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ABSTRACT. A new notion of a Hausdorff-type operator on function

spaces over domains in Euclidean spaces is introduced, and a sufficient con-

dition for the boundedness of this operator on Sobolev spaces is proved. It

is shown that this condition cannot be weakened in general.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Garabedian and Rogosinskii introduced Hausdorff operators on the finite

interval as a natural continuous analog of the Hausdorff summation method

(see [5, Chapter XI] and references therein). The impetus for the modern

development of this theory was given by the work of Liflyand and Móricz

[13] where Hausdorff operators on the one-dimensional real Hardy space

were considered.

As a result of a certain development of this scientific direction the fol-

lowing notion of a multidimensional Hausdorff operator over the Euclidean

spaces was introduced [2], [11]:

HΦ,Af(x) =

∫

Rn

Φ(u)f(Aux)du, (1.1)

where (Au) stands for a family of non-singular n× n matrices, x ∈ Rn is a

column vector, and Φ is some given measurable function on Rn (a kernel).

The first nontrivial results in several dimensions due to Lerner and Liflyand

[11], see also the survey articles [12], [3].

Later the generalizations of the aforementioned definition were given

for locally compact groups, homogeneous and double coset spaces of such

groups instead of the Euclidean space in [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. For the

case of a disc inC see, e. g., [15], [9], [4]. The main observation which leads

to these generalizations is that the mappings x 7→ Ax where A ∈ GL(n,R)
form the whole group of automorphisms of the additive group Rn. So, for

any set Ω which is an object of some category one can define Hausdorff op-

erators over Ω using automorphisms of this category (see [21] for details).
1
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In this paper, guided by this idea we consider a domain Ω ⊆ Rn en-

dowed with Euclidean metric and a family (A(u))u∈T ⊆ Iso(Ω) of surjec-

tive isometries of Ω. Thus, we arrive to the following definition.

Definition 1.1. Let (T, µ) be a measure space and (A(u))u∈T ⊆ Iso(Ω) be

a µ-measurable family of surjective isometries of a domain Ω ⊆ Rn (with

respect to the compact-open topology in Iso(Ω)). Let Φ : T → C be a

µ-measurable function. Then for a µ-measurable function f : Ω → C we

put

Hµ,Φ,Af(x) :=

∫

T

Φ(u)f(A(u)(x))dµ(u) (1.2)

(the Lebesgue integral).

The main result of the paper states that for “good” domains the condi-

tion Φ ∈ L1(µ) is sufficient for the boundedness of an operator Hµ,Φ,A

in Sobolev spaces W 1,p(Ω). We show also that this condition (which is

obviously necessary for bounded Ω) cannot be weakened in general for un-

bounded domains as well. So, this work may be considered as a contribution

to the further development of the theory of Hausdorff operators.

Remark 1. In the pioneering work [23] by G. Zhao and W. Guo the bound-

edness of Hausdorff operators of the form (1.1) on the Sobolev spaces

W k,1(Rn) (k ∈ N) was studied for the first time. Our approach is different

from the approach in [23] because

1) we consider spaces W 1,p(Ω) instead of W k,1(Rn);
2) we consider general subdomains Ω in Rn;

3) our definition of a Hausdorff operator differs from the definition used

in [23] (this is true even in the case of the space W 1,1(Rn));
4) our methods of proof are different from ones used in [23].

2. MAIN RESULT

We need some preparations to prove our main result.

The following lemma has shown itself to be a universal means of proving

the boundedness of Hausdorff-type operators in various functional spaces,

e.g., [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20].

Lemma 2.2. [16, Lemma 2] Let (Ω; ν) be a measure space, F(Ω) some

Banach space of ν-measurable functions on Ω, (T, µ) a σ-compact quasi-

metric space with positive Radon measure µ, and F (u, x) a function on

T × Ω. Assume that

(a) the convergence of a sequence in norm in F(Ω) yields the conver-

gence of some subsequence to the same function for ν-a. e. x ∈ Ω;

(b) F (u, ·) ∈ F(Ω) for µ-a. e. u ∈ T ;
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(c) the map u 7→ F (u, ·) : T → F(Ω) is Bochner integrable with respect

to µ.

Then for ν-a. e. x ∈ Ω one has
(

(B)

∫

T

F (u, ·)dµ(u)

)

(x) =

∫

T

F (u, x)dµ(u)

((B) stands for the Bochner integral in F(Ω)).

We shall use also the next lemma for the proof of our main result.

Lemma 2.3. Each isometry A of a domain Ω ⊆ R
n preserves the Lebesgue

measure.

Proof. It follows from the main result in [22] (see p. 433 therein) that each

compact subset K of a domain Ω can be generated from closed Euclidean

balls that contain in Ω by countable monotone unions, countable mono-

tone intersections, and countable disjoint unions. Since an isometry A pre-

serves Lebesgue measures of balls in Ω, it preserves Lebesgue measures of

countable monotone unions, countable monotone intersections, and count-

able disjoint unions of such balls (due to the continuity and to the sigma-

additivity of a measure). As a consequence, it preserves the Lebesgue mea-

sure of any compact subset K of Ω. �

Corollary 2.4. Let Φ ∈ L1(µ) and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then the corresponding

Hausdorff-type operator Hµ,Φ,A is bounded in the Lebesgue space Lp =
Lp(Ω) and ‖Hµ,Φ,A‖Lp→Lp ≤ ‖Φ‖L1(µ).

Proof. Since a composition with an isometry preserves the Lp-norm, we

have by the Minkovski inequality

‖Hµ,Φ,Af‖Lp ≤

∫

T

|Φ(u)|‖f ◦ A(u)‖|Lpdµ(u) = ‖Φ‖L1(µ)‖f‖Lp.

�

In the following Ω stands for a domain in Rn endowed with the Euclidean

metric ρ and Lebesgue measure dν(x) = dx, and Iso(Ω) denotes the group

of bijective isometries of Ω. Every such isometry is smooth by the Myers–

Steenrod theorem [14]. Equipped with the compact-open topology Iso(Ω)
becomes a locally compact topological group [10, p. 46, Theorem 4.7].

We call a family (A(u))u∈T ⊆ Iso(Ω) measurable if the map u 7→ A(u) is

measurable as a map between the measure space (T, µ) and the topological

space Iso(Ω). We shall wright

A(u)(x) = (a1(u)(x), . . . , an(u)(x)) (u ∈ T, x ∈ Ω)

where ak(u) ∈ C1(Ω) for all k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, u ∈ T .
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Recall that the Sobolev space W 1,p(Ω) (1 ≤ p < ∞) is the Banach space

of functions f ∈ Lp(Ω) with weak derivatives ∂kf := ∂f

∂yk
∈ Lp(Ω,Rn)

(k = 1, . . . , n) equipped with the norm

‖f‖|W 1,p := ‖f‖|Lp +

n
∑

k=1

‖∂kf‖Lp

(see, e. g., [1] for details).

According to [6] a domain Ω ⊆ Rn is called a W 1,p-extension domain

if for every Sobolev function f ∈ W 1,p(Ω) there is a Sobolev function

f̃ ∈ W 1,p(Rn) such that f = f̃ almost everywhere in Ω and that

‖f̃‖W 1,p ≤ C(Ω)‖f‖W 1,p

where the norm on the left-hand side is the Sobolev norm in W 1,p(Rn) and

that on the right-hand side is the Sobolev norm in W 1,p(Ω). The whole

space Rn and every its bounded subdomain with smooth boundary is an

extension domain, but an extension domain can be quite complicated. See

[6, Example 8.24 (f)].

Theorem 2.5. Let T be a σ-compact quasi-metric space with Radon mea-

sure µ. Let Ω be a W 1,p-extension domain in Rn, and a family (A(u))u∈T ⊆
Iso(Ω) be measurable.

(i) The Hausdorff-type operator Hµ,Φ,A is bounded in the Sobolev space

W 1,p(Ω) ifΦ ∈ L1(µ) (1 < p < ∞), and in this case ‖Hµ,Φ,A‖ ≤ c‖Φ‖L1(µ)

for some positive constant c = c(Ω, p).
(ii) Let in addition for some constant C > 0 and for all u ∈ T one has

‖∂ak(u)(·)/∂xj‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C (k, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}). Then Hµ,Φ,A is bounded

in W 1,1(Ω), ‖Hµ,Φ,A‖ ≤ (Cn + 1)‖Φ‖L1(µ), and for a function f(y) in

W 1,p(Ω) (1 ≤ p < ∞) we have for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

∂

∂xj

Hµ,Φ,Af(x) =

∫

T

Φ(u)
∂

∂xj

f(A(u)(x))dµ(u) (2.1)

=

∫

T

Φ(u)

n
∑

k=1

∂f

∂yk
(A(u)(x))

∂

∂xj

ak(u)(x)dµ(u).

Consequently,

∇Hµ,Φ,Af(x) =

∫

T

Φ(u)∇f(A(u)(x))dµ(u).

Proof. (i) Let Φ ∈ L1(µ). It is known (see, e.g., [6, p. 40]) that W 1,p(Ω)
equals the Hajłasz-Sobolev space M1,p(Ω) in a sense that a function f ∈
Lp(Ω) belongs to W 1,p(Ω) if and only if there exists g ∈ Lp(Ω) so that

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ ρ(x, y)(g(x) + g(y)) (2.2)
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holds for a. e. x, y ∈ Ω (recall that ρ stands for the Euclidean distance in

Rn). In this case the following norm

‖f‖M := ‖f‖Lp + inf ‖g‖Lp

where infimum is taken over all g ∈ Lp(Ω) satisfying the defining inequality

(2.2) is comparable with the usual norm in W 1,p(Ω).
We shall verify the conditions of Lemma 2.2 where F(Ω) = W 1,p(Ω),

F (u, x) = Φ(u)f(A(u)(x)).
(a) Since ‖f‖Lp ≤ ‖f‖M , this follows from the well known F. Riesz

theorem.

(b) Note that every A ∈ Iso(Ω) preserve the Lebesgue measure on Ω by

Lemma 2.3. For f ∈ W 1,p(Ω) and A ∈ Iso(Ω) we have for a. e. x, y ∈ Ω

|f(A(x))− f(A(y))| ≤ ρ(A(x), A(y))(g(A(x)) + g(A(y)))

= ρ(x, y)(g1(x) + g1(y)),

where g1 := g ◦ A ∈ Lp(Ω). Thus, f ◦ A(u) ∈ W 1,p(Ω) for all u ∈ T and

(b) holds.

(c) We shall use the criterium of Bochner integfrability (see, e. g., [8]).

The space W 1,p(Ω) is separable (see, e. g., [1, Theorem 3.6]). There-

fore to verify that the W 1,p(Ω)-valued function u 7→ F (u, ·) is strongly

µ-measurable it suffices to prove that the W 1,p(Ω)-valued function u 7→
f ◦A(u) is weakly µ-measurable. To do this, note that every linear bounded

functional L on W 1,p(Ω) has the form

L(f) =

n
∑

j=1

∫

Ω

∂

∂xj

f(x)vj(x)dx

for some functions vj ∈ Lp′(Ω) (1/p + 1/p′ = 1) see, e. g., [1, Theorem

3.19]. Thus, as a family (A(u))u∈T is measurable and all operators ∂/∂xj

are continuous on W 1,p(Ω), the function

u 7→ L(f ◦ A(u)) =

n
∑

j=1

∫

Ω

∂

∂xj

f(A(u)(x))vj(x)dx

is measurable, too. Indeed, for each x ∈ Ω the evaluation map A 7→ A(x),
Iso(Ω) → Ω is continuous with respect to the compact-open topology in

Iso(Ω), and thus the map u 7→ f ◦ A(u)(x) is measurable as a composition

of measurable mappings.

Next, for each A ∈ Iso(Ω) and every f ∈ W 1,p(Ω) we have f ◦ A ∈
Lp(Ω), ‖f‖Lp = ‖f ◦ A‖Lp , and

‖f ◦ A‖M := ‖f ◦ A‖Lp + inf ‖g1‖Lp = ‖f‖Lp + inf ‖g1‖Lp
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where infimum is taken over all g1 ∈ Lp(Ω) satisfying the condition

|f(A(x))− f(A(y))| ≤ ρ(x, y)(g1(x) + g1(y))

for a. e. x, y ∈ Ω. Since every such function has the form g1 = g ◦ A
where g = g1 ◦ A−1 satisfies the condition (2.2), and ‖g1‖Lp = ‖g‖Lp, we

have ‖f ◦ A‖M = ‖f‖M . This implies (c) due to the criterium of Bochner

integfrability, because Φ ∈ L1(Ω) and ‖Φ(u)f ◦ A(u)‖M = |Φ(u)|‖f‖M
for all u ∈ T .

Thus, by Lemma 2.2,

Hµ,Φ,Af =

∫

T

Φ(u)f ◦ A(u)dµ(u)

(the Bochner integral for W 1,p(Ω)). Therefore

‖Hµ,Φ,Af‖M ≤

∫

T

|Φ(u)|‖‖f ◦ A‖M‖dµ(u)

= ‖Φ‖L1(µ)‖f‖M .

Since the norm ‖ · ‖M is comparable with the usual norm in W 1,p(Ω), the

assertion (i) follows.

(ii) Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. We shall use the following special case of the def-

inition of the generalized partial derivative of a locally integrable function

on Ω. Let h, g ∈ L1
loc(Ω). If

∫

Ω

h(x)
∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

dx = −

∫

Ω

g(x)ϕ(x)dx for all ϕ ∈ D(Ω)

where D(Ω) is the space of test functions (indefinitely differential functions

with compact support in Ω) then we say that ∂h/∂xj = g (in the sense of

distributions).

Now let Φ ∈ L1(µ) and ϕ ∈ D(Ω). Then by the Fubuni theorem
∫

Ω

(Hµ,Φ,Af)(x)
∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

dx =

∫

Ω

∫

T

Φ(u)f(A(u)(x)
∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

dµ(u)dx (2.3)

=

∫

T

∫

Ω

Φ(u)f(A(u)(x)
∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

dxdµ(u).

The application of the Fubuni theorem is justified by the following estimate
∫

T

∫

Ω

|Φ(u)||f(A(u)(x)|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

dxdµ(u)

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(Ω)

∫

T

|Φ(u)|

∫

Ω

|f(A(u)(x)dxdµ(u)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(Ω)

‖f‖L1(Ω)‖|Φ‖L1(µ) < ∞.
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Since

∫

T

|Φ(u)|

∫

Ω

n
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂f(A(u)(x))

∂yk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂ak(u)(x))

∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

|ϕ(x)|dxdµ(u)

≤ C‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)|Φ‖L1(µ)

n
∑

k=1

∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂f(A(u)(x))

∂yk

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx (2.4)

≤ C‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖Φ‖L1(µ)‖f‖W 1,p < ∞,

we deduce from (2.3) (again by the Fubuni theorem) that for all ϕ ∈ D(Ω)
∫

Ω

(Hµ,Φ,Af)(x)
∂ϕ(x)

∂xj

dx =

∫

Ω

(

−

∫

T

Φ(u)
n
∑

k=1

∂f(A(u)(x))

∂yk

∂ak(u)(x))

∂xj

dµ(u)

)

ϕ(x)dx,

which proves (2.1).

To finish the proof first note that

‖Hµ,Φ,Af‖|L1 ≤

∫

T

|Φ(u)|‖f ◦ A(u)‖L1dµ(u)

= ‖Φ‖L1(µ)‖f‖L1 ≤ ‖Φ‖L1(µ)‖f‖W 1,1.

Similarly, formula (2.1) implies that for all j

‖∂jHµ,Φ,Af‖|L1 ≤ C

∫

T

|Φ(u)|

n
∑

k=1

‖(∂kf) ◦ A(u)‖L1dµ(u)

= C‖Φ‖L1(µ)

n
∑

k=1

‖∂kf‖L1 ≤ C‖Φ‖L1(µ)‖f‖W 1,1.

Therefore

‖Hµ,Φ,Af‖|W 1,1 = ‖Hµ,Φ,Af‖|L1 +

n
∑

j=1

‖∂jHµ,Φ,Af‖L1

≤ (nC + 1)‖Φ‖L1(µ)‖f‖W 1,1

which completes the proof.

�

Remark 2. If the domain Ω is bounded then 1 ∈ W 1,p(Ω). So, in this

case the condition Φ ∈ L1(µ) is necessary for the boundedness of Hµ,Φ,A

in W 1,p(Ω); for the unbounded case see Corollary 2.6.
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Remark 3. One can replace the condition on Ω to be a W 1,p-extension

domain in the Theorem 2.5 by the condition that Ω supports a p-Poincaré

inequality in a sense of [7]. Indeed, in this case the equality W 1,p(Ω) =
M1,p(Ω) remains true by [7, Corollary 10.2.9 and Theorem 7.4.5].

Example 1. Let T = O(n) be the group of real orthogonal n× n matrices,

A(u)(x) = ux (u ∈ O(n), x is a column vector), Φ ≡ 1, and µ the normal-

ized Haar measure of the (compact) group O(n). In this case, the Hausdorff

operator turns into the following integral transform (the averaging operator

over the action of O(n))

Af(x) =

∫

O(n)

f(ux)dµ(u).

This operator is bounded in W 1,p(B) (1 < p < ∞) where B is the ball in

R
n (possibly with infinite radius so that B = R

n) by Theorem 2.5(i) and

∂

∂xj

Af(x) =

∫

O(n)

n
∑

k=1

∂f(ux)

∂yk
ukjdµ(u),

since in this case ak(u)(x) =
∑n

j=1 ukjxj where u = (ukj). Moreover,

this operator is bounded in W 1,1(B) and ‖A‖ ≤ n+ 1 by Theorem 2.5(ii),

because |ukj| ≤ 1 for all k, j for u = (ukj) ∈ O(n).
A similar result is valid for an averaging operator

ATf(x) =
1

µ(T )

∫

T

f(ux)dµ(u)

where T ⊂ O(n) stands for a measurable set with µ(T ) > 0.

It is well known that each Euclidean motion in R
n has the form A(x) =

V x + b, where V is an orthogonal matrix, V ∈ O(n), and b ∈ Rn (x is a

column vector). Thus, the following corollary of Theorem 2.5 is true.

Corollary 2.6. Let Vu ∈ O(n), bu ∈ Rn for all u ∈ T , and a family

A(u)(x) := Vux+ bu of isometries of Rn be measurable.

(i) If Φ ∈ L1(µ) then the operator

Hµ,Φ,Af(x) =

∫

T

Φ(u)f(Vux+ bu)dµ(u) (2.5)

is bounded in W 1,p(Rn) (1 < p < ∞), and ‖Hµ,Φ,A‖ ≤ c‖Φ‖L1(µ) for

some positive constant c = c(n, p). Moreover, this operator is bounded in

W 1,1(Rn), and in this case ‖Hµ,Φ,A‖ ≤ (n+ 1)‖Φ‖L1(µ).

(ii) If the range of the map u 7→ bu is bounded in Rn the condition Φ ∈
L1(µ) is necessary for the boundedness of Hµ,Φ,A in W 1,p(Rn).
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Proof. (i) This follows from the previous theorem (since Vu ∈ O(n), one

can choose C = 1 in this theorem as in Example 1).

(ii) Let ‖bu‖ ≤ C1 for all u ∈ T and let f(y) = e−‖y‖2 . Then f ∈
W 1,p(Rn) and

f(Vux+ bu) = e−‖Vux+bu‖2 ≥ e−2(‖Vux‖2+‖bu‖2)

= e−2(‖x‖2+‖bu‖2) ≥ e−2(‖x‖2+C2

1
)

for all u ∈ T . Therefore the convergence of a Lebesgue integral in (2.5)

implies

∞ >

∫

T

|Φ(u)|f(Vux+ bu)dµ(u) ≥ e−2(‖x‖2+C2

1
)

∫

T

|Φ(u)|dµ(u),

and thus Φ ∈ L1(µ). �
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