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SOME INTRINSIC CHARACTERIZATIONS OF
BESOV-TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN-MORREY-TYPE SPACES ON LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

LIDING YAO

ABSTRACT. We give Littlewood-Paley type characterizations for Besov-Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces %7, ?g;

and Besov-Morrey spaces NﬁqP on a special Lipschitz domain Q C R"™: for a suitable sequence of Schwartz
functions (¢;)32,
[£ll 57 () & SUPP dyadic cubes [PI77I(27° 85 £)52105. oy lea(Lr@np));

||f||9;g(ﬂ) ~ SUPPp dyadic cubes \P|7T||(2js¢j * f);ilogz g(p)“Lp(QmP;zq);

1_1 .
”f”Nqup(Q) ~ ||(SupP dyadic cubes ‘P|u L 2Js||¢)j * f”LF’(QﬂP))]O’iOHZq'

We also show that ||f||ga;7q’(Q), ||f||95g(g) and ||f||N5qP(Q) have equivalent (quasi-)norms via derivatives:
for 2% € (B, Fai N oaphs we have £l o+ () & 5jarem 10%F 1 2 emm(cr-

In particular ”f”f/’goq(ﬂ) ~ Zm\gm ||6af||ggojlm(m ~ supp \P|7n/q||(2js¢j * f);?ilogz [(p)”lq(LQ(QﬁP))'

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q C R” be a special Lipschitz domain, that is, §2 is of the form {(z/, x,,) : 2, > p(z’)} where p : R""! - R
is a Lipschitz function such that ||Vp||re < co. (See also [Tri06, Definition 1.103].)

In [Ryc99], based on the construction of his extension operator, Rychkov gave a Littlewood-Paley type
intrinsic characterization of the Triebel-Lizorkin spaces on : for 0 < p < 00, 0 < ¢ < oo and s € R, fpsq(Q)
has the following equivalent (quasi-)norm (see [Ryc99, Theorem 3.2]):

o0

] ] / 1/p
(1) £ 1275 % £)Z o len(znniirey) = (/Q (320, « f)r)” qu) .

j=0
We take obvious modification for ¢ = co. Here (¢; );";0 is a carefully chosen family of Schwartz functions such
that the convolution ¢; * f is defined on €2, see Definition 4.
In [5Y24, Proposition 6.6], we used Rychkov’s construction to prove that | f||zs (o) have equivalent (quasi-

Jnorms via their derivatives. More precisely, let m > 1, for every 0 < p < 00, 0 < ¢ < 0o and s € R there is a
C=C(Q,p,q,s,m) > 0 such that

(2) C M s < 32 10 sy < Clflzs @, VF € Fiy().

laf<m

Both (1) and (2) miss the endpoint: do we have the analogy of (1) and (2) for p = co? In this paper, we give
the positive answers to both cases, by using the recently developed Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces ﬁ;qT : we have

1 1
the coincidences 75 = Trpi? = By’ for 0 < p < 00 (see (9)).
To make the results more general, we include the discussions of Besov-type spaces %,; and the Besov-Morrey

spaces /4.7, see Definition 6.

We denote by Q the set of dyadic cubes in R™, that is

(3) Q:=1{Qjv,:JE€ZweZ"}, where Qj,:=2""v+(0,277)"
Our result for (1) is the following:
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2 MORREY-TYPE SPACES ON LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

Theorem 1 (Littlewood-Paley type characterizations). Let Q = {(2/,x) : z, > p(z')} C R™ be a special
Lipschitz domain and let (@);’;0 be a Littlewood-Paley family associated with Q (see Definition 4). Then for
0<p,g<oo,seERand T >0 (p< oo for F-cases), we have the following equivalent (quasi-)norms:

1

£l (2) Ropasr 127°La - (85 % f))Zolleary = sup 277 27965 % Fllniqune )
ba (QrvNQ)

QirweQ j=max(0,J)
oo p 1
155560 S 1" @0 MDZalszer = sup 27 ([ (3T g e f@)r) )
QivEQ QN j=max(0,J)

Q[

oo
7 zr @ Semass 12710 650 D) Fallser = (3 swp_ 2077705 g, 00)
j=0 @7

(See Definition 5 for ¢9LP, L2¢9 and ¢9M?P.) In particular for 0 < ¢ < co and s € R,

e 1
I£ll 7, (@) ~oqs sup zJa/ ( > 23q5|¢j*f(a;)|qu)q
Qw2

JELVEL" J=man(0,.)

One can also get some characterizations on bounded Lipschitz domain, whose expressions are less elegant
however. See Remark 24.

Similar to [Ryc99, Theorem 2.3], we also have the corresponding characterizations using Peetre maximal
functions, see Proposition 21 and Corollary 23.

Our result for (2) is the following:

Theorem 2 (Equivalent norm characterizations via derivatives). Let & € {#,%, 4/}, 0 < p,q < o0, s € R
and 7 > 0 (p < oo for F-cases). Let Q C R™ be either a special Lipschitz domain or a bounded Lipschitz
domain. Then for any positive integer m, the space <7 () has the following equivalent (quasi-)norm:

(4) ”f”d;;q’(ﬂ) ~p,q,s,m,T,Q Z Haaf”g{;;m’f(ﬂ)'

o <m
In particular || fl|l zs  (9) Rasm0 2jaj<m ||6af||y§oi;n(ﬂ) for all0 < g < oo and s € R.

The Besov-Morrey case &/ = A4 of Theorem 2 was stated in [YSY 15, Proposition 4.15]. However, the key
step in their proof requires [Tri08, (4.70)] (see [YSY 15, Remark 4.14]), which cannot be achieved.

Remark 3. In the proof of [Tri08, Proposition 4.21], Triebel claimed the following statement:

(5) £ llazs, ) = NEf s,y = D N0 Eflaz @y = Y 1B fllagg,@n) S Y, 10%Fllas, (-

lal<m lal<m lal<m

Here E' = Eq is an extension operator which is bounded on 7;, (?) — <7, (R") and <7, "™ (Q) — ;" (R").

However, the commutativity 9o E = Eod® in (5) (see [Tri08, (4.70)]) cannot be achieved. In [SY24, Section
1.2] we borrowed some facts from several complex variables to show that 9% o E = E 0 9% can never be true: if
it is true (even locally) then d-equation for € can gain 1 derivative. To prove Theorem 2 (also to fix the proof
of [YSY15, Proposition 4.15]), simply using the boundedness of Eq is not enough.

By observing (5) more carefully, the argument still works if 9 o E = E® o 9 hold for some extension
operators E” : o5~ (Q) — o5 ™(€2). This can be done if E is the standard half space extension'. Using the
operators E* Triebel proved the equivalent norms via derivatives for R” and for smooth domains, see [Tri10,
Section 3.3.5].

In our case E is Rychkov’s extension operator (see (31)). Even on special Lipschitz domain, it is not known to
the author whether 9%o E = E*09* can be achieved (which in general should have the form (27)). Nevertheless,
a weaker form 0% o =3, E*F 09 is enough to fix (5). In the proof we introduce E%? in (41) and get the
proof using (42).

See also [SY24, Section 2.2 and Remark 6.5].

IThe half space extension works on R% = {zn > 0}. It has the form Ef(z',2n) = 3_; a; f(z’, —bjan) when z, < 0. In this case
EYf(@,an) = 32, a;(—b;)*" f(z', —bjzn) has the similar expression to £.
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2. FUNCTION SPACES AND NOTATIONS

Let U C R™ be an open set, we define .#/(U) to be the space of restricted tempered distributions:
S'NU) = {flv : f € L (R™)}. See also [Ryc)9, Proposition 3.1].
We use the notation A < B to mean that A < C'B where C is a constant independent of A, B. We use A =~ B
for “A< Band B < A”. And we use A <, B to emphasize that the constant depends on the quantity x.
When p or ¢ < 1, we use “norms” (for </, etc.) as the abbreviation to the usual “quasi-norms”.

In the paper we use the following Littlewood-Paley family, whose elements do not have compact supports in
the Fourier side. It is crucially useful in the construction of Rychkov’s extension operator.
Definition 4. Let Q = {z, > p(z’)} be a special Lipschitz domain, a Littlewood-Paley family associated
with Q is a sequence ¢ = (¢;)32, C Z(R") of Schwartz functions that satisfies the following:

(P.a) Moment condition: [ z*¢1(x)dx = 0 for all multi-indices o € Z2.

(P.b) Scaling condition: ¢;(x) =20~1"¢; (20" 12) for all j > 2.

(P.c) Approzimate identity: E;io ¢; = 0o is the Dirac delta measure.

(P.d) Support condition: supp ¢; C {(z',zy) : ¢, < —||VpllLe - [2'|} for all j > 0.

In the paper we use the sequence spaces ¢4L2 LP¢9 (IMP given by the following:
Definition 5. Let 0 < p,q < oo and 7 > 0. We denote by (7L2(R"™) and L2¢9(R"™) the spaces of vector valued
measurable functions (f;)72, C L, (R™) such that the following (quasi-)norms are finite respectively:

1

St =
F)Zollenrs = sup 2%7(f) o= s 2v7( f )
||( ])J OH@‘?LT Qrueo ||( ])g max(O,J)”lq(LP(QJ, ) Jezvern j_mazx(o P || JHLP(Q“,

00 P %
) olzzer = s 27 N oo = s, 277 ([ (3 IpG@lr) i)
J,v

10 EQ JELWEL" jman(0,J)

We define the Morrey space? MP(R™) to be the set of all f € L (R") whose (quasi-)norm below is finite:
1£llazz = supq, 0 2" "I fllLr(@y.)-

We define (1MP(R") = (4(Zo: MER™)) with [(£5)30 ooz = (S50 13l o)

Our Besov-type spaces %7, Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces .77 and Besov-Morrey spaces /4,77 are given by
the following:

Definition 6. Let A = (};)72, be a sequence of Schwartz functions satisfying:
(P.a’) The Fourier transform o (¢ = [an do(2)27 2" dy satisfies supp Ao C {|¢] < 2} and )\0|{‘5‘<1} =1.
(P.b?) Aj(z) = 20" N\o(22) — 20~ ”)\ (271 )for] > 1.
Let 0 < p,g<oo,s€Rand 7 >0 (p < oo for F-cases). We define the Besov-type Morrey space By (R™),

the Triebel-Lizorkin-type Morrey space f;; (R™) and the Besov-Morrey space N (R™), to be the sets of all

tempered distributions f € #/(R™) such that the following norms are finite, respectively:
6) I fllasyny = 17N * H)3Zolleares [fllzsg = 17N % Filleess | fllsgr = 127N £)jlleansz-
Let o7 € {#,#,./}. For an (arbitrary) open subset U C R"™, we define <77 (U) := {flu:fe T (R™)}
(p < oo for F-cases) with the norm
(7) 1 ez ) := 0E{|| Fllrgy ny = F € Ay R™), flu = £}

The definitions of the spaces 7,7 (U) do not depend on the choice of ();)52, which satisfies (P.a’) and (P.b”).
See [YSY10, Page 39, Corollary 2.1] and [TX05, Theorem 2.8].

Remark 7. We remark some known results and different notations for these spaces in R™ from the literature:
3 s ny — sO (N — sO(mn sO(mn) — s n :
(i) Clearly %, (R") = %) (R") = AP (R") and 7, (R") = Z; (R") (provided p < oo).
(ii) In applications only 0 < 7 < l is interesting: by [YY 13, Theorem 2] and [Sic]12, Lemma 3.4],

8)  BT(RY) = mf(Rﬂ)—%ﬁj&ET DRY), AR = {0}, Y0<pq<os, sER, 7> 1

Pq

20ur notation is different from the standard one, which can be found in for example [TX05, Definition 2.1].
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(iii) For the case 7 =1/p, by [YY13, Theorem 2] and [Sic12, Remark 11(ii)],

BL(RY) = FoL(RY) = B R™),  Mpa” (R") = B2 (R"), YO<p,q<oo, seR.

(iv) Although & »q ~SDaces are only deﬁned for p < oo, we have a descr1pt10n for 75, -spaces as the following
(see [YSY'I(), Page 41, Proposition 2.4(iii)] and [T 190, Section 5]):

5,1 s,
(9) F g R") = Fp 7 (R") = Bgq (R"), YVO<p<oo, 0<g<oo, seR.

(v) Our notation 4,57 corresponds to the BT in [Sic12, Definition 5]. For the classical notations® N, we

have correspondence (see [Sic12, Remark 13(iii)] for example):
11
N pR R™) = Apg? “(R"), VO<p<u<oo, 0<q<oo, s€R.
(vi) We do not talk about the Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces &yqp 0 the paper, because they are special

cases of the Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces: we have &  (R") = FoaPme R for all p € (0,00),

€ (0,00], u € [p,o0] and s € R. See [YSY 10, Corollary 3.3].
(vii) There are also papers that use the notations A%</, and A, for o € {%,F} and —n < o < 0
(p < oo for F-cases), for example [11i20, HT23]. These spaces describe the same collection to ;" for
o € {B, F, N}, see [[1T23, Remarks 2.7 and 2.9] for example.

For more discussions, we refer the reader to [YSY10, Tril4, HT23].

3. PROOF OF THE THEOREMS
Our proof follows from some results in [Ryc99] and [YY10].
The key ingredient is the Peetre maximal operators introduced in [Pee75].
Definition 8. Let N > 0, U C R"™ be an open set and let n = (n; );?‘;0 be a sequence of Schwartz functions.
The associated Peetre mazimal operators (PZ?’);";O are given by

! n n -
S T+ 2 — g~ fes(R"), zeR", j>0.

Lemma 9. Let ¢ = ((bj) o be a Littlewood-Paley family associated with a special Lipschitz domain 0 (see
Definition 4). Then there is a ¢ = (1;)52, C ' (R") satisfying (P.a) and (P.b) such that (v * ;)52 is also
associated with €.

Proof. The assumpmons pj(x) =20=Dnp, (27" ) for j > 1 and E(?io ¢j = do imply ¢1(z) = 2"¢o(2x) — Ppo(x),
ie. ¢1(&) = do(£/2) — o€

)-
Yo(€) = 200(6) = d0(&)s (&) = (Go(277€) + Go(2'1))(2 — do(277€)” — ho(2'E)?), for j > 1.
See [Ryc99, Proposition 2.1] for details. O

We can take ¢ = (1;)52 via the Fourier transforms:

Lemma 10 ([BPT96, Lemma 2.1]). Let n = (1;)32, and 0 = (0;)52, C 7 (R") both satisfy conditions (P.a)
and (P.b). Then for any N > 0 there exists a C = C(n,0,N) > 0 such that

/ Iny % 0(@)[(1 + 252))Vda Spon 2-NH Wik > 0.

Lemma 11. Let 0 < p,g < 0o, 7 > 0 and § > nr. There is a C = C(n,p,q,7,0) > 0 such that for every
(gJ) =0 C Lloc(Rn)7

(10) (2 Ha) ||, < Cll@)Zolliee:
k>0 - T

(11) ‘(ZQ—W k\gk) ol < Cl[(95)5%0ll L2 gas provided p < o0;
k>0 - T

12 ‘( 9=31i—H ) } < C|I(g;)0 llpansz

(12) kZ 9) o[l poase < OG0 o

3Some papers may have different order of the indices. For example, in [Maz03] this is written as Nupq
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Proof. (10) and (11) have been done in [YY10, Lemma 2.3]. We only prove (12).
Using the case 7 =0 in (10) we have

(X0 Té”"“‘fk)?;omq(m) Spoas ()50 lleanrys  V(£5)520 € £9(Zx0; LP(R™)).

Note that [|gx|[rz = | supg, , 12771, , - gklllLe(rn). By taking fi := supq, , |2"/71q, ., - gk| above we have

o—3lj—k| )°° :H( onJrq o—6lj—k| )
H(,go 96) —fnre = (s 27700, - 37 ¢

QrvERQ £>0 0llea(Lr)

< w2 e o) g, = (52 50)

k>0 QuvEQ k>0

0llea(Lr)

Sp.as [1(F5)520lles ey = [1(95)5Z0lleansr- 0

Lemma 12. Let  C R" be a special Lipschitz domain, let ¢ = (qﬁj) 2o be a Littlewood-Paley family associated
with 2, and let 0 = (0;)52, satisfies conditions (P.a), (P.b) and (P d). Then for any N > 0 and v € (0, 0]
there is a C = C(0,6, N) > 0, such that,

e ) kn ¥ 1/~
(13) PO fx) < O(Zz“'ﬂkl/ 2|6+ F(y)] dy) , Ve S(RY), >0, x €.
k=0

o (1+2Fz —y)M

Proof. The special case § = ¢ of (13) is proved in [Ryc99, Proof of Theorem 3.2, Step 1]. Namely, we have

2kn¢ % 7d 1/v N )
(14) PEN f(2) Son <22 Noli—H /Q (1J12kk|xf_(y;:)Nz> VfeS®Y. §30. 2.

Also see [Ull12, Proof of Theorem 2.6, Step 1] for the argument. Thus it suffices to prove the case v = oo:
(15) PoY (@) Sppn sup2 NITHPENF(2), Ve S RY), >0, zeQ
; >0 ;

Let ¢ = (¥;)52, satisfies the consequence of Lemma 9, so 0; x f = Yoneo(05 % i) « (¢ = f) for j > 0.
By assumption ¢;,1;,6; are supported in K = {z, < —||Vp||re - |2'|} where p is the defining function for
O = {z, > p(2')}. Using the property Q@ — K C €, we have

o (0% f) =1 3720(0; % i) * (La - (dx * f));

0; * f(2)] 105 * Vr(z — y)l|ow * f(y)|dy
and thus POV f(a) = sup — L@ J : :
nd thus  Pg; f(z) 0+ 2 — 2PN = Zggk:o 0 (1 + 27|z — 2|)¥
The elementary inequality yields
I SN ey (L2 — gV
1+ 27z —2)N = (1T + 28z — )V (1 + 26z —y[)N ~ (1 + 2%z — y)¥
Therefore,
PG’Nﬂw):sup“’j’“*—f(Z / 210 5 (= )1+ 2z — ) Vly
2. ceq (1+ 2k N
(16) < sup2 MUK x>Z / 22V, 141 () (1 -+ 2y]) Yy

S6,6,N SUP 2*N|j7k|P$N ZQ @N=EN+D))i=I| < gup 2~ Nli- k|73¢ Nf( )
k=0 1=0 k>0

Here the last inequality is obtained by applying Lemma 10.
Therefore we get (15). Combining it with (14) we complete the proof. O

Recall the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M f(z) := supg~, |B(0, R)|~* fB(I R) |f(y)|dy for f € L] .

Lemma 13. Let N > n. There is a C = C(N ) > 0 such that for any g € L, (R"),

25" g(y)|dy
17 A akle — v S C 10, - JeL vel k>J N
(a7 /Rn (1+2Fz —y[)N %Z:n 1+|v—w| M(q,, 9)(z), JE€Z veZ" k>J v€qQ,
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Our lemma here is weaker than the corresponding estimate in [YY 10, Proof of Theorem 1.2, Step 3].

Proof. By taking a translation, it suffices to prove the estimate on x € @, i.e for v = 0. Note that if y € Q j .,
then |z — y| > dist(Q jw, QJ0) > \/1—2 7 max(0, jw| — /n) and |z — y| < |w| + y/n. Therefore

/ 2" g(y)|dy </ 2*"g(y) Idy Y / 2" |g(y)|dy
ge (14 2%z —y[)V — B(z,3y/m2-7) (1 + 2z — w2/ Qi ( (1 + 2%z —y)N

2n(k J)
< arame

Y. Mg, 9@+ Y

Z 2kn /
- N l9(y)|dy
iz (14 2k2—J(% —1)" Jas.

2—(k—J)(N—n) onJ

M(payme-7y - 9) () +

L1(RD)

— 11q,. - 9(y)|dy
|w| N = |[w|™ /B(m,2~7(|w|+\/7_z)) @

lw|<4y/n lw|>2y/n
1 . . ]
S 1+|w| M(1g,. - 9)(@)
wezLn

Combining Lemmas 11 - 13 we have the following Morrey-type estimates for Peetre maximal functions.

Proposition 14. Keeping the assumptions of Lemma 12, for every 0 < p,q < o0, s € R, 7 > 0 and
N > max(2n/ min(p, q), |s| + n1), there is a C = C(0,¢,p,q,s,7,N) > 0 such that for every f € #'(Q),

(18) H(2j519 ) (P5027,ijf));iOHZqL5 < CH(2j819 (95 % f));ioueqﬁ;
(19) (2710 - (P&Jayf));ioumm <C[(2"10 - (¢ * f));ioHLﬁzw provided p < o0;
(20) 1220 (PG ) Zolennse < CUE L0~ (85 % 1) Zo lonnse-

In

Remark 15. It is possible that the assumption N > max(mif&q), |s| + n7) can be relaxed to N >
applications, we only need a large enough N that does not depend on f.

A similar result for (20) can be found in [TX05, Proposition 2.12]. Note that we require 6; to have Fourier
compact supports in that proposition.

mm(p a)’

Proof. We use a convention ¢; := 0 for j < —1. Thus in the computations below every sequence (aj)‘;'; g is
identical to (a;)52,,.<(0.1)-

By the assumption on N we can take v € (0, min(p, ¢)) such that Ny > 2n. We first prove (19).

Since N > |s| + n7. By Lemma 12 and using 27752~ N7li=kl < 9=(N=lshvli—klgkys

. ) okn|gks Ydy °©
H(2Js7>g7,]gyf)§io||ﬂw = H(2ms(7)5027,13yf) g OH H(Z2 S kl/Q 20 f) y)j:O

1
5

TR R
By Lemma 11 and since (N — |s|)y > n1v,
H(i2('SN)”k/ 2828 g *f(y)wy)” < H(/ 2|25 gy *f(y)lvdy)m
P o (428 —y)N7 Ji=o|l 2 4 ™ o (428 —y)N7 Jh=ol| 5 4

L q
Applying Lemma 13 with g(z) = 1o(x) - [2¥%¢y x f(x)|” for each k > 0 and expanding the L;.¢~-norm,

H 2k"|2ks¢k*f( )|de)°o (/ 2k”|2ks¢k*f(y)|7dy)°°
k=0 o (428 —y)NY Jr=y

1
1 ¥
2nJTv»;

= sup
k N il
(14 2k - —y[)N LEet Jezvern LY (Quuit?)

1
Sve sup2077)\( — M(1g,., Lo 2% f11))
JEZ wEL™ w%n (1+|’LU—’U|)NV n J, k=J L’Y(QJUZ’Y)
1 1/~
g( 7) sup  2"T (1g,.na - [2%0k = f17)
vgz:n (1 + o)) Nr=n JELWEL™ H( @l | /l )k JHL”(R"“)

Since Ny —n > n the sum Y, 5. (14 |v])" "7 is finite.
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Finally, applying Fefferman-Stein’s inequality to (M(1g,..na- 2" dr *f|7))20:J in L% (R™; ﬂ%) for each J € Z

(see [FS71, Theorem 1(1)] and also [Gral4d, Remark 5.6.7]), since 1 < p/y < oo and 1 < ¢/v < o0,
nJr ks < nJr ks
Q532Q2 H( (1@, une - 2%k = fI7) )k ]HLw(R"Z 7) sup2 H(lQlwﬂQ 1270 * f17) )k JHLW(R"EW)
= sup 27| (Lo - (2% 0k % 1)), | o ity = H(kalﬂ : (¢k * ) icoll 2o
J,w

This completes the proof of (19).
The proof of (18) and (20) are similar but simpler: by assumption 1 < p/y < oo we have

(21) M : L% (R") — L% (R").
Therefore, we prove (18) by the following:

1
c- j 2P 1285y x f(y) [y oo ||
”( QJ )j 0||€ L? [} ot kgo 0 (1+2k|~—y|)N’Y =0 E%Li, ( )
2828 g f(y)[dyy e ||
Sraer | (L, 052 2 Dl v )
1 1/~ ks oo i
SN,V ( Z W) H(M(IQ |27y, * f|V))k:0HZ%L% by (17)
veEL™ Y
s oo 1/ s 00
Spor (e - 127 ¢n f|’y))k:0qu7wL£47 = [(2"1q - (g5 * f))k:onqLﬁ by (21).

Finally we prove (20). Using (15) and (12) (since N > |s| + n7) we have

s s ,N js N Yoo
(22) 1@ PG £)Zoleanss NGMH(ZzN Dli=Hgh PN f) ~ e 1PN ) ol

<
j=0lleanse ~P,9q,

Taking € (n/N, min(p, q)), we have 27%(Pg’ v N Sy M(12751q - (¢5 % £)[7)'/7 pointwise in R™.
When p < 0o and 7 < 1/p, by [TX05, Lemma 2.5] we have

s s 1 s .
(23) 127° PG Fllare Snvy [|M(127° 10 - (85 % £)]) MIIMP Spr 121 - (6 % llmz, G >0.

We see that (23) is valid for all 1 < p/v < oo, 7 > 0.

When 7 = 1/p, we have MP = L* by [Sicl12, Remark 11(ii)], so (23) follows from (21). When 7 > 1/p we
have M? = {0}, so (23) holds trivially.

Thus by taking £?-sum of (23), we get (20), completing the proof. O

Proposition 16. Let 0 = (0;)32 satisfies (P.a) and (P.b), and let X = ()\;)52 satisfies (P.a’) and (P.b’). For
any 0 < p,q <00, s €R, 7> 0 and N > max(2n/ min(p, q),|s| + n1), there is a C = C(0,\,p,q,8,7,N) > 0
such that for every f € ' (R™),

(24) 127 P PiZollears < CIR7 N % F)52olleare;

(25) ||(2J573Rn ; )?';OHLMI < CY(27° N = f)ﬁo”L?;fu provided p < o0;

(26) 127 P, )30 lleanz < CU@ N F)32olleansz-

Proof. The proof is the same as that for Proposition 14, except that we replace every 2 by R™ in the arguments.
We leave the details to readers. g

Based on Proposition 14, we can prove a boundedness result of Rychkov-type operators on @7 -spaces.

Proposition 17. Let QO C R™ be a special Lipschitz domain and let v € R. Let n = (77]) o and § = (ej);?io
satisfy conditions (P.a), (P.b) and (P.d) with respect to Q. We define an operator* T,y 97 as

(27) Ty f *22”77 «(la- (0% 1), feT(Q)

7=0

4The notation is slightly different from the one in [SY24, Theorem 1.5].
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Then for o € {B, F, N}, 0<p,q<0c0,s€ER and T >0 (p < oo for F-cases), we have the boundedness
TaO7 ST (Q) — s 1T (RY).

Proof. Recall .#/(Q) = {fla : f € .#/(R™)} is defined via restrictions. We see that T2 : ./ () — &/ (R") is
well-defined in the sense that, for every extension f € #/(R") of f, the summation > 72 297, % (1g - (0, = f))

converges .%'(R") and does not depend on the choice of f. See [SY24, Propositions 3.10 and 3.14] for example.
Let A = (A;)32, be as in Definition 6 that defines the @/, -norms. By Lemma 10, for every j,k > 0,

Jon N = ne()|(1 4 28|y )N dy Sx v 27N 7FL Thus by the similar argument to (16), for every N > |s — v/,

0% * f(1)]

i (s=7) 9k | ) 1q - (0 <2j<H>2kv/ A 1+ 25y)Ndy - sup —
A # i+ (L - (O, * f))(2)] < Q| i * k()| (1+2%y|) " dy SUD T 2w — 1Y

AN 2*(N*IS*7|)|j*k|2ks(p%ﬁf)(@_

Therefore, by Lemma 11, for any N > |s — | + nt,

j(s— 0, o,N

(28) 170X+ T3 )32 lleare Sxampasrn 125PoR Fizollesses
j(s5— 0, 0, ;

(29) 127N« T )30l 1res Samparsnr v 125 PG NiZolliees,  provided p < oo;
i(s— .0, 0,N

(30) 170X x TG )32 0 llearsr Sxmpasnr v 125Poy Fizollesnse-

Let f € T (R™) be an extension of f. Clearly 73&],:[ (x) = 73&],:[ f(z) < ’Pﬁz;l]?] .f(x) holds pointwise for
x € R™. Therefore, by choosing N > 2n/ min(p, ¢) and combining (28) and (24), we have

0, j(s— ,0, ) js £\ 0o i
1T Fllaspeny = 127N+ T3 N0 leare Snoapasor 127X % HZollears = 1| Fll sy n)-
Taking the infimum over all extensions f of f we get the boundedness Tg’e"y s BT () — By 7 (R). Similarly
using (29), (25) and (30), (26) we get %7 AT (Q) — Y (RY) for o € {F, N} O

Remark 18. Under the definition (7), the operator norms of Tgﬂ,v do not depend® on Q. This is due to the
same reason as mentioned in [SY24, Remark 3.11]:

One can see that the constants in Proposition 14 depend on everything except on 2. The same hold for the
implied constants in (28), (29) and (30). After the pointwise inequality ’Pg:],j f< Pﬂg;ftfk f, it remains to estimate

(2”73]1%;]?; fN);?‘;O (which is Proposition 16), where 2 is not involved.

Corollary 19 ([YSY15, ZH520, Zhu2l]). Let Q C R™ be a special Lipschitz domain. Let ¢ = (¢;)52, and
P = (gbj);?‘;o be as in the assumption and conclusion of Lemma 9 with respect to Q). Then the Rychkov’s
extension operator

(31) Eof =E§°f = v +(1a-(;%f), fe7 (),
j=0

is well-defined and has boundedness Eq : 7 (Q) — oy (R") for o € {#B,F, N} and all0 < p,q < o0, s €R,
7>0 (p < oo for F-cases).

Proof. Eq is an extension operator because by assumption Eq f|q = Z;io Vi *@; % f = f. The boundedness is
immediate since Eq = Tg"w from (27). O

Remark 20. Corollary 19 is not new. See [YSY 15, Proposition 4.13] for & = .4, [Z11520, Section 4] for & = F#
and [Zhu21, Section 4] for o = A. For the proof we also refer [GHS23, Theorem 3.6] to readers.

The key to prove Theorem 1 is to use the following analog of [Ryc99, Theorem 2.3].
Proposition 21 (Characterizations via Peetre’s maximal functions). Let Q C R™ be a special Lipschitz domain

and let ¢ = (gbj);?';o be a Littlewood-Paley family associated with Q2. Then for 0 < p,q < oco, s € R and 7 >0

5It can depend on the upper bound of [[Vpl|l oo, which is bounded by inf{—‘fc—ﬁ : (¢/,2n) € supp ¢;} where ¢ € {n,0} and j > 0.
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(p < 00 for F-cases), we have the following intrinsic characterizations: for every N > max(m |s| + n7),
(32) 1£ 157 (2) Ropasmn [[(27°10 - (PQ:j f));iOHZQL’;;
. N '
(33) £l 757 (2) Ropasrn ||(271a - (PE] M) isollppger  provided p < oo;
j N
(34) ||f||%sqf(ﬂ) ~o.p,q,s,7,N || (2J519 ’ (Pg,j f));ionéqu'

Remark 22. (32) and (33) are not new as well. The case & = % is done in [S722, Theorem 1.7], where a more
general setting is considered. See also [GHS23, Proof of Theorem 3.6, Step 2| for a proof of & € {A, F}.
As already mentioned in Remark 15, it is possible that the assumption of N can be weakened.

Proof of Proposition 21. Let X = (); )°°0 be as in Definition 6 that defines the 7 ST-morms. We only prove
(33) since the proof of (32) and (34) are the same by replacing LP¢? with ¢9LP and 6‘1 and including the
discussion of p = oc.

(%) For f e Z,7(Q), let fez F o7 (R™) be an extension of f. We see that pointwisely
(lo - PG ) <PET f(2) = PL fla) <PLf(a), 520, zeR™
Thus by Proposition 14,
12710 - (PP )2

7— ’

< ||@*Pg; D2 (2% 1) Zollpeee = Il ey

Taking infimum over all extensions f of f, we get ||f||ggr @ 2 H 2751 - (’P ) );.;OHLPEG'

(<) By Corollary 19 we have || f||z:r ) = [|[Eafllzs; ®n) = [|(2752; * ng)j:OHngq. Therefore using (28) with
the fact that Fo = T;f’“b’o,
(35) 127N % Ba f)3ollzee = 12750 # TS0 )20l nzee Svsnmase 1P ol zea-
Write Q = {(2/,z,) : x,, > p(2’)}. We define a “fold map” L = Lq : R" — Q as
L(z):=2 ifxze L(z) = (2/,2p(2") — xy), ifx¢ Q.
Recall Q = {z,, > p(2’)}. By direct computation, we have
(36) L) =yl < (IVplle + VIF VAR o =yl Sale -yl weR", yeQ

Therefore

SN o N _ 95 * f(y)] 95 * f(y)] _ (péN n
P ) = 0 g — )X N SR T 2 [L(o) — gy o @), <R

Clearly for 0 < p < co we have the following estimate for cube @ € Q and function g € LY (9):

lgo Lllzr@) Sp l9llr@nc-1@) <o >, - gllirp), where I := {P € Q:|P| =|Q|, PNL™Y(Q) # @}.
Pciqg

By (36) we have control of the cardinality #Zg <, (1 + ||[Vp|lL=)*" <q 1, which is uniform in Q € Q.
Therefore,

(37) 1(2 ]SPQJ );?.;OHLH‘? ~N H(2JS PQJ f) OL)J OHLPeq Spaf H(2j819 (Pﬂa f) );.;OHL’;@'
Combining (35) and (37) we get || f||zs-() < [|(2°1a - (P& ) )FOHLP 4> finishing the proof. O
We can now prove Theorem 1:

Proof of Theorem 1. The F3, -cases follow immediately from the .77 -cases using (9).

Fix a N > max(2n/ min(p, q), |s| + n7). We only prove the .7 7-cases. The proofs of the %,7-cases and the
Mo -cases are the same, except that we replace every LP4? with £9L? and 9 M?.

By Proposition 21 we have || f|z:r) & | (2751 - (PQJ ) );’;OHLE“. Therefore, it suffices to show that
200 B85l = 23 00 ol
Clearly [|(27°1¢, - (PQJ 3] );)OOHLP@ > ||(2751q - (¢5 * f) )j’;OHL”q since ¢; * f(z) < PQJ f(z) holds for all

feS(Q), z€Qand j > 0. The converse H(23519 (PQJ f ) —oll L2 Sépa,sm N H(23519 (o * f)) “oll e ea
5\5" -cases. O

follows from (18). Thus, we prove the .#
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We have the immediate analogy of [YY 10, Theorem 1.1] on Lipschitz domains:

Corollary 23. Keeping the assumptions in Proposition 21, we have the following intrinsic characterizations:
for every N > max(2n/ min(p, q), |s| + n71),
o0 1

J a,
£ llz5700) o pasry sup 2" T( Do 2P eyl QJmm) ’
QuwEQ j=max(0,J)

o0

o1
£l 757 () Ré.pa,s,mn SUP ondT (/ ( Z 2J5q|’P(QJmQ)Jf(x)|q) ! dw) ", provided p < oo;
QreQ Qran N _ A

1
I ll4r @ Sopasmn (Zqugg2nJTq+qu||P<QJmm,jf||qm<c21,mﬂ>) "
—~ Qi

Proof. Since |¢; * f(z)] < ’P?Q]j n9).j flx) < PQJ f(z) pointwisely for every Qj, € Q and x € Q, N, the
results follow immediately by combining Theorem 1 and Proposition 21. g

Remark 24. By the standard partition of unity argument, we can give the analogy of Theorem 1 on a bounded
Lipschitz domain. An example is the following'

(38) 1l sz (0) = Z 127 10nw, - (85 * (xw f)))5Zollea e

(39) 1fll.z570) ~ Z 1(27°1anw, - (85 * O f)))5Zoll Lreds
v=1
N .

(40) 1 llazr @) = Y 127 Lanw, - (0% * (xw )20l eansrs
v=1

Here {U,, (¢%)52, x» } ), satisfy the following:
e {U,}), is an open cover of Q, and there are cones K, C R™ such that U, N (2 — K,) C U, NQ for
eachv=1,...,N.

e For v =1,...,N, (¢%)%, satisfies (P.a) - (P.c) in Definition 4, with support condition supp ¢? C K,
for j > 0.

e x, €CX(U,) forv=1,...,N, and satisfy® Zile,jbzl
To prove (38), (39) and (40) the only thing we need are the following standard results (p < oo for .Z-cases):
(U.a) Let y € C>°(R™). Then [f — xf]: T (R™) — Jz{psq"(]Ri") 1s~bounded.
(U.b) Let ® be an invertible affine linear transform. Then [f > f o ®]: &7 (R") — <77 (R") is bounded.
(¥.c) For every m > 1, we have equivalent norms || f || o 7 (&n) Rp.g.s,mm 2 jaj<m ||80‘f||%;;m¢(Rn).

One can see [YSY10, Sections 6.1.1 and 6.2], [WY Y17, Theorem 1.6] and [ST07, Theorem 3.3] for their proof.
See also [HT23, Sections 3.4, 4.2 and 4.3]. We remark that because of (8) it is enough to consider the case
0<r< %. We leave the details to the readers.

One can also write down the analogy of Proposition 21 and Corollary 23 similar to (38), (39) and (40), we
leave the details to the readers as well.

Finally, we prove Theorem 2 using the following fact:

Proposition 25 ([SY24, Theorem 1.5 (ii)]). Let (¢;)52, be a family” of Schwartz functions satisfying (P.a),

(P.b) and (P.d). Recall that for every j > 1, ¢;(x) = 207 Dn¢ (207 2), [2%¢;(x = 0 for all o, and
supp ¢; C {z, < —Alz'|} for some A > 0.

Then for any m > 1, there are families of Schwartz functions ¢° = (qgf)j‘;l for |B] = m that also satisfy
(P.a), (P.b) and (P.d), such that
P; = 2—im Z 8%3?, for every j > 1.
[Bl=m

6In fact we can relax the condition to ZV 1 Xvlg > ¢ for some ¢ > 0.
"Here the index of the Schwartz family start from j = 1. In Definition 5 we start with j = 0.
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Proof of Theorem 2. Once the case of special Lipschitz domains is done, the proof of the case of bounded
Lipschitz domains follows from the standard partition of unity argument (one can read [SY24, Section 6] for
details) along with the facts (¥.a), (U.b) and (¥.c) mentioned in Remark 24.

Let 2 C R" be a special Lipschitz domain. Let f € 7,7 (2) and let fe 5T (R™) be an extension of f.
By (¥.c) we have ||3af||msfwa\,r(Rn) Spoa,s o ||JE||,Q¢;;(RTL). Since 9*f is also an extension of d*f, by (7) in
Definition 5, taking the infimum over all extensions f of f we get 2 lal<m ||8°‘f||ms ) S 1oz -

To prove the converse inequality || f||osr ) < 22 aj<m 10° f||d —mr (o> let (¢J,@/J]) o be as in (31).

We let ((bﬁ) °, C L (R™) (]8] > 0) be given in Proposition 25. Thus ¢; =271 Zﬂtlﬂ\:qa (bj for all j,q > 1.

For o # 0, we define ¥* = ()2, by ¥§(z) = 2771e1g>4p;(z) (for j > 1). Thus the sequences ¥ (for
a # 0) all satisfy (P.a), (P.b) and (P.d).

We define a family of linear operators,

(41) E*Cf = EGCf = 0"Yo* (Lo~ (o * f)), E*’f=E3"f —Zw (1 - (@] * f)), for |a| = || > 0.

j=1

For every f € /() and for every multi-index « # 0, we see that

O°Ef =" 0"+ (la-(¢;+ ) =00+ (Lo (dox )+ > 2 (1q- 2771106 « f))

7=0 J=1 g:|B|=l|al
=0"Pox (Lo (do*x )+ Y ZU) (lo- (4] «0°f) =E*°f+ Y E*[9°f].
B:1Bl=lal =1 B:|Bl=lal
By Proposition 17, E¥0, B8 Ay T (Q) — oy T (R™) are all bounded. Therefore

(42)

(P.c) o
1 Fllagzr @) RINEfllagsrny ~ Y 1|0 Ef| gyamrm g

la|<m

(42)
SIEfggemrm + > (1B gy + D BP0 ]l g ey )

0<|a|<m B:1Bl=lal
lgrmray+ 2 (Mlagrmr+ D 10 Flgrmei) S 20 107l agrm ey
0<|af<m B:181=lal 1B1<m
This completes the proof of (4) for the case of special Lipschitz domains.
s 1
The #3,,-cases follow immediately from (9) since we have .73 (R") = Fg," (R"). O

4. FURTHER OPEN QUESTIONS

By the same method, using Lemma 10 - Proposition 14, it is possible for us to get the analogs of Theorems
1 and 2 on the so-called local spaces.
The local version of @7 (R"™) for &/ € {#,.7, ./}, denoted by o7, " (R"), is defined by replacing the

supremum among the set of dyadic cubes Q with {Q;, € Q:J > 0}. Spe(éu[r:li 12, Section 3.4] for example. For
an open subset Q0 C R™ we use /7 () = {fla: f¢€ ,prquumf( ™)} similarly. For more details we refer
[Tril3] to readers.

One can also consider the analog of Theorems 1 and 2 on Jz{ ( ) the spaces with variable exponents. For

example [S722], which may require certain assumptions on the exponents.

In Definition 6, it is known that the norms are equivalent if (\;)32, only satisfies the scaling condition (P.b)
and the Tauberian condition:

(43) There exist eg,¢ >0 such that |[\g(€)| > ¢ for |€] < o, and |A;(€)] > ¢ for e9/2 < |€] < 2e0.

See [WYY17, Theorems 2.5 and 2.6] and [Xu05, Theorem 1] for example.
It is not known to the author whether we can replace the assumption (P.c) for (¢;)32, in Theorem 1 with
the Tauberian condition (43).

For Theorem 2, we do not know whether (4) has the following improvement:
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Question 26. Keeping the assumptions of Theorem 2, can we find a C = C(Q,p, q,s,7,m) > 0 such that the
following holds?

HW‘*’”“(Q))’ Ve Ay ().

p.q

[ llezsr ey < C(”f”w;,;"”(sz) + kz H oz
=0

Cf. [WYY17, Theorem 1.6]. The question is open even for the classical Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces
5, (Q) when €2 is a (special or bounded) Lipschitz domain.
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