) < (d(z, B) + )7 i(B) < (8r)7 u(B).
For 0 < p < r, we have by Lemma [3.15] that
w(B) Zw(B\{y € X :d(y,E) <p}) 2 p”u(B\{y € X : d(y, E) < p})
> p7 (L=C(p/r)") u(B),
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where C' > 1 and k > 0 are the constants from Lemma [3.15] Combining these estimates, we have
that

p? (1 =C(p/r)") < wp < (8r)7.
By the same argument for 0 < p < r’, we also have
o (1= Clp/r')) < wpr < (150')°
Thus for 0 < p < min{r, '}, it follows that

‘IUB/ — wB\ = ”U)B//’IUB - 1‘ wp
(8r)7 p? (1= C(p/r)")
(3.18) < max{pg(l — G -1,1- (1) }wB.

If p = 77, where

B 7 . 1 1/k
ale )

i = () e 1= (5) ooy !
_ (f)a (146/2)—1.

1
2 5 1/I<L
773 (20) ’
we have that

= PO COI) () (1 o) <1 - () (1 Clam2p

T2\
—1- () a-d/2).
)" (1-5/2)
Hence, from these estimates and (3.18) it follows that (3.2) holds in this case if

log((1+6)/(1+6/2)) log((1—46/2)/(1— 5))} _
log(8/711) ’ log(15/719)
Case III: Suppose now that o < 0 and d(x, F) > 7r. In this case, by repeating the computations

from Case I, we obtain
(?d(x,E)) <wp < <$d(x,E)>

<2d(:c’,E)>U <wp < <;d($'7E))J-

then

Likewise, if p = 101, where

0<|o| <min{

as well as
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We note that since ¢ < 0, these are the reverse of the inequalities obtained in Case I. From these
estimates, it then follows that

lwp —wp| = |lwp /Jwp — 1|wp
11\° 3\7
< - (=) (2) —1lws

log(1/(1—46)) log(1+4) }

log(11/4) ’ log(16/3)
Case IV: Suppose now that o < 0 and d(z, E) < 7r. In this case, we have that

w(B) = (8r)7u(B),
and since d(2/, F) < 147/, it follows that
w(B') > (151")7u(B').
Let 0 < p <r, and for each k € NU {0}, let
Ny :={y € X :d(y, E) <27"p}.

Thus, (3.2]) holds in this case if

—=:.03.

O<|J\<min{

We then have that

wB) = [ de.Brau [ B
0 0

< Z/ (- E)7dp+ p° u(B \ No)
k=0 BﬂNk\Nk+1

o0
<Y @) 7B Ng) + o7 B).
k=0
By Lemma [3.15], we have that
—k

u(B N < c(zr”)ﬂuw),

and so substituting this into the previous expression, we obtain
oo
K
w(B) < €2V (3) p7u(B) > 2 Il 4 5o u(B).
" k=0

Thus, for 0 < |o| < k/2, and setting
9k/2
=

we have that

w(B) < p°u(B) (01 (”)K + 1> .

ri
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Recall that the C > 1 and x > 0 are the constants from Lemma For 0 < p < 7/, the same
computation, with 0 < |o| < k/2 gives us

w(B') < p?u(B) (Cl (%)H + 1) .

Combining these two estimates with the corresponding lower bound estimates above, we obtain for
0 < p < min{r, '},

o <une (e (2) 4

and

It then follows that

lwpr — wp| = |wp/wp — 1| wg
(319) <max{(£)7 (e (5)" +1) - 11 (5] (e (2) +1)  fun

Let p := min{rs3r’, 747}, where
5 ]./N
T (201)

- (@)

Note that p < min{r,r'}, and by the assumptions on z, 2/, r, and r/, we also have that p >
min{773/10, 74}r, and p > min{7s,274/3}r’. From these choices, it then follows that

() (@) )= = (mpmony) 0+

Similarly, we have that

() (@l ) e ()

and

From (3.19)), we then see that (3.2)) holds in this case if

log((1 +9)/(1 +6/2)) log((1-6/2)/1-6)) | _

log(8/ min{773/10,74}) " log(15/ min{7s,274/3}) |

Having exhausted all cases, we complete the proof by taking og := minj<;<4 0;. We note that

in addition to depending on d, the constant op depends only on the constants C' and x from
Lemma [3.15] which depend only on the porosity constant of £ and the doubling constant of . [

0<|o| <min{
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4. THE HYPERBOLIC FILLING OF A COMPACT, DOUBLING METRIC MEASURE SPACE

We now turn our attention towards the fractional Hardy inequality. Recall from Definition [2.7]
that for 0 < # < 1 and 1 < p < oo, the right-hand side of the (0, p)-Hardy inequality is given by
the Besov energy . The Besov spaces, defined by , arise naturally in both the Euclidean
and metric settings as traces to the boundary of Sobolev functions defined on a domain, provided
the domain satisfies certain geometric assumptions, see for example [2537,/50]. It was shown in [5]
that Besov spaces on a compact, doubling metric measure space (Z,d, v) always arise as traces of
Newton-Sobolev functions on an auxiliary metric measure space which has Z as a boundary. We
now outline the construction from [5], as well as some properties of the resulting space, which will
allow us in the subsequent sections to relate (6, p)- and p-Hardy inequalities.

Throughout this section, we let (Z, d, ) be a compact, doubling metric measure space and assume
that diam(Z) < 1. Fix a,7 > 1, and fix 29 € Z. Let Ap := {20}, and for each i € N, let A; be
a maximally o ’-separated subset of Z, constructed inductively so that A; C Ai+1. For each
i € NU {0}, we define the i-th level vertices by

Vii= | (z9),

zEA;

v={J U .

i=02z€A;
Given (2,1), (y,j) € V, we say that (z,7) and (y, j) are neighbors, denoted (z,4) ~ (y, ), if and only
if |i — j| < 1 and in addition, either i = j and Bz(z,7a™%) N Bz(y,7a ™) # @, or i = j £ 1 and
Bz(z,a”") N Bz(y,a™7) # @. We then turn the vertex set V into a metric graph X by gluing a
unit interval [v, w] between each pair of neighboring vertices v, w. We denote by dx the path metric
on X.
For € > 0, we consider the uniformized metric on X, given by

de(z,y) == inf/ede(nvo)d&
TSy

and define the vertex set

where the infimum is taken over all paths v in X with endpoints 2 and y. We denote by X, the
completion of X with respect to the metric d., and we set 9. X := X, \ X. We refer to (X.,d.) as
the uniformized hyperbolic filling of (Z,d,v). For clarity, balls in Z, taken with respect to the d,
are denoted by Bz, while balls in X, taken with respect to d. are denoted by B..

For 8 > 0, we define the vertex weights fig by

fip((2,9)) = e w(Bz(z,a7)).
We then define the measure pug on X by

= > (Ap(0) + fg(w)) H (AN [o,w]).

veV w~v

From this definition, we see that if o € R is such that |o| < 3, then
(4.1) Hpto = de (-, Z)J/gduﬁ'
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That is, perturbing the parameter 8 is equivalent to weighting the measure pg, see [5, Section 10].
The following summarizes the fundamental properties of (X¢, de, ug), obtained in [5]:

Theorem 4.2. [5, Theorem 1.1] Let (Z,d,v) be a compact metric measure space, diam(Z) < 1,
with v a doubling measure. Let o, 7 > 1 and let € :==log . Then for all B >0, (X.,de, pg) satisfies
the following:

(1) (X.,d.) is a geodesic space.

(2) (Z,d) is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to (0:X,d.), with bi-Lipschitz constant depending only on «

and T.

(3) (X,de,pp) and (Xz,de, pg) are doubling and support a (1,1)-Poincaré inequality.

(4) For all z € Z and 0 < r < 2diam(Z), we have that
pp(Be(z,1))

rﬁ/s )
(5) If 1 <p<ooand 0 < O <1 are such that 5/e = p(1 — 0), then there exist bounded trace

and extension operators

T:N"(X.,pg) = BY (Z,v) and E:Bj (Z,v)— N'"(X.,pp),

such that T o E = Id. Moreover, for allu € NYP(X., pug) and f € ng(Z, v), we have

p p p p
Tl o S [ obaus, [ dhpdns <151

In the above results, the constants depend only on «, 7, B, and C,.

v(B:(z, )N Z) ~

The trace and extensions operators above have the following explicit constructions: for u €
NP (X, ug) and z € Z, we have

Tu(z) = lim udpg.
r=0% J B (2,r)

Likewise, for f € Bg’p(Z, v), Ef is first defined on the vertices of X by

(4.3) Ef((2 1)) :][ fdv.

Bz (z,a™%)
To define E'f on all of X, these values are then extended piece-wise linearly (with respect to d.) to
the edges of X.
Balls centered at vertices of X, form a Whitney-type covering of X, as shown in the following
lemma. We first note that if & > 1 and € = log «, then for all i € NU {0} and z € A4;, we have that

—1

o

(4.4) Ae((2,), 2) = del(2:1),2) =

This can be shown by direct computation using the definition of d., along with the fact that
(z,i47) € V for all j € N, see |5l Section 4].
Lemma 4.5. Let o = ¥4, and let € := log . Then the following hold:

(1) For all i € NU{0} and z € A;, we have that d.((z,4),Z) = 4a™".
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(2) X = Ufi(] UZGAi BE((Za 7’)7 a_i)‘
(3) Doz X osen, XBo((zi),a-i) < C:=Cla,1,Cy).

Proof. Claim follows directly from (4.4). To prove Claim , let v,w € V be such that v ~ w.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that v = (z,47) and w = (y,j) with 57 € {i,i + 1}. If
j =1, then by the definition of d. along with |5, Proposition 4.4|, we have that

—1

« < dZ(Zay)
2raa T 2T«

If j =i+ 1, then we have from the definition of d. and choice of a = /4 that

d.(v,w) = £.([v,w]) = < a1 ) <o

alog o

< d.(z,w) < L([v,w]) =a ™"

1/4

In either case, it follows that [v, w] C Be(v,a™%) U B:(w, 7). By our choice of a = e'/4, it follows

from that diste(v, Z) = 4a~%. Thus, B:(v,a™ )N Z = @, and so holds.

To prove ({3)), we first claim that if v = (z,7) and w = (y, ) are vertices such that j =i + k for
some k > 3, then B.(v,a™ ) N Be(w,a™7) = @. Indeed, if v is a path in X joining v to w, then
~ must contain a vertical edge joining the (i + [ — 1)-th level of vertices to the (i + I)-th level of
vertices for each 1 <1 < k. Thus, it follows that

i+k —1 1— —k
de(v,w) > / e ctdt = w.
i log o
Since k > 3, and since o = e'/4, it follows that
a1 —a7F)

>at 4 oz_j,
log o

de(v, w) >

hence B:(v,a™%) N Be(w,a /) = @, and the claim follows.

Now, let * € X. Then, there exists i € NU {0} and z € A; such that z € B.((z,i),a™%). If
j € NU{0} and y € A; are such that = € B.((y, ), @ /), then we know from the above claim that
li — j] < 3. If z # y, then since z,y € A;;3, it follows from |5, Proposition 4.4] that

09 < dy(z,y) < 2rade((2,1), (5.9)) < 2ro(a™ +a7) < 270(1 +0¥)a""
Therefore, since dz is doubling, there exists a constant C' := C(a, 7, C),diam(Z)) such that the set
{yeAipz:3jefi—3,...,i+3}st. € B((y,4), )}

contains at most C' elements. For each y in this set, the only possible vertices (y,j) for which
B:((y,7),«™7) may contain z are {(y,7 — 3), (y,i —2),..., (y,i+ 3)}. Thus, it follows that the set

{(y,5) : 5 e NU{0}, y € Aj, w € Bo((y, ), 07)}
contains at most 7C elements, and so follows. O
Recall the definition of a porous set given in Definition [3.14]

Lemma 4.6. Let o, 7 > 1, and let € := log . Then there exists 0 < ¢ < 1, depending only on «,
such that Z C X, is c-porous.
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Proof. Let z € Z and let 0 < r < diam(Z). Let K := 2(1 + 1/loga). Let i € NU {0} be the
smallest non-negative integer such that a=* < r/K. Then there exists 2’ € A; N B:(z,7/K). Let
v:=(2,i) € V. We then have from (4.4]) that
de(z,v) < de(z,2') +de(v z')<i+ o
£ ) — e ) £ ) K loga
Thus, v € Be(z,7/2). Since de(v, Z) = a"/log o from (4.4), it follows that B.(v,a"/(2loga)) C
X:\ Z. By our choice of i, we then have that
B.(v,7/(4a(1 4+ loga))) C Be(v,a”"/(2loga)) € X\ Z.

Thus, Z is c-porous in X, with ¢ := (4a(1 + loga)) ™. O

< %(1 +1/loga) =r/2.

Remark 4.7. The assumption that diam(Z) < 1 is not overly restrictive. If diam(Z) > 1, then we
may rescale the metric, replacing d with d/(2diam(Z)). In this case, analogs of the above results
hold for (Z,d,v); the only difference is that the constants present in (some of) the above results
will depend additionally upon diam(Z).

5. FRACTIONAL HARDY INEQUALITIES AND THE HYPERBOLIC FILLING

In this section, we assume that (Z,d,v) is a compact metric measure space, with v a doubling
measure. By rescaling the metric d if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that
diam(Z) < 1, see Remark We fix parameters o = e'/4 7 = 2, and we let € := loga = 1/4. For
each B > 0, we consider the uniformized hyperbolic filling (X.,d., u3) of (Z,d,v) as constructed
in Section 4. The main result of this section is the following, which relates the validity of (6, p)-
Hardy inequalities on Z to p-Hardy inequalities on X.. This theorem is proven by combining
Proposition [5.6] and Proposition [5.15] below.

In what follows, we denumerate the a‘-separated set A; used in the construction of (X, d., 1a)
by

Ai:=Azij}jer-
For ease of notation, we set
I:={(i,j) :i e NU{0}, j € LI},

and for each (i,j) € I, we set

Bi,j = Bz—:((zi,ja Z), OZ_Z).
By Lemma the collection {B; ;}; jjer covers X and has bounded overlap. For each (i, j) € I,
we denote by Uj; ; the set

UiJ‘ = BZ(zm,of") nZz.
Recall that we denote balls in Z taken with respect to the metric d by B, while balls in X, taken
with respect to d., are denoted by B.. For a constant C' > 0 we also denote by CU; ; the set
Bz (2 ;, Ca~%) N Z. We now show that given a closed set E C Z, there exists a subcollection of
{Ui,j}i,jyer which forms a Whitney-type cover of Z \ E.

Lemma 5.1. Let E C Z be a closed set. Then there exists Iy C I such that the following hold:

(1) Z\E=Ugjers Vi 4 '
(2) For each (i,7) € Ig, we have that 6a™" < d(U;;, E) < (8a)a™,
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(3) X jyers x3u,,; < C = C(a, Cy).
Proof. For each i € NU {0}, let
(5.2) Ni:={z€Z\E:8x " <d(z,E) <8 (1},

and let
Ii,E = {] el;: Ui,j N N; 75 @}.
We then define

(o)
Ip = J{G,j) € I:j € g}
i=0
For z € Z\ E, there exists a unique ¢ € NU{0} such that z € Nj. As A; is a maximally o *-separated
subset of Z, there z; ; € A; such that « € Bz(%j,a™") = U; j. Thus, (4, ) € I; g, and so it follows
For (i,j) € Ig, we have that there exists y € U; ; N N;. For any z € U, ;, it follows from the

triangle inequality that d(z, E) > d(y, E) — d(y,z) > 8a~" — 2a~" = 6a~*, and so we have that
(5.3) d(U; j, E) > 6a™".

This completes the proof of , as well as the first inequality of . Since y € U; j N N;, we also
have that
d(Ui;, E) < d(y, E) < (8a)a™,
which gives us the second inequality in ([2)).
Now, let (4,7) € Ig, and let z € 3U; ;. Since there exists y € U; j N N;, it follows from the triangle
inequality that
d(z,E) < d(z,y) + d(y, E) < (6 + 8a)a™"

and also that

d(z,F) > d(y,F) — d(y, z) > 2a™".
Hence we have that

207" < d(3U;;, E) < (6 + 8a)a™".
From this and the choice of a = /4, it follows that if [ € N is such that [ > 7, then 3U; jNN; 1 = O,
and if [ > 5, then 3U;; N N;-; = @. Hence, 3U;; C UL_5 N;1;. From this, we see that if
i1,i2 € NU {0} are such that |i; — 2| > 12, then

(5.4) U 3U¢1,j N U 3U¢27j = J.

J€li B Jj€liy B

Let ¢ € Z\ E. There is a unique ig € NU {0} such that ¢ € N;,, and so from (5.4)), it follows
that
i0+12

Z XSUM(C): Z Z X3U¢,j(<)'

(4,9)€lE 1=10—12jel; g
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Since {zi;}jer, » 15 an o "-separated set and v is doubling, there exists C' := C(a, C,) such that

- x3u, . < C. Therefore, substituting this into the previous expression, we have that
jGIz E X i,J g
Z X3Ui7j (C) S 2407
which completes the proof of . ]

Given (i,7) € I, the structure of the hyperbolic filling also gives us a natural collection of balls
with which to chain B; ; to U; ;, as we show with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let (i,j) € I, and let z € U; j. For each k € NU{0}, k > i, there exists ji, € Ij, such
that the collection {By(z) := By j, } 3o, satisfies the following properties for all k > i:

(1) Bi(2) = B;;,

(2) rad(Bk‘( )) _k = dE(Z, Bk’(’z))z

(3) Bk+1( ) C 2Bk( ) for all k > 1,

(4) Bi(z) C 5Bij,

(5) us(Bi(2)) = a™¥/5u(B.(z,a7)),

6) If u € Lip(X.), then Tu(z) = limp_,o0 UB,(2)-

Here T is the trace operator given in Theorem [{.3

Proof. Set j; == j, and for all k € N, k > 4, choose jj € Ij such that d(z,z ,) < a~*. Such a
jr exists, as Ay, is a maximally o~ F-separated set. Setting vy := (2x,,k) € V, it follows from the
definition of the neighborhood relationship between vertices of X, given in Section[d] that vy ~ vj41
for all k > 1.

For each k > i, set

Bk(z) = thk = Bg(zhjk,a_k).
By (4.4), it follows that
d.(z, By(2)) > d.(Bi(2), Z) > 3a7*.

Likewise, by the bi-Lipschitz equivalence of d and d., as well as (4.4)), we have
dE(Z, Bk(Z)) S d&‘(z7 Zk»jk) + d&‘(zk,jka Uk:) =~ d(Z, Zk,jk) + aik S aik
Thus, and hold.

Since v ~ vg41, it follows from the definition of d. and choice of o = el/* that

k+1
de (v, Vgp11) < Le([vg, vey1]) = / e dt =4(1 —1/a)a™* < a™".
k

Thus, vg41 € By(z), and so we have have that By1(z) C 2B(z), proving (3).
If x € Bg(z), then by (4.4]), we have that

de(vi, ) < de(vi,v) + de(vg, ) < 4o +a~F <507,
and so we have that By(z) C B;;, proving (4)).
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To prove (9), we note that by the bi-Lipschitz equivalence of d and d., there is a constant
C = C(a,7) > 1 such that d.(z,2,) < Ca~*. From and our choice of @ = /4, it then
follows that

Bi(2) C Be(zk,, 50 ") € Be(z, (5 + C)a™F).

Since pg is doubling, we then have that

15(Bi(2)) < ps(Be(z, (5 + C)a™) = pg(Be(z,a7")).
Likewise, by (4.4), we have that B.(z,a %) C B(zy,, (1 + C)a=*) C (5 + C)By(2), and so again
by the doubling property of ug, we obtain
15(Bx(2,07)) < 15((5+ C)Bu(2)) ~ pg(Bi(2)).
From these two inequalities and the (3/e-codimensional relationship between pg and v given by

Theorem [4.2] we have that
115(By(2)) ~ a "2 (B.(2,a7F)),

proving . o
Finally, if u € Lip(X;), then T'u is given by the restriction of u to Z, and is thus also Lipschitz.
Moreover, for each z € By(z), it follows that
de(z,2) < de(z,vp) + de(vr, 21, ) + de (21, , 2) < 6Ca™",

Hence,
Tu(z) = w0l < . ) —u@lds(a) S a7t =0
k(2
as k — oo. This proves @ O

We now show that a (0, p)-Hardy inequality on Z implies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to
pp on X, for an appropriate choice of 6, p, and S.

Proposition 5.6. Let E C Z be a closed set, let 1 < p < o0, 0<6 <1, and B > 0 be such that
B/e =p(1 —0), and suppose that Z \ E satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality. Then X\ E satisfies a
p-Hardy inequality with respect to pg, with constant depending only on 0, p, C,,, and Cy .

Proof. Let u € Lip,(X. \ E), and for ease of notation, let 1 := pg. For (i,j) € I, let B; j and U; ;
be as defined above. From Lemma [I.5] we then have that

/X \Edh(LU(UE Z / |u dpl)
(57) < S (Tu, P / > / e i),

(i,9)€l (i.9)el

where T is the trace operator given by Theorem [£.2]
To estimate the first term of (5.7), we decompose the collection {B;;} jjer in the following
manner. Let Ir C I be the indexing set given by Lemma and for each (i,j) € I, let

Lj={(k))el:k>ilely U, NU,;+# @}
Let I := U(i,j)eIE I j, and let Iy := 1T\ I.




26 SYLVESTER ERIKSSON-BIQUE AND JOSH KLINE

For (k,l) € I;, we have from the bi-Lipschitz equivalence of d and d., along with (4.4)) that
(5.8) d(Uky, B) = de (U, E)
< de(Ugy, Bry) + de(Bp, E) S de(Big, Z) + de(Byy, E) < de(Byy, E).

Here the comparison constants depend only the bi-Lipschitz constants between d and d., which
depend only on « and 7, see |5 Proposition 4.4]. Moreover, if (k, 1) € I1, then there exists (i,5) € Ig
such that (k,l) € I; ;, and so there exists y € Up; NU;;. Thus, for z € Uy, it follows from (5.3))
and Lemma that

(5.9) d(z,E) > d(U; j, E) —d(y,2) > 6" —2a7"% > 407" > (2a) 71 d(Uy,, E),

where we have used the fact that k > i, since (k,1) € I;. Using (5.8)), the 3/e-codimensional
relationship between p and v given by Theorem M as well as (5.9)), we then obtain

du(x
S [(Tw, P /B <Y oy da(‘;fE))p

(k7l)ell ( J EIE (k l)elz .7

u Tu(z)?
Z Z /Ukz d(Uk,l’ E)p dV(Z)

( 7])€IE (k l)elz N

[Tu(z)”

O D A T s

(4,7)ElE (ke ;

_kB/e Tu(z)|P
ORI Yl

(i,0)ElE (k1)EL ;

We note that for each k, the collection {Uy;}icr, has bounded overlap since v is doubling and
{zk1tier, is a~F-separated. Furthermore, by our choice of a, if (k,1) € I; j, then Uy C 3U; ;. From
Lemma it also follows that if (i,5) € Ig and z € 3U; j, then d(z, E) > 4a~". From these facts,
as well as the bounded overlap of {3U; ;}; j)er,,, also given by Lemma we have that

[ Tu(z)[?

— e Tu(z - 5
oy ot /U ) Vd(Z(E S Z S o /U kﬂlid(Z,E)pdy(Z)

1,7)EIE (k,l)EL; ; i,j)Elg k=i+1 Is.t.
(i) €lp (kDEL ; (i e

[Tu(z)[”

Z Z o~ kB/e /Uij WdV(Z)

(i,j)elp k=i+1 3

= g —ip 7u(z)|P
= a "t /5/ |7 5
(1.0)€lE 3U;4 d(z, E)pd (2)
| uE z </ L )|
( Yelg /3U d z V( )N 2\ ( : )0 dy(z).
) (> E

Note that we have used the assumption that 3/e = p(1 — 6) to obtain the second to last inequality.
Since u € Lip.(X. \ E), it follows that Tu € Lip,(Z \ E). Since Z \ E satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy
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inequality, and by boundedness of the trace operator given by Theorem [£.2] we therefore obtain

wu»w%ITMWJ/ s [ ] e T g s [ s

For (k,l) € I, we have that d.(By, E) > d-(Bk,, Z) > 3a~* by (4], and so it follows that

» p( Bkl |Tu(z)|P o
Z |(TU)Uk,z| /B d Z )/UW a—Fkp d ()

(k,D)ET (kl Uk.i
Tu(z Tu(2)Pxu,, (2)
< / | dv(z) = / R du(2).
(klze:l Uks @ kep (k%e:lz 2\E ok

Here we have again used the (/e-codimensional relationship between p and v as well as the fact
that g/ = p(1 —0).

For (k,l) € I3, we have that (k,l) € Ig, and so by the definition of Ig given in the proof of
Lemmal5.1} it follows that Uy, ;N Ny, = @, where Ny, is given by (5-2). Hence, either d(Uy,, E) < 8a~F
or d(Uyy, E) > 8a~ k=1 1f d(Uy, E) > 8a~* =1 then there exists (i,7) € I with i > k such that
Uy NU;j # @, and so (k,l) € I;. However, this is a contradiction by the definition of I5, and so it
follows that d(Uy,, E) < 8a~*. Thus, for all z € Uk, we have that

d(z,E) < 10a~*,
from which it follows that
k < —log,(d(z, E)/10) =: m(z).
Therefore, by Tonelli’s theorem and bounded overlap of {Uy;}icr, , we obtain

Tu(2)[Pxu,, () 1
3 /Z a V2 g (2) = /Z \EyTu(z)yP S )

(ke (kDI
s.t. z€Uy,;

[m(2)] 1
< Tu(z)P ———dv(z
S LTCID SIS SIPE IE

k=—0o0 lely,

[m(2)]
< Tu(2)|P Py (2
NAQ @F Y (

k=—o00

I'u(z)|P
~ Tu(z)[Pa™ %P dy (2) ~ / 7| dv(z f,/ gudp,
/\ | ( >| ( ) \ l(Z, E)gp ( ) g

where the last inequality follows as Z \ E satisfies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality and by boundedness
of the trace operator, given by Theorem Combining this with (5.10)), we obtain the following
estimate for the first term of ([5.7)):

(5.11) S w5 st

(i,9)€l
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Here, the comparison constant depends only on p, 0, a, 7, diam(Z), C,, and Cyy,.
We now estimate the second term of (5.7). We have that

lu(z) — (Twy, , P
Z/ By @)

(i,9)el

(z,J el (4,9)€l

As (X:,de, pug) is doubling and supports a (1,1)-Poincaré inequality, it also supports a (p,p)-
Poincaré inequality, see |29], and also [32, Theorem 9.1.2] for example. Using this fact along with
(4.4), we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (5.12]) by

(5.13)
T s B s 5 [ s
(3,9)€l (i,9)€el Bi; (3,9)el

We note that (X, d.) is a geodesic space, and so the (p, p)-Poincare inequality has scaling factor A =
1, see [29]. Thus, we obtain the last inequality by bounded overlap of {B; ;}; j)er, see Lemma .
To estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (5.12)), we have from (4.4) that

(514) Z |'UJB¢,]' _(Tu)Ui,j|p /Bz ( p N Z M —ZP (]{]

(3,9)€l i,5)€l i3

|Tu(z) — uBl.,j|d1/(z)> .

For each z € U; j, consider the chain of balls {Bk(z)}zo:Z given by Lemma[5.5] Since 3/e = p(1—9),
we can choose ¢ > 1 and 0 > 0 such that 8/e < ¢ < p and ¢(1 — ) > [B/e. Using Lemma
Claims , @, and , and applying the (1, ¢)-Poincaré inequality and Holder’s inequality twice,
we obtain

f Tu(z) — up, ,|dv(z) f S uss ) — o ld0()

isJ 74]]4; 1

1/q
][ Z —kd—k(1-9) ][ ggd'u dy(z)
2By (2)

’sz

1/q
o f (Za 1o f gzczu) e
zg Bk(z)
1/q
][ Za (1= 5)‘]][ gldpdv(z) .
2By, (2)

”kz

By Lemman 5.5 Claim (12} . there exists a constant C' > 1, depending only on the bi-Lipschitz Constant
between d and d., such that 2By(z) C B:(z, Ca™F). Usmg this, as well as Lemma |5.5) E 5| Claims
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and , we then obtain

. rue)-un, Jav(z)
U,

g
1/q
. o k(1=0)g+kB/e
<a™® ][ a/ 9u (X)X B (».Co—k(T) du(z) dv(z .
(U,ZV(BE(%M)) o, )X o) () i) dv(2)

L) k=1
By Tonelli’s theorem and our choice of ¢ and §, we then obtain

. rule)-un, lav(z)
U,

)
—1id

« > ) / XB.(z,C *k)(x) a
< Gu(2)?Y " F-0)atks 6/ 2B N () dulz
TV </CB @2 0., V(Bo(z,ah) W WD)

k=i

<a”Wﬂw)‘/ . 1/
~ gu .
v(U; ;)4 CB;, a

Substituting this into ([5.14)) and using the 3/e-codimensionality between p and v, we have that

oiBle)pla r/a
p p#(Bi;) g
E \uBU (Tu) U”’ /Bi d E) S E p/q 105, gldu

(i,5)el
p/q
< B: \l—r/a / a4
~ lu’ 1, gu H
> nlBiy) ( o

(i,9)€l
p/q
< > u(Big)tr (/ MgZCM)
= B ;
(,9)€l

< Z / (Mg2) p/qd,u / (Mgl )p/qd,u

(i,5)el

Here M is the uncentered Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, and we have used Hélder’s inequality
and the bounded overlap of the {Bi,j}(z‘,j)e 7 to obtain the last two inequalities, see Lemma By

boundedness of the maximal function from LP/9(X_, u) to LP/9(X_, i), see |32, Theorem 3.5.6] for
example, we obtain the following estimate of the second term in (5.12]):

dp(x) /
) (Tw)y, . |P < [ gdpu
’UBZJ u Ulj‘ \/;iyj dg(.’l?,E)p ~ z. Gy Qb

(ig)el
Combining this with (5.13]) and ( m the second term of (5.7 is now estimated by

Py / a5 [

(4,9)el
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and so, with (5.11]), we obtain the desired inequality:

Ju(z)[P /
—————du(z) < [ gy dp.
/XE\E e, B 0 % [

Here, the comparison constant depends only on 0, p, a, 7, C,, and Cy,. ]

We now show that for an appropriate choice of 8, p, and 8, a p-Hardy inequality with respect to
pp on X, implies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality on Z.

Proposition 5.15. Let E C Z be a closed set, let 1 < p < o0, 0< 6 <1, and B > 0 be such that
B/e = p(1 —8), and suppose that X. \ E satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to pg. Then
Z \ E satisfies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality, with constant depending on 8, p, C,, and C,.

Proof. Let u € Lip,(Z \ E), and let I C I be the indexing set given by Lemma For ease of
notation, we again set p := pug. We then have that

/Z\E d|(Z(E op Z / d(z, E 9P dv(2)

(i,5)ElE
(5.16) <Y (B, /U | - /U e 7E)

(i,)€lE & (i,9)€lE

Here Eu € N'P(X_, 1) is the extension of u given by Theorem , see ([4.3]).
By Lemma (5.1 and (4.4)), we have that

d(U; j,E) ~a " ~d.(B;;,Ui ;).

Using this, along with the (/e-codimensionality between p and v, the assumption that g/e =
p(1 — 0), and bounded overlap of {B; ;}(; j)er, we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of

(5.16)) as follows:
dv(z) v(U; ;)
p e < 1,7 »
Z ‘(EU)BZ,]| /Ui’j d(Z,E)Gp ~ Z a_iep fBiy. ‘Eu‘ dl,L

st (i.§)€lp i
v(Ui ;) / |Bu(z)[P
= 2 b, dy(x)
i j 9
(i.4)€lp w(Bij) Jp, ,; de(z, £)°P
~ ! |Eu< I
!Eu / | Eu(z)[P
)3 ————-dp(z).
JzG:I / ( ) YS\E dg(:L',E)p ( )

As u € Lip.(Z \ E), it follows that Fu € Lip.(X: \ E), see (£.3)). Since X. \ F satisfies a p-Hardy
inequality with respect to ug, and by the boundedness of the extension operator, see Theorem



SELF-IMPROVEMENT OF FRACTIONAL HARDY INEQUALITIES 31

we have that

dv(z)
Eup, [P 22 < [ g
5 10, [ G S [ s

(5.17) / / T 9py (Z( d)(lj Ly ) (2)

We now estimate the second term on the right-hand side of - If x € By , for (i,j) € IEg,
then there exist vertices v1 = (y1,41) and v = (y2,42) such that x € [v1,vs], and 41 ~ i ~ i9. Thus,
by the definition of E given by (4.3), for z € U; ; and = € U, j, there exists k € {1, 2} such that

u(2) —][ udy| < ][ lu(2) — u(w)|dv(w).
Bz (y,a'k) Bz (yk,a'k)

Since x € B; j and since i ~ i, there exists C' := C(«, 7,C,) such that

() — Bu(x)] < f Ju(2) — u(uw) [d(w),

6]

u(2) = Eu(z)] <

where CU; j = Bz(z; ;, Ca~%)N Z, and we have used the doubling property of v. Thus, by Holder’s
inequality, we have that

/Uw‘ = )d(z,(g;;)p ”’ dv(z) < a—liep/ ][ [u(z) — Eu(z)[Pdu(z)dy(z)
~a l@p/ 7[ ][CU (w)Pdv(w) du(x) dv(2)
- —iOp/ ][ \U(z) — u(w)|Pdv(w) dv(2)
~/U” /C’U” d(z,w) 9Pu(_ zbz(,?il)(‘:w)))d’/(w)dV(Z)
/ / d(z,w) % (z( d)(,: w)))d”(“’)dy(z)-

By bounded overlap of the collection {UZ J}(i,j)ers> We then obtain

lu(z) — (Eu)g, — u(w)[?
d d .
Py / ez S [, [ e ey )
Combinmg this estimate with (5.16)) and ([5.17)) completes the proof. Here, the comparison constants
depend only on 0, p, a, T, C’,,, and Cp. O

6. LOCALIZATION AND PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3|

In this section, we combined the results of the previous sections with a localization argument in
order to prove Theorem
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6.1. Localization. We now let (Z,d,v) be a complete doubling metric measure space. In order to
apply Theorem [T.4] which is proven for a compact doubling metric measure space, in the proof of
Theorem [1.3] we first need to show that if £ C Z is a closed set, with Z \ E bounded satisfying
a (6, p)-Hardy inequality, then we can find a compact set Zy C Z such that the v|z, is doubling,
Zo\ E = Z\ E, and that Z \ FE satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality. The basic step is finding an
exhaustion of Z by sets Zr, R > 0, so that Zgr equipped with the restricted measures are doubling.
This is a much simplified version of an exhaustion by uniform domains constructed by Rajala in
[53]. The restricted measure is given by v|z,(A) = v(ZrNA) and the restricted distance is d| z,, x z,-
For simplicity, we will use d to denote the distance in both the subset and entire space.

Proposition 6.1. Let (Z,d,v) be complete and doubling and zy € Z. For every R > 0, there exists
a compact set Zr C Z for which

(1) B(z0,R) C Zr C B(20,2R), and
(2) (ZRyd’ZRxZR,V‘ZR) s doubling.
Proof. Define recursively the following sets
Qo =B(20,R), Q1 ={y€Z:d(y, %) <4 'R).
Let

2o
1=0

The set Zg is closed by definition, and to show that it is compact it suffices to prove that it is
bounded. By induction on ¢ € N one shows that

Q; C B(zo, »_ RA™%) € B(20,4/3R).
k=0
Thus, Zr C B(z0,2R) and Zp is compact. It is also direct that B(zp, R) = Qo C Zg.

Next, we prove that Zr equipped with the restricted measure v|z,, is doubling. Let z € Zr and
let » > 0. First, if » > 4R, then

V0n(B(2,7)) = v(B(2,2r) 0 Z1) = UZr) > ] 2(B(2,2r)).

Since v(Zgr) > v(B(z0, R)) > 0, we get doubling for all radii r > 4R.

Thus, we are left to consider r < 4R. For this, we prove a version of the corkscrew condition from
[8]. Let ¢ = 1/48. The corkscrew condition is: For every z € Zg there exits an z, € Zr N B(z,7/3)
so that B(z,,cr) C B(z,7) N Zg.

First, choose k € N so that R4™% < r < R4'~*. By induction, for every p € €; and all i € N
we have d(p, Q) < 4*R/3. This follows directly for i < k, and induction step follows from the
definition. Thus, d(z, Q) <4 FR/3.

Pick 2, € Q. so that d(z,,2) <4 ¥R/3 <r/3. Then,

B(zr,cr) C B(z, RATY%) c zp

by construction, and B(z,, cr) C B(z,r) by the choice of c.
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With the corkscrew condition established, the doubling condition is fairly direct. First, by con-
struction:

V’ZR(B(Za QT)) < V(B(Z’ 2T))7
and
V|zn(B(z,r)) =v(Zr N B(z,1)) > v(B(2r,cr)) > Cv(B(z,2r)),

where C' is some constant from the doubling bound. It is also direct that v|z,(B(z,r)) > 0, and
thus doubling follows. O

Remark 6.2. The proposition above can often be much simplified. If Z is geodesic, then it suffices
to define Zr = B(zp, R). Thus, exhaustions by balls work for example in all Euclidean spaces.

Given this exhaustion, we can prove the following localization argument.

Proposition 6.3. Let (Z,d,v) be complete and doubling, let 0 < 8 < 1 and 1 < p < oo, and let
E C Z be a closed set such that Z \ E is bounded. Let zo € Z \ E, and let Zr be the exhaustion
constructed in Proposition [6.1]

(i) If Z\ E satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality, then there exists an R > 0 so that Z\ E = Zr\ E
and Zr \ E satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality.

(ii) Conversely, if R > 0 is such that Z\ E = Zr \ E and Zr \ E satisfies a (0,p)-Hardy
inequality, then Z \ E satisfies a (0,p)-Hardy inequality.

Proof. Consider the inequality for the open set Q2 = Z \ E in the space X = Z:

|u(2)[” |u(z) = u(w)[?

(64) /Z\E T E O < oo [ [ Gt ey

for all Lipschitz functions u with compact support in Z \ E. If R > 0 is such that Z\ E = Zr \ E,
then replacing Z by Zg in inequality does not alter the left hand side, but potentially decreases
the right hand side. This shows immediately that the fractional Hardy inequality for Q@ = Zr \ E
and X = Zp implies the same for Q = Z \ E and X = Z. This gives us (ii).

We now prove (i). Suppose that Z\ E satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality, and let R > 2diam(Z\ E)
be such that Z\ E = Zr \ E. We will show that the conclusion holds for R sufficiently large. To
this end, we estimate the right hand side of as follows:
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/Z/Zd<z, 71‘11;9(513(1_5’5 u;)<|: wyyy 2 w)dn(z)
:/ZR/ZR(..) /ZR/Z\ZR Ndv(w)dy(z /Z\ZR/ZR Ny (w)dv(z)
S/Z/z dwﬁ?@(”v( é(u;( )i 9+ / (o0 R)cdzwﬁ)z”;?y(<z?%,zu>>>
“Jy >/ e ()‘ T ).
Jou o u']?epy( S drwan)
(1+c) // (zo.R)c (2, W) 0p|;é59()‘pd(z7w)))du(w)du(z).

IN

Writing B(zo, R)¢ = Uy B(20, 28T R)\ B(20, 2FR), we see that if z € E° and w € B(z, 281 R)\
B(z,2*R) then d(z,w) > d(z0, w)—d(20,2) > 28R—R/2 = 2k~ R. We also have that B(z, d(z,w)) C
B(z0,d(z,w) + d(20,2)) C B(z0,2F"2R). Using this and doubling, we get for z € E°,

1 > 1
/]3(%73)6 d(z,w)v(B(z, d(z,w)))dy(w) = kZO/B(zo 2k+1 R\ B(20,2% R) d(z,w)v(B(z, d(z,w)))dy(w)

0 B(z0, 2"t R) \ B(20,2*R))
<R pz 2(k— 19p1/ ( 721@ 1R))

< C1R™ 9”,

1
where C1 > 1 is a constant depending only on C,, 6, and p. Hence, if R > (2Cy,C1(1 4+ C,))%,
then together with the previous bounds, we obtain

) —u(w)” v(w)dv(z
/Z\Ed(z Z\ E)% - ,p// d(z,w) GpV (z,d(z, )))d (w)dv(2)

Ol I S 1C
<C€’p/zR/zR T B ey (19 '+ 3 ), TG 7 R

Absorbing the second term to the left hand side yields the fractional Hardy inequality for Zr \ E
in Zg, which establishes (i). O

6.2. Proof of Theorem|1.3] The localization argument above reduces the proof of self-improvement
in (possibly unbounded) Z to the self-improvement result in the compact and doubling space Zgr
for some R > 0, where we are able to apply Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.3. By Proposition we may assume without loss of generality that Z is
compact. We also note that the (6, p)-Hardy inequality is invariant under scaling of the metric.
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That is, for all A > 0, Z \ E satisfies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality with respect to d if and only if it
does so with respect to Ad, with the same constant. Therefore, replacing d with d/(2diam(Z2)) if
necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that diam(Z) < 1.
Fix @ = e'/* 7 =2, and let ¢ :=loga = 1/4. Choose By > 0 satisfying
Bo

- = po(1 — o),

and consider the uniformized hyperbolic filling (X., de, ug,) of (Z,d,v) as constructed in Section
As Z \ F satisfies a (6y, po)-Hardy inequality, it follows from Theorem that X. \ E satisfies a
po-Hardy inequality with respect to ug,, with constant Cyp, := Cp, (00, 0, Cay py, Cv)-

Note that by Theorem (Xe,de, pg,) is doubling and supports a (1,1)-Poincaré inequality,
with doubling constant CNBO and Poincaré inequality constants depending only on 6g, pg, and C,,.
As such, it follows from Theorem [2.5] that there exists

e1 := €1(00, po, Coy.po> Cv) < min{bopo/2, po — 1}

and Cy := C1(0o, po, Cay py> Cv) such that X\ E satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to T
with constant C), = C1, for all p € (pg — €1, po + €1)-
For such p, let

1—-0
Op :=1— pio( 0).
p
Note that our choice of €1 < min{6ypo/2,po — 1} ensures that p > 1 and 0 < §, < 1. Since
Bo
? = p(]' - ap)7

it follows from Theoremthat Z\ E satisfies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality for all p € (pg—e1, po+e1),
with constant Cy, , depending only on p, 6o, po, Cy, p,, and Cy, see Figure

Now, let p € (po — €1,po + €1). Since X, \ E satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to pug,,
it follows from Theorem that X. \ E also supports a p-Hardy inequality with respect to w dpg,
for any p-admissible weight w which is §,-regularizable in X, \ F, with

(6.5) 5, 1= L (207)"1/7.
Co

Here, Cj is the constant from Lemma which depends only on C#Bo’ which itself depends only

on 8y, po, and C,,. As Z is a c-porous subset of X, by Lemma with ¢ depending only on «, it
follows from Proposition [3.16] that there exists

0 < 0p = ap(bo, po, Cu, 6p) < min{bopo/2,po(1 — o)}
such that if o € R satisfies |o| < 0, then d.(-, Z)7 is §,-regularizable in X, \ E. As
(6.6) de(- Z)7 dpgy ™~ Bgo+eo

see (4.1)), it follows from Tgeoremthat d:(+, Z)? is a p-admissible weight. Thus, from Theorem
and , it follows that X, \ E satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to pig,+c, for all ¢ € R
such that |o| < oy.
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Po — €1 p Po po+er

FIGURE 1. For each point (6, p) lying on the above curve in the (0, p)-plane, Z \ E
satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality.

For such o, we have that
Bo + eo
——— =p(1 = (6p —a/p)).
Note that our choice of o, < min{6ypo/2,po(1 — )} ensures that 0 < 6, —o/p < 1 for all such
o. From Theorem it then follows that Z \ E satisfies a (6, — o/p, p)-Hardy inequality for all
o € R with |o| < 0p. We note from Proposition and (6.5)) that o, is continuous in p on the
interval (po —e1,po +€1). Since 6, is also continuous in p on this interval, there exists 0 < g9 < €1,
depending only on 6y, po, Co, p,, and C, such that Z \ E satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality for all
RS (90 —€0,00 + 50) and p € (po — £0,P0 + 50), see Figure O

7. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

As mentioned in the introduction, self-improvement results for the pointwise (6, p)-Hardy in-
equality were recently obtained in [36] for domains in doubling metric measure spaces whose com-
plements satisfy the (6, p)-capacity density condition, see Definition below. However, our self-
improvement result Theorem applies to bounded domains which satisfy the weaker condition of
a (0, p)-Hardy inequality. In this subsection, we provide an example of such a domain, namely the
punctured unit ball B(0,1)\ {0} C R™, and show that it satisfies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality whenever
0<f<landl < p< oo satisfy Op < n. Rather than proving this inequality directly, we first show
that a sufficient condition for the (6, p)-Hardy inequality, given in terms of Assouad codimensions,
follows from Theorem and an analogous result due to Lehrbéck [46] for the p-Hardy inequality.
In addition to justifying the example of the punctured ball, we provide this sufficient condition,
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0, + op/p
o
9[; - O'IJ/P e / : »

Po — €1 p Po Po+e€1

FIGURE 2. For each point (6, p) lying in the shaded region of the (6, p)-plane, Z \ E
satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality.

Proposition below, in an attempt to illustrate how results for fractional Hardy inequalities can
be readily obtained from their p-Hardy inequality counterparts by using Theorem [1.4]

We first recall the definitions of the upper and lower Assouad codimensions. Given a metric
measure space (X, d, u), aset £ C X, and r > 0, we denote the r-neighborhood of E by

E,={xe X :d(xz,E) <r}.

The lower Assouad codimension of E, denoted codim’y (E), is the supremum of all ¢ > 0 for which
there exists C' > 1 such that

w(B(x,R) N E;) <c (r )t
u(B(z, R))

forall x € F and all 0 < r < R < diam(X). Likewise, the upper Assouad codimension of E,

denoted codim’y(E), is the infimum of all s > 0 for which there exists ¢ > 0 such that

w(B(z,R) N E,) - ( r )S
>c
u(B(z, R))
forallz € E and all 0 < r < R < diam(FE). If diam(F) = 0, then the upper bound on R is omitted
in the definition. When the lower Assouad codimension equals the upper Assouad codimension we

simply call it the Assouad codimension.
The following sufficient condition for p-Hardy inequalities is due to Lehrbéck [46):

Proposition 7.1. [46, Proposition 7.1] Let (X,d, u) be a doubling metric measure space supporting
a (1,p)-Poincaré inequality. Let Qo C X be an open set satisfying codim’y (X \ Qo) < p. If F C Q
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is a closed set satisfying codim’y (F') > p, then Q := Qo \ F' satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect
to L.

Notice that the metric space Z has Assouad codimension /¢ = (1 — 0)p in its hyperbolic filling
(Xe,de, pug). By a similar calculation, a set A C Z of Assouad codimension #p will have Assouad
codimension 0p + 3/ = p in X.. We will make these arguments precise with the aid of covering
arguments by balls in the proof of the following statement. Applying this observation and the
previous result in conjunction with Theorem [I.4] we obtain the following fractional analog of the
previous proposition.

Proposition 7.2. Let (Z,d,v) be a complete doubling metric measure space, and let 0 < 0 < 1,
and 1 < p < oo. Let Qy C Z be a bounded open set satisfying codim:(Z \Qo) <bp. If FCQisa
closed set satisfying codim’y (F') > 6p, then 2 := Qo \ F satisfies a (0,p)-Hardy inequality.

Proof. Let zg € Qg. By Proposition there exists a compact set Zy with
B(zp,4diam(Q)) C Zy C B(zo, 8diam(yp))
such that (Zp, dp,vp) is doubling, where dy := d|z,xz, and vy := v|z,.
We first show that codim’y (Zo \ Qo) < 6p. To this end, let E := Z\ Q, let z € E N Z,

and let 0 < r < R < diam(E N Zp). Consider the case that z € B(zp,3diam(£)). Then since
R < diam(E N Zp) < 16 diam(Qy), it follows that B(z, R/16) C Zy. If r < R/16, we then have that

v(B(z,R) N E,. N Zy) S v(B(z,R/16) N E;) S v(B(z,R/16) N E;)
v(B(z,R)NZy) — v(B(z,R)) ~  v(B(z,R/16))

where we have used the doubling property of v in the last inequality. If » > R/16, then B(z, R/16) C
E,., and so we have that

v(B(z,R)NE,NZy) > v(B(z,R/16) N E,) = v(B(z,R/16)) 2 v(B(2,R)) > v(B(z, R) N E;).

Hence, we have that

(7.3)

v(B(z,R) N E. N Zy) (B(z,R)NE,)

v(B(z,R) N Zy) v(B(z,R))
In the case that z € B(zg, 3 diam(£2y)), it follows that B(z, R/16)NQy = &, and so B(z, R/16) C E,..
In the proof of Proposition [6.1} it was shown that Zj satisfies the corkscrew condition with constant
¢ = 1/48. As such, there exists 2z’ € B(z, R/16) such that B(z',cR/16) C B(z, R/16) N Zy, and so
it follows that

v(B(z, R)N E, N Zy) > v(B(2',cR/16)) = v(B(z,R)) > v(B(z,R) N E,),

where we have used the doubling property of v. Thus, we have
v(B(z,R)N E, N Z) S v(B(z, R)NE,)

v(B(z,R)NZy) =~ v(B(z R))
in this case as well. Since codim4(E) < p, it then follows from (7.3), (7.4), and (7.5) that
codim’y (Zo \ Qo) < Op.

Let F' C o be a closed set such that codim’(F) > #p. We then have that codim’?(F) > 6p.
Indeed, let z € F, and let 0 < r < R < diam(Zy). As Z satisfies the corkscrew condition, there

(7.4) =

(7.5)
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exists 2/ € B(z, R) such that B(z',cR) C B(z,R) N Zy. Thus, by the doubling property of v, we
have that
v(B(z, R) N F. N Zy) < v(B(z,R) N F}) (B(z,R) N F})

v(B(z,R)NZy) ~— wv(B(,cR)) v(B(z,R))
As codim’} (F') > 6p, it then follows that codim’(F') > fp as well.

Let o = eX/4, 7 = 2, and let € = log . Choosing 3 > 0 such that B/e = p(1—8), consider the uni-
formized hyperbolic filling (X., d., pg) of the compact, doubling metric measure space (Zy, do, 1),
as constructed in Section . Let Eg := Zp\ Qo C Xe.

We claim that codim’}’ (Ep) < p. Let @ € Ep, and let 0 < r < R < diam.(Ey). We denote the
r-neighborhood of Ey with respect to the metric d. by (Ep), .. We note that by Theorem there
exists a constant C' > 2, depending only on « and 7 such that

(7.6) Cldy(z,w) < de(z,w) < Cdo(z,w)

for all z,w € Zy. Suppose first that 0 < r < R/(2C). In this case, we have that B.(x, R/2) N (Eo)re
is covered by the collection {B:(y,7)}yeB. (z,r/2)nE,» and so by the 5-covering lemma, there exists
a disjoint subcollection {Bf := B.(y;,7)}icrcn such that

(Eo)re N Be(x, R/2) | J5B;.

< 1%

Note that by the assumption on r, we have that Bf C (Ep),. N B:(z, R) for each i € I. Thus, by
(7.6) and the 3/e-codimensionality between vy and pg given by Theorem as well as the doubling
property of vy, we have that

ps(Be(a, R) N (Eo)re) = > pp(B5) = r0/% Y vy (BE N 2)
i€l =y
~ B/ Z (5B N Z)
el
> B0 (B.(x, R/2) N (Eo)re N Z)
> ey (B(z, R/(2C)) N (Eo)yjc),

where in the last expression, the r/C-neighborhood of Ey and the ball B(z, R/(2C')) are both with
respect to the metric dy. By the /e-codimensionality between vy and pg as well as and the
doubling property of vy, it also follows that pg(B:(z, R)) ~ RP/fuy(B(z, R/(2C)). By our choice
of 8 > 0, we then have that

ps(Be(z; R) N (Eo)re) (r )P(lff’) vo(B(x, R/(2C)) N (Eo)r/c)

(7.7) 115(Be(z, R)) R vo(B(z, R/(20)))

R

Suppose now that R/(2C') < r < R. In this case, we have that B.(z, R/(2C)) C (Ep)ye, and so
it follows from codimensionality, ([7.6)), and the doubling property of 1 that

p3(Be(x, R) N (Eo)re) > pg(Be(x, R/ (20)) ~ r%/5vy(Be(x, R/(2C)) N Z)
~ By (B(z, R/C))
> ey (B(z, R/C) N (Eo),/c)-
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Hence, by the choice of § > 0, we have in this case that

pp(Be(z, B) N (Eo)re) (1)10(1*9) vo(B(z, R/C) N (Eo),/c)
ps(Bo(z, R)) ™ w(B(z,R/C))

R

We note that R/C < diam(FEp), where the diameter is with respect to dy. Therefore, since
codim'’y (Ep) < Op, it follows from combining this case with that codim’y’ (Ep) < p.

By a similar argument, using the (/e-codimensionality between pg and vy, , the doubling
property of vp, and the fact that codim”?(F) > 0p, we have that codim’’(F) > p. By applying
Proposition , it then follows that X. \ (Ep U F) satisfies a p-Hardy inequality with respect to
p3. From Theorem we then have that Zy \ (Ey U F) satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality, and so
by possibly increasing only the right-hand side of the inequality, it follows that Q := Z \ (Ey U F)
satisfies a (0, p)-Hardy inequality as well. O

Example 7.8. Let Q := B(0,1)\ {0} C R", and let 0 < < 1 and 1 < p < oo be such that p < n.
Letting v = L™, E:=R"\ B(0,1) and F := {0}, we have that
codimy(F) =0 < 6p and codim’ (F') =n > 6p.
Thus, from Proposition it follows that 2 satisfies a (6, p)-Hardy inequality.
Using the hyperbolic filling, it is also straightforward to show that the complement of the domain
Q above does not satisfy the (6, p)-capacity density condition, as considered in [36]. We first recall

the definitions of this condition and the fractional relative capacity, stated here for a metric measure
space (Z,d,v):

Definition 7.9. Let 0 < § < 1 and 1 < p < 0o, and let A > 2. Let B C Z beaball, andlet E C B
be a closed set. We then write

. u(z) = u(w)?
capy,(E, 2B, AB) := Hll‘f/AB /AB d(z,w)ePV(B(z,d(z,w)))dy(w)dy(z)’

where the infimum is taken over all continuous functions v : Z — R such that © > 1on £ and u =0
on Z \ 2B.

Definition 7.10. |36, Definition 4.1] Let 0 < § < 1, 1 < p < oo, and let E C Z be a closed set.
We say that F satisfies the (6, p)-capacity density condition if there are constants ¢y > 0 and A > 2
such that

Cap@,p(E N B(.%',T), B(.CE, 2?”), B(:U’AT)) > Co Cap@,p(B(x7T)a B(.%',27"), B('vaT))
for all z € E and 0 < r < diam(FE)/8.

Notice that capy ,(B(z,7), B(z,2r), B(z,Ar)) > 0 whenever A > 2 if Z is geodesic.

Example 7.11. Let Q = B(0,1)\ {0} C R", andlet 0 < § < 1 and 1 < p < oo be such that Op < n.
We show that R™ \  does not satisfy the (6, p)-capacity density condition, due to the component
{0}.

Let A > 2, and let » > 0. Let Z = B(0,Ar), let d = dgyc, and let v = L"|z. As above, let
a=e'’* 7 =2 and e = loga, and choose § > 0 such that 8/ = p(1 — #). We then consider the
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uniformized hyperbolic filling (X, d., ug) of the compact, doubling metric measure space (Z, d, v).
For each 0 < n < r, consider the continuous function w,, : X. — R given by

o (1- d€<x;7{0}>>+.

Then w, is 1/n-Lipschitz in X., and if T is the trace operator given by Theorem then Tu, =1
on {0}, and T'u,y = 0in Z\ B(0, 2r) for sufficiently small 7, depending only the bi-Lipschitz constants
between d and d.. It then follows from Theorem [£.2] and our choice of 8 > 0 that

capy,, ({0}, B(0,2r), B(0,Ar)) < / gb, dug <0 Pug(B:(0,m)) S n~"v(B(0,m)) = 0"

5

As fp < n and since > 0 is arbitrary, we have that capy ({0}, B(0,2r), B(0,Ar)) = 0, and so
R™\ Q does not satisfy the (6, p)-capacity density condition.
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