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Abstract We consider the Calderén—Zygmund kernels K ,(x) = (xl.z"_1 / |x|2”_1+"‘)f=]
inR? for0 < @ < 1 and n € N. We show that, on the plane, for 0 < o < 1, the capacity
associated to the kernels K, , is comparable to the Riesz capacity C 20-a).} of non-linear
potential theory. As consequences we deduce the semiadditivity and bilipschitz invariance
of this capacity. Furthermore we show that for any Borel set E C R? with finite length the
L*(H' | E)-boundedness of the singular integral associated to K 1,» implies the rectifiability
of the set E. We thus extend to any ambient dimension, results previously known only in the
plane.

1 Introduction and statement of the results

In this paper we continue the program started in [3] and [4] where an extensive study of the
kernels xiz"fl/ |x|?*, n € N, was performed in the plane. We explore the kernels Kon(x) =
(KL, ()%, inRY, where
'anl
Kér,n (x) = |x|21”7_1+""

for 0 < @ < 1, n € N, in connection to rectifiability and their corresponding capacities.
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436 V. Chousionis, L. Prat

For compact sets E C RZ, we define

Yo (E) = sup (T, 1)], (1.1

the supremum taken over those real distributions 7 supported on E such that fori = 1,2,
the potentials K, é(n % T are in the unit ball of L>°(R?). Forn = 1 and & = 1 the capacity
yll coincides with the analytic capacity, modulo multiplicative constants (see [26]) and it is
worth mentioning that for « = 1 and n € N it was proved in [4] that ' is comparable to
analytic capacity. Recall that the analytic capacity of a compact subset of the plane is defined
by

y(E) = sup| f'(c0)],

the supremum taken over the analytic functions on C\ E such that | f(z)| < 1 for z € C\E.
Analytic capacity may be written as (1.1) interchanging the real by complex distributions
and the vectorial kernel K, , by the Cauchy kernel. Therefore, our set function y. can be
viewed as a real variable version of analytic capacity associated to the vector-valued kernel
Kon-

There are several papers where similar capacities have been studied; in RY for0 <a < 1,
it was discovered in [22] that compact sets with finite « —dimensional Hausdorff measure
have zero y,| capacity (for the case of non-integer « > 1 one has to assume some extra
regularity assumptions on the set, see [22] and [23]). This is in strong contrast with the
situation where o € Z (in this case @ —dimensional smooth hypersurfaces have positive yoj
capacity, see [15], where they showed that if £ lies on a Lipschitz graph, then le71 (E) is
comparable to the (d — 1) —Hausdorff measure HA=Y(E)). In [24] the semiadditivity of the
v was proven for 0 < @ < d in R,

Fors > 0,1 < p < ocoand 0 < sp < 2, the Riesz capacity Cy , of a compact set
K C R2, is defined as

Cy.p(K) = sup u(K)P, (1.2)
"

where the supremum runs over all positive measures p supported on K such that

L&) = /| “(’l‘z) -

satisfies ||Is(u)ll; < 1, where as usual ¢ = p/(p — 1). The capacity C;,, plays a central

role in understanding the nature of Sobolev spaces (see [2] Chapter 1, p. 38)
In[16] it was surprisingly shown thatin R for0 < « < 1, the capacities ch and C2 2d—a).}

are comparable. In this paper we extend the main result from [16] on the plane by estabhshlng
the equivalence between y, 0 < @ < 1, n € N and the capacity C 20-0).} of non-linear

potential theory. Our first main result reads as follows:

Theorem 1.1 For each compact set K C R?, 0 < o < 1 and n € N we have
¢! Ca gy 3(E) SV (E) <c Cap_yy 3 (E).

where c is a positive constant depending only on o and n.

On the plane and for « € (1, 2) the equivalence of the above capacities is not known.
In [9] it was shown that, in RY, for0 < o < d and n = 1, the first inequality in Theorem
1.1 holds (replacing C 20-0).3 by C 2d-a).} ). The question concerning the validity of the
inequality y (E) S C%(dfa)% (E) for all non integer @ € (0, d) and n € N remains open.
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Theorem 1.1 has some interesting consequences. As it is well known, sets with positive
capacity Cy, , have non finite Hausdorff measure H>~P . Therefore, the same applies to 740
for0 < o < 1and n € N. Hence as a direct corollary of Theorem 1.1 one can assert that y/
vanishes on sets with finite 7% measure. On the other hand, since Cy,, is a subadditive set
function (see [2], p. 26), y, is semiadditive, which means that given compact sets £ and
E;

Yo (E1U E2) < C(yy (E1) + v} (E2)),

for some constant C depending on « and n. In fact ¥/ is countably semiadditive.
Another consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the bilipschitz invariance of y/, meaning that for
bilipschitz homeomorphisms of R2, ¢ : R — R?, namely

L7'x =yl <l¢px) = < Lix—y| x, yeR?

one has

Yo (E) % v3 (@ (E)).

The fact that analytic capacity is bilipschitz invariant was a very deep result in [27], see also
[10] and [11].

All advances concerning analytic capacity in the last 40years, [5,14,26,27], go through
the deep geometric study of the Cauchy transform which was initiated by Calderon in [1].
In particular it was of great significance to understand what type of geometric regularity
does the L?(1)-boundedness of the Cauchy transform impose on the underlying measure /.
From the results of David, Jones, Semmes and others, soon it became clear that rectifiability
plays an important role in the understanding of the aforementioned problem. Recall that
n-rectifiable sets in RY are contained, up to an H"-negligible set, in a countable union of
n-dimensional Lipschitz graphs. Mattila, Melnikov and Verdera in [14] proved that whenever
E is an 1-Ahlfors-David regular set that the L2(H'| E)-boundedness of the Cauchy transform
is equivalent to E being 1-uniformly rectifiable. A set E is called 1-Ahlfors-David regular,
or 1-AD-regular, if there exists some constant ¢ such that

c'r <H' (B(x,r)NE)<cr forallx € E,0 < r < diam(E).

Uniform rectifiability is a influential notion of quantitative rectifiability introduced by David
and Semmes, [6] and [7]. In particular a set E is 1-uniformly rectifiable if it 1-AD regular and
is containted in an 1-AD regular rectifiable curve. Legér in [12] proved that if E has positive
and finite length and the Cauchy transform is bounded in L?(H' | E) then E is rectifiable.
It is a remarkable fact that the proofs of the aforementioned results depend crucially on a
special subtle positivity property of the Cauchy kernel related to an old notion of curvature
named after Menger. Given three distinct points z1, z2, z3 € C their Menger curvature is

1

_— 1.3
R(z1, 22, 23) (1)

c(z1,22,23) =

where R(z1, 22, z3) is the radius of the circle passing through x, y and z. Melnikov in [19]
discovered that the Menger curvature is related to the Cauchy kernel by the formula

1
c(z1,22,23)° = Z —— (1.4)

seS3 (ZSQ - Zsl)(z_y3 - ZS])

where S3 is the group of permutations of three elements. It follows immediately that the
permutations of the Cauchy kernel are always positive. Further implications of this identity
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438 V. Chousionis, L. Prat

related to the L2-boundedness of the Cauchy transform where illuminated by Melnikov and
Verdera in [20].

While the Cauchy transform is pretty well understood in this context, very few things are
know for other kernels. The David-Semmes conjecture, dating from 1991, asks if the Lz(u)-
boundedness of the operators associated with the n-dimensional Riesz kernel x/|x|"t1,
suffices to imply n-uniform rectifiabilty. For n = 1 we are in the case of the Cauchy trans-
form discussed in the previous paragraph. The conjecture has been very recently resolved by
Nazarov, Tolsa and Volberg in [21] in the codimension 1 case, thatis forn = d — 1, using a
mix of different deep techniques some of them depending crucially on n being d — 1. The
conjecture is open for the intermediate values n € (1,d — 1) Recently in [3] the kernels
xiZ" -1 /1x |2”, x € R%, n € N, were considered and it was proved that the L2%-boundedness of
the operators associated with any of these kernels implies rectifiability. These are the only
known examples of convolution kernels not directly related to the Riesz kernels with this
property. In this paper we extend this result to any ambient dimension d.

Forn € Nand E C R? with finite length we consider the singular integral operator
T, = (T,;');iz1 where formally

TH(f) () = /E Ki (= ) f()dH () (L.5)
and
R x.2n71 d
i’n(x) = |;|2n , x=(x1,...,xq) € RY\{0}.

We extend Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 from [3] to any dimension d. Our result reads as
follows.

Theorem 1.2 Let E C R? be a Borel set such that 0 < H'(E) < oo,

(1) if T,, is bounded in L2(H! LE), then the set E is rectifiable.
(2) if moreover E is 1-AD-regular then T, is bounded in L>*(H'|E) if and only if E is
1-uniformly rectifiable.

The plan of the paper is the following. In Sect. 2 we outline the proof of Theorem 1.1
which is based on two main technical ingredients: positivity of the quantity obtained when
symmetrizing the kernel K é,n and the fact that our kernel localizes in the uniform norm. In
Sect. 3 we state all the necessary Propositions involving the permutations of the kernels K, .
Due to their technical nature we have included the proofs of these results in an “Appendix”.
Section 4 is devoted to the proof of the Localization Theorem for our potentials. In Sect. 5
we complete the proof of the main theorem showing that y is comparable to C 20-a).3"
Finally in Sect. 6 we elaborate how Theorem 1.2 follows from our symmetrization results
involving the permutations of the kernels K , and [3].

2 Sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1

Our proof of Theorem 1.1 rests on two steps:
First step. The first step is the analogue of the main result in the paper [26], that is, the
equivalence between the capacities y,/ and y,, , , where for compact sets K C R2,

Yo+ (K) = sup u(K),
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the supremum taken over those positive measures u with support in K whose vector-valued
potential K, ,, * 1 lies on the unit ball of L (R2, Rz) (see also [16,17,24] and [4] for related
results). Clearly, the quantity y,; is larger or equal than y,; , . The reverse inequality can be
obtained following Tolsa’s approach in [26], which is based on two main technical points,
the first one is the symmetrization of the kernels K jw, neNO<a<1,i=1,2, and the
second one is a localization result for K(l;(,n’ i=1,2.

In Sect. 3, we deal with the symmetrization process for our kernels. We prove, not only
the positivity but the explicit description of the quantity obtained when symmetrizing the
kernels K (’1 2> for0 < o < 1. This will allow us to study the L2-boundedness of the operators
with kernel K & "

The localization result needed in our setting is written in Sect. 4. Specifically, we prove
that there exists a positive constant C such that, for each compactly supported distribution 7’

and for each coordinate i, we have
H KL, * gaQTH <cC HKQ,, * TH , 2.6)
o0 (e,

for each square Q and each ¢ € C;°(Q) satistying |¢gllc < C, [IV@glloo < 1(Q)!
and [|[Aggllec <! (Q)72, where [(Q) denotes the sidelength of the cube Q. Once the sym-
metrization and (2.6) is at our disposal, Tolsa’s machinery applies straighforwardly as was
already explained in [16, Section 2.2].

Second step. Once step 1 is performed, i.e. the comparability between the capacities y,
and y, ,, we complete the proof of the main theorem showing that y,/ , is equivalent to

C%(Z—a),% in Sect. 5.

3 Permutations of the kernels K,
For any three distinct x, y, z € R?, we consider the symmetrization of the kernels K é,n:

Phae,y,2) =KL, (x =) Kl ,(x —2) + K ,(y —x) K}, , (v — 2)

. 4 (3.7
+ Kgn(z —x) Ky (= ).
We prove that the permutations pfx,n(x, v,z),n € Nand 0 < a < 1 behave like the
inverse of the largest side of the triangle determined by the points x, y, z to the power 2c.
We also prove a comparability result of the permutations with Menger curvature when o = 1
which is essential in order to extend the rectifiabilty results from [3]. It is an interesting fact
that our proofs also depend on Heron’s formula of Euclidean geometry. In order to enhance
readability we chose to include the rather lengthy proofs of the following propositions in an
“Appendix”.

Proposition 3.1 Let0 < o < 1 and x, y, z be three distinct points in R?. For 1 < i < d we
have
B(n,d,a)

An,d, o) M?" By >
Pon\ X, ¥, 2) = — =~
’ L(x,y, z)%

L(x,y,z)%t2n = o8

where M; = max{|y; — x;i|, |zi — yil, |zi — xil}, L(x, y, z) denotes the length of the largest
side of the triangle determined by the three points x, y, z and A(n, d, o), B(a, n) are some
positive constants depending only on d, o, n.
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440 V. Chousionis, L. Prat

We also consider

d
Pan(X.3.2) = D pl,(x.y.2). 3.9)
i=1

Proposition 3.1 allows us to prove the following:

Corollary 3.2 Let 0 < a < 1 and x, v, z be three distinct points in R?. Then the following

holds
An,d, o) B(n,d, )

——— =< X, V,0) X ——m——
L(x,y, o0 = Pont® 30 = 77

where L(x, y, 7) denotes the length of the largest side of the triangle determined by the three
points x,y,z and A(n,d, o), B(n,d, a) are some positive constants depending on n, and
n, d, a respectively.

Proof Forl <i <d set M; = max{|y; —x;|, |zi — yil, |zi —x;i|}. Without loss of generality
assume that M| = max{M; : 1 <i < d}. Then M is comparableto L(x, y, z). The corollary
follows from Proposition 3.1. O

For any two distinct points x1, xo € R? we denote by L, x, the line which contains them
and for any two lines L and L, we denote by (L1, L») the smallest angle between L and
Lo.

Proposition 3.3 For any three distinct points x, y, z € Rlandi=1,...,d,
6)) p‘i,n(x, v, 2z) > 0 and vanishes if and only if x, y, z are collinear or the three points lie
on a (d — 1)-hypersurface perpendicular to the i axis, that is x; = y; = z;.
() IfV; ={x; =0} and £(V;, Ly ) + £(V;, Ly ;) + £(V;, Ly ;) = 6 > 0O, then
> P y.2) = Clo)e(x, y, 20
i#]
4 Growth conditions and localization

4.1 Growth conditions

Recall that for a compactly supported distribution 7" with bounded Cauchy potential

| 1 —
T, =T, —=*0 =|{—=x*T,0
= i) = 2 )
2 e e
—||= * 1 — || = * ,
Tz 00 (pQL(Q)_n b4 00

whenever ¢ satisfies [[dgg |l 1oy < ().

We want to deduce a similar growth condition for the case of having bounded T * K (’1 >
i = 1,2, potentials. This is crucial in obtaining the localization result in Lemma 4.4. The
above written argument is based on the fact that one can recover f using the formula f =
(1/m)d f * 1/z. Therefore, we need an analogous reproduction formula for the kernels K (i’n,
i =1,2.In[22] (Lemma 3.1) a reproduction formula for x; /|x|'**, 0 < o < 1, in R? was
found. In our current setting, the kernels depend on n € N hence the arguments are more

technically involved.
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Lemma 4.1 If a function f has continuous derivatives up to order two, then it is repre-
sentable in the form

Fx) = (@1 * K1)(x) + (92 % K2)(x), x € R%, (4.10)
where fori = 1,2,

Xi
|x|3_"‘

= (cAf + S (Af)) % ——,

@i = Si(Af) * M

for some constant ¢ and Calderon—-Zygmund operators Sy and S5.

Once Lemma 4.1 is available, we obtain the desired growth condition for our compactly
supported distribution 7" with bounded potentials K, , * T, i = 1, 2:

1 1
KT, o)l = ’<T K1 % S1(Ad19g) ¥ ——— + Ko * $2(Ad2pp) * 7>

|x|1_°‘ |x|1_°‘
2
=2

. 1
<Si(K(l¥’n * T), A8i(pQ * 7>

1—
p x| 4.11)
2
< ’S(Ki *T)H HAM o
< ClQ)",
whenever ¢ satisfies the conditions
1
HA(‘)iq)Q * <I1(Q)¥, fori=1,2. (4.12)
|x| o HI(RZ)

Observe that the penultimate inequality in (4.11) comes from the fact that Calder6n—
Zygmund operators send L> to BMO. Recall that a function f € H'(R?) if and only if
f e Ll(Rz) and all its Riesz transforms R, 1 < j < 2, (the Calderén—Zygmund operators
with Fourier multiplier £;/|£]) are also in L' (R?). The norm of H'(R?) is defined as

2
1/ @y = 1F @y + D0 IR (Dl @)

j=1
We now formulate a definition. We say that a distribution 7" has growth « provided that

T,
Gy(T) = sup m < 00,

oo (D)

where the supremum is taken over all 9o € C{°(Q) satisfying the normalization inequalities
(4.12) (see also [17] and [24], for similar conditions). The normalization in the H' norm
is the right condition to impose, as will become clear later on. Recall that a positive Radon
measure has growth o provided w(B(x,r)) < Cr?, for x € RZ and r > 0. For positive
Radon measures p in R? the preceding notion of o growth is equivalent to the usual one.

Notice that from (4.11), if 7' is a compactly supported distribution with bounded potentials
K1 % T and K7 * T, then T has growth «.

For the proof of Lemma 4.1 we need to compute the Fourier transform of the kernels
K(’;[yn(x) = x?"71/|x|2”_1+°‘, 1<i<2,neN0<a<1(see Lemma 12 in [4] for the
case o = 1).
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442 V. Chousionis, L. Prat

Lemmad.2 Forl1 <i <2 neNand0<a <1,
— é:
K, (&) = CEprria p&1, &),
for some homogeneous polynomial p (&1, &) of degree 2n — 2 with no non-vanishing zeros
and some positive constant ¢ := c(a, n).
To prove Lemma 4.2, the following identity is vital.

Lemmad4.3 Forn e Nand0 <l <n—1,

Ii(—l)k(] —)B - Ck—l-o)  (-aa@+2)(@+4)...(@+20-1)
pot =k Qk - (I +1—-k)! 2n=1=1 (2] 4+ 1)! ’

Proof Consider the polynomial

I+1

1-a0)B—a)...2k—1—a)
—¥ . 4.13
pl@) = kz;( T k= D d+ 1=k (4.13)
It follows immediately that « = 1 is a root of p. In the following we will show that
0,-2,—-4,...,—2( — 1) arealsoroots of p. For j =0,1,...,1—1
I+1 . . .
. A4+2)B+2j)...2k—14+2j)
—2/)="> (=1
P(=2J) k;( S k= DR 1=k,
B ’i‘:( 2k +2j)!
T13...2j-1) — D=k 41— k)25 (k + j)!

I+1 .
2kk 4+ 1)... 2k +2))
= ])2n+] Z( k

(k+ NI+ 1—k)!

1
3...(2j — )onti
'lil:(_l)sz“k~(k+l)...(k+j) Qk+1DQk+3)...2k+2j—1)
G=Dk-k+1)...k+)HA+1—k)! '

Hence
I+1 .
. (2k+1)(2k+3) Rk+2j-1)
p(=2j) = ; Z( !
1- ( —1)2n= - DA+ 1-k)!
B ’ii (— Dkl
o ( —1)2n-1 (k—l)'(l+1—k)!
- 1)2n117 — (k=D!(+1-k)
Therefore in order to prove that —2j, j = 0, ...,[ — 1 are roots of p it suffices to show that

% DR i (1" on + 1)
k:l(k—l)!(l—l—l—k)!_ = ml (1 —m)! a
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fori =0,..., j. This will follow immediately if we show that for any [ > 1
l .
— 1"t
L (“.14)
m! (I —m)!
m=0

fori =0,..., j. We will prove (4.14) by induction. For i = 0 we have that for any / > 1

1 1

"1 ! m_ (=D
mzz;)m!(l—m)!_l!';(m)(_l) = =0

We will now assume that for any / > 1

/ mo i
Zuzo (4.15)

mzom!(l—m)!
fori =0,...,j — 1. Then by (4.15),
Z[: )mmj B Z[: (_Dmmj—]
Ld—m)! (m =D —m)!
( 1)N+1(1+N)] 1
N!'({l—1—-N)!

1( 1)N+IZ (')Ni

N!(l—l—N)!

I it
T ( ) N!'(I—1—N)!

N=0

Hence we have shown that
pla) =CU)(1 —a)a(a+2)- - (a+2(0 —1)).

Plugging this into (4.13) we see that —C (/) is the coefficient of the greatest degree monomial
of the polynomial in (4.13), that is,

(_1)l+1(_1)/+1 21+1

C(l) = —coefficient of o/ 7! = — - _ .
(21 + 1)t 2n=i=t 2021 + 1)!

Proof of lemma 4.2 Without loss of generality fix i = 1. Notice that for some constant c,
a(s) =c 812}1—1 |$ |2n—3+tx.
To compute 812”71 |x|ﬂ, for = 2n — 3 4+ «, we will use the following formula from [13]:

n—1 I 19 2n—1—k
LOVEn = 575 ALG) (?37) En(r),

k=0
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444 V. Chousionis, L. Prat

where r = |x| and L(x) = xl” !, First notice that for 0 < k < n — 1, we have

A1) = (2n2k )(Zk)' 2n-2k—1

and one can check that

1 a m
(f—) PP = BB —2)- - (B —2m + 2P,
ror
Therefore for E, = |x|# and 8 = 2n — 3 + «,
n—1
_ 2n—1Y\ 2k)! 5, 9 o
o xlf =Z( o ) 2kk|x12" UGB —2) .. (B —2(2n—1—k)42)rF2Cn=1=h)
k=0 '
X1

= W(Qn —DIBB=2)---(B—-2(n—-2)

n—1 x2(n7k71)|x|2]<

1 - - - .« — — _
'g(zn—l—zk)!zkk!(ﬂ_z(zn 2—(n— 1)) (B—2Qn—2-k))

nel kel Ix 2

—CR |2”+1 ‘ Z(‘3(2;11—1_2/0! 2O (20 ).

Therefore

n—

_ k—
a2 x|f = C(n)| |2n+1 aZa xR 2k (4.16)

where
n—k(l —a)B3—a)---2n—k)—1—w)

= (~1
a = (=1) n —1—2k)! 25 k!

We claim that the homogeneous polynomial of degree 2n — 2 in (4.16), namely,

n—1
Pl xg) = D apx; "D e, .17)

has negative coefficients. Notice that

n—1 n—1 k

2(n—k+j— 2(k—j
p() = za F0KD (24 2 —Zzak() 2=kt =1) k=)

k=0 j=0

1
= szlxlzlxzz(”_]_[),
1=0
where forO </ <n—1,
1+1 1+1 k
—k D0 —-a)B—a)---2k—1—)
by = Zan k ZZ % '
l+1 k k_l(2k—1)!2" I+1-K)!'nm—-1-1)!

Applying now Lemma 4.3, we get that the coefficients by;, 0 < < n — 1, of the polynomial
p are negative. O
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Now we are ready to prove the reproduction formula that will allow as to obtain the
localization result that we need.

Proof of Lemma 4.1 By lemma 4.2, the Fourier transform of (4.10) is

&1 péL&) | & p&.é1)
e g2 TP e

where p is some homogeneous polynomial of degree 2n — 2 with no non-vanishing zeros.
pGé1.62) d
e an
7281, &) =T1(&, &) respectively. Since p is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2n — 2,
it can be decomposed as

f© =a18)

Define the operators Rj, R, associated to the kernels 7(§1, &) =

n—1

PELE) =D pjer E)IE 2,
j=0
with p,; being homogeneous harmonic polynomials of degree 2/ (see [25, Section 3.1.2, p.
69]). Hence, the operators R;, i = 1, 2, can be written as
Qx/lxD)
Rif =cf +pwv ThRE * f, (4.18)

for some constant ¢ and 2 € C* with zero average. Therefore, by [8, Theorem 4.15, p.
82] the operators R;, 1 < i < 2, are invertible operators and the inverse operators, say

Si have the same form as R;. This means that the operators S;, i = 1,2,, with kernels
2n—2
5181,8) = % and 53 (&1, &) = 51(&2, &1) respectively, can be written as in (4.18).
P&1,82
Finally, setting
oi = Si(Af) * P
fori = 1, 2, finishes the proof of the Lemma. ]

4.2 Localization

In what follows, given a square Q, ¢ will denote an infinitely differentiable function sup-
ported on Q and such that [|¢g e < C. [Veglleo <1(Q)~" and [[Aggllee < 1(Q)72%.

The localization lemma presented in the following is an extension of Lemma 14 in [4] for
O<a<l.

Lemma 4.4 Let T be a compactly supported distribution in R? with growth o, 0 < a <
1, such that (xizn_]/lxlz”’lﬂ‘) x T € L®(R?) for somen € Nand 1 < i < 2. Then
P x P k0 € LO(R?) and

2n 1
<
- | 2n I+a *T

The next lemma states a sufficient condition for a test function to satisfy the normalization
conditions in (4.12).

xi2n—1 .
|x|2n—1+cx *¥o

+ Ga(T)),

Sfor some positive constant C.
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Lemma 4.5 Let fq be atest function supported on a square Q, satisfying ||Afoll 110y < C.
Then,

HM,@ % <I(Q)*, fori=1,2.

|X|]_a HI(RZ)

Proof of Lemma 4.5 We have to show that fori =1, 2,

=UQ)" (4.19)

Ad; fo x ——
‘ e yTma LI(R2)

and

<lQ)¥, j=1.2 (4.20)
L1(R2)

‘R/(Aa fo)*x ——

||lo¢

where R, j = 1,2, is the j-th component of the Riesz operator with kernel x; /|x 13

HAB fQ*

HAa fQ *

HAE) fQ*

el ey [l PATEP [El PRy

= A+ B.

We estimate first the term A. By taking one derivative from f to the kernel, using Fubini
and the fact that [[Afpll; 1 < C, we obtain

/ / |AfQ(JZC)|d dy < CI(0)".
L'20) o lx =yl

To estimate term B we bring the Laplacian from fy to the kernel |x]%~! and then use
Fubini, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and a well known inequality of Maz’ya, [18, 1.1.4,
p. 15], and [18, 1.2.2, p. 24] , stating that ||V fo|l2 < C|[Afg|1. Hence,

&
<C/ / ifo®l 4,
L' (20)%) oy Jo |x =yl

< C Vol Q™ < C IV foll2 (O < C Q)

the last inequality coming from the hypothesis [|Afpll,1 < C. This finishes the proof of
(4.19). To prove (4.20), we remark that,

A0; *
H Te |x|‘a

HAaifQ

x|

: 1
ol = 421)

— X
P e T e

for some constant c¢. This can be seen by computing the Fourier transform of the above
kernels. Using this fact, we obtain that

1

X
R;j(A0; fo) ¥ —— :HAa.f oL e
H e x |1 L1(R2) e |x|3 |x |1 L1 (R2)
x] o
=c ||Ad; fo* —5— < Cl(Q)",
|x| o LI(RZ)

where the last integral can be estimated in an analogous way as (4.19). This finishes the proof
of (4.20) and the lemma. O

For the proof of Lemma 4.4 we need the following preliminary lemma.
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Lemma 4.6 Let T be a compactly supported distribution in R* with growth . Then, for
each coordinate i, the distribution (x2” ! x|ty oT is an integrable function in the
interior Of 70 and

2n—1
/ (|x|2”1+0‘ *fﬂQT) »

where C is a positive constant.

dy < C Go(T) 1(Q)?,

For o = 1 the proof Lemma 4.6 can be found in [4]. In R forn =1and 0 < a < d, the
proof is given in [24]. Although the scheme of our proof is the same as in the papers cited
above, several difficulties arise due to the fact that we are considering more general kernels,
namely kernels involving non-integer indexes « and n € N.

For the rest of the section we will assume, without loss of generality, that i = 1 and we
will write K (x) = x7"~!/|x|?—1+e,

Proof of Lemma 4.6 We will prove that Ky * 9T isin L?(2Q) foreach pin1 < p < 2.
Indeed, fix any ¢ satisfying 2 < g < oo and call p the dual exponent, so that 1 < p < 2.
We need to estimate the action of K * 9T on functions ¢ € C5°(2Q) in terms of ||y |-
We clearly have

(K1 @oT,¥) = (T, po(Ky *¥)).
We claim that, for an appropriate positive constant C, the test function
_voKix¥)
CrQ T IVl
satisfies the normalization inequalities (4.12) in the definition of G, (T). Once this is proved,
by the definition of G(T) we get that [(Ky * ¢oT,¥)| < C l(Q)% IWllg Ga(T), and
therefore || Ky * @ T ||Lr20) < C I(Q)%GQ(T). Hence

1
]7/ [(K1 % @oT)(x)|dx < 16— /I(K1*¢QT)(x)|dx
1701 /50

10|

516(|Q|/ |(K1*§0QT)(X)|pdx)
< CGu(T),

1

which proves Lemma 4.6.
Notice that since A(@g(K1*v)isnotin L! (Q), to prove the claim, we cannot use Lemma
4.5. Therefore we have to check that, fori =1, 2,

Ad; fo * <CLQ)".
‘ O xf— H'(R?)
This is equivalent to checking conditions
2
AB; (po(Ky %)) —— <CUQ) VI, 4.22)
|x| o LI(RZ)
and |
2
HR,'(ABi (Po (K1 %)) % —7— =CUD Vg (4.23)
|X| Ll(]Rz)

fori,j=1,2.
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By Fubini and Holder,
dydz

/Q|(K1*1/f)()7)|d)’§/2Q|‘/f(Z)| PR < Cllyll,l(Q)r 7 (4.24)
In the same way one can obtain
/|(a K1*¢)(y>|dy</2 ¥z )|/ W_cnwnql(@%“*“, i=1,2.
(4.25)

To check (4.22) we compute first the L'-norm in (2Q)¢ by bringing all derivatives to the
kernel |x|*~!, using Fubini and (4.24). Then

1 dxdy
* =C [(K1*¥)(y)] I —
LY(20)°) 0 oy |y — x| (4.26)

!
< ClYl,l(Q)7.

Now we are left to compute the L'-norm in 2Q of the integral in (4.22). For this, we bring
the Laplacian to the kernel |x|*~!. Since for i = 1, 2, we clearly have 9, ((pQ(K1 * 1//))) =
;9o (K1 *¥) +¢00; (K1 * ), adding and substracting some terms to get integrability, we
get

HM" (0o (Ky + )

1

X' L)
SC/ ‘/ (o (¥) — @ (x))(0; Kl*‘/f)(y) ‘

ly —x|3—

HAai (po(K1 %)) *

dx

1
+C/ IgoQ(x)I‘(AB K1*1/1*| = a)(x)

ve V wg(x)(a,mw)(y)dy‘dx
Q c

ly —xpP-

C/ ‘/ 0ipo(y) = dipo () (K1 * ¥)(¥) |

ly —x|3—

(4.27)

e

dx

1
+C/ |31¢Q(X)|‘(AK1*W*| = a)<x>

+C/ ‘/ dipo () (K1 +¥)(y) , y‘dx

ly — x|3—

= A1+ Ay + A3+ Ag + As + Ag,

the last identity being a definition for A;, 1 </ < 6.
The mean value theorem, Fubini and (4.25), give us

A< Cl(Q)_l/ 0K *W)(y)l/ 7dx dy < Cly1,1(Q)7 .
0 20 1y —

2
The same reasoning but using (4.24) instead of (4.25), give us A4 < C||¥]l41(Q) 7.
We deal now with term A;. By Lemma 4.2, taking Fourier transform of the convolution
A0 Ky * Y * one sees that

‘1 a?

—

(A3K1*¢*| |} a)(f): 5i51pG18)

Ve
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Therefore, since the homogeneous polynomial &€ p(&1, &), of degree 2n, has no non-
vanishing zeros, by [8, Theorem4.15,p.82], we obtain that

(AB Ky = )(X) = + cSo(¥)(x),

||]Ot

for some constant ¢ and some smooth homogeneous Calderén—Zygmund operator Sp.

Now using Holder’s inequality and the fact that Calderén—Zygmund operators preserve
L1(R?), 1 < g < oo, we get Ay < CL(Q)YP|[¥]l,-

To estimate A3, notice that ¢ is supported on Q, therefore

Az < C/ / (9o (x) — o (¥)(9; K1 * ¥)(x) y‘
30\0

ly — x[3-«
[(0; K1 *¥) (D)
+C/ |§0Q(X)|/ lg ay dy dx = A3 + Az,
coyx |y —x|

For A3; we use the mean value theorem and argue as in the estimate of A;. We deal now

with Asp: . @l
Az < C/ / 3_a/ S dzdy dx
0J3oyr |y — x| 20 |2 =Yl

e 1
<cl Q)™ ||¢||1// ————dy dx
0Jaoe [y —xI

2 2
< CUQ) Y llgl Q)P LQ ™ = CLQ) P 1],
using Holder’s inequality. To estimate terms As and Ag, one argues in a similar manner, we
leave the details to the reader. This finishes the proof of (4.22).
We are still left with checking that condition (4.23) holds. Notice that by (4.21),
1
1

~Xj
|x|2—or

=c | A (po (K1 %)) *

H Rj(A0; (9o (K1 %)) *
L(R2)

LI(R?)
= B1 + B,

where B; and B, denote the above L! norm in (20Q)¢ and in 20 respectively. To estimate
B; we transfer all derivatives to the kernel x; /|x |22 and argue as in (4.26). The estimate of
B; follows the same reasoning as (4.27). O

For the reader’s convenience, we repeat the main points of the proof of the localization
lemma, for more details see [4].

Proof of Lemma 4.4 Let x € (%Q)C. Since |[(K1 * oT)(x)| = I(Q) *KT,1(Q)*po(y)
Ki(x — y))|, by (4.11) and Lemma 4.5, the required estimate of the L°°—norm of the
function K * ¢ T is equivalent to checking that fo(y) = I[(Q)%¢@o(y)K1(x — y) satisfies
IAfoll1 gy < C. which s easily seen to hold for this case.

Ifx e %Q, the boundedness of ¢ and T * K implies that

[(K1 % @oT)(x)| = [(K1 % @oT)(x) = @o(x) (K1 * T)(X)| + l9g ool K1 * T [l co-

We consider now ¢ € C°°(]R2) such that v = 1in2Q, ¥ = 0in (4Q)°, Vgl < C,
IV¥olloo < CLQ) ™" and [[AYglloe < CI(Q) 2. Set K (y) = K1(x — y). Then,

I(K1 % 9oT)(x) — 9o (x) (K1 * T)(X)| = (T, ¥o(po — 9o (x)KY)|

N (4.28)
+ lloollec (T, (1 = Y0)K7)| = A+ B.
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In fact, for the first term in the right hand side of (4.28) to make sense, one needs to
resort to a standard regularization process, whose details may be found in [17, Lemmal2]
for example.

The estimate of the term A is a consequence of the o —growth of the distribution (see
(4.11)) and Lemma 4.5, because the mean value theorem implies that fo = [(Q)* Yo (¢g —
@0 (x))K7 satisfies || Afplli < C.

We turnnow to B. By Lemma 4.6, there exists a Lebesgue pointof K1 T,xo € Q,such
that [(K1 %Yo T)(x0)| = CGo(T). Then |(K1 (1= 0)T)(x0)| < CUIK1*T [loc+Ga(T)),
which implies

B < CUT, (1 = o) (KT — K{))| + C(IK1 * Tlloo + Ga(T)).
To estimate [(T, (1 — ¥ o) (K} — Kfo))l, we decompose R%\{x} into a union of rings
Nj={zeR*:2U(Q) < lz—x| <2 U(Q)}, jez,
and consider functions ¢; in C5° (R?), with support contained in
Nf={zeR*:27'1(Q) < |z —x| <272 1(Q)}, jeL

such that [[¢;loe < C. [Vg;llee < C 27 1(Q) ™1 [Ap;lloo < C 271 1(Q) 2 and Y ) =
1 on R? \ {x}. Since x € %Q the smallest ring NJ’f‘ that intersects (2Q) is N* ;. Therefore
we have

UT, (1 — Yo) (K} — K{*)| = <T, > @il = Yo) K} — K >

j=-3

IA

<T, > 01— Yo) (KT - Kf0>>

jel
+ D T ¢ (K} — K{).
jeJ

where I denotes the set of indices j > —3 such that the support of ¢; intersects 40 and J
denotes the remaining indices, namely those j > —3 such that ¢; vanishes on 4Q. Notice
that the cardinality of I is bounded by a positive constant.

Set

g=CUQ)* D ¢;(1— o) (Ki — K{°),
jel
and for j € J
g =C2/ 21 1(0)* ¢; (Ki — K\").
We leave it to the reader to verify that the test functions g and g;, j € J, satisfy the
normalization inequalities (4.12) in the definition of G (T") for an appropriate choice of the

(small) constant C (In fact one can check that the condition in Lemma 4.5 holds for these
functions). Once this is available, using the o growth condition of 7 we obtain

(T, (1= o) (KT = Ki™)| < CLQ) [T, &)l + C D 277 /1) (T, g))]
jeJ
<CGo(T)+C D 277 Go(T) < CGu(T),
j==3

which completes the proof of Lemma 4.4. O
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5 Relationship between the capacities y,; and non linear potentials

This section will complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by showing the equivalence between
the capacities y, , and C 2003

For our purposes, the description of Riesz capacities in terms of Wolff potentials is more
useful than the definition of Cy,, in (1.2). The Wolif potential of a positive Radon measure

w is defined by
o0 q—1
W p(BG. )\ dr )
Wi, () —/0 (7’,27”7 p x e R,

The Wolff Energy of u is

Eep() = [ Wy 00du).
R2
A well known theorem of Wolff (see [2], Theorem 4.5.4, p. 110) asserts that

C~'sup < Cs,p(E) < Csup

1
— < < —, (5.29)
w Esp(E)P w Esp(E)P

the supremum taken over the probability measures p supported on E. Here C stands for a
positive constant depending only on s, p and the dimension.
To understand the relationship between the capacities ¥, and non linear potentials, we
need to recall the characterization of these capacities in terms of the symmetrization method.
Let u be a positive measure and 0 < « < 1. For x € R? set,

Pe (W) = // Pan(x, ¥, 2dpu(y)du(z),
w(B(x,r))

re

M ju(x) = sup

r>0

and

Uk, (x) = Map(x) + pg, (1) (x).

We denote the energy associated to this last potential by
Ean(p) = /2 Ugn ()d u(x).
R

Notice that Corollary 3.2 states that for any n € N, given three distinct points x, y, z € R?,
pi(x,y,27) & pl(x,y,z). Hence, for any n € N

Sa,n(,u) ~ got,l (M) (530)

Recall from [16, Lemma 4.1], that for a compact set K C RZand0 <o < 1,

1
(K) ~ sup —,
Yart W Eart ()

the supremum taken over the probability measures p supported on K. Adapting the proof
of Lemma 4.1 in [16] to our situation [using the reproduction formula from Lemma 4.1 and
(4.11)], we get that

vy (K) ~ sup ———,
at W Ean(10)
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where the supremum is taken over the probability measures p supported on K.
The explanation given in Step 1 of Sect. 2 implies that

Vo (K) % g (K),

hence we deduce that

y(K) ~ su .
¢ /Lp Eu,1 ()

Lemma 4.2 in [16] shows that for any positive Radon measure p, the energies &,,1 () and
E 20-).3 (w) are comparable. Now, Wolff’s inequality (5.29), with s = 2(2 — «)/3 and
p = 3/2, (see the proof of the main Theorem in [16, p.221]) finishes the proof of Theorem
1.1.

6 Rectifiability and L2-boundedness of T},
Recalling (3.7) and (3.9) for any Borel measure . we define

Pra(pn) = /// PLa(x,y, Ddu(x)du(y)du(z). (6.31)

The following lemma relates the finiteness of pj , to the L?(u)-boundedness of the operator
T,

Lemma 6.1 Let i1 be a continuous positive Radon measure in RY with linear growth. If the
operator Ty, is bounded in L* (1) then there exists a constant C such that for any ball B,

///33 p(x,y, 2)du(x)du(y)du(z) < Cdiam(B).

The proof of Lemma 6.1 can be found in [14, Lemma 2.1]. There it is stated and proved
for the Cauchy transform but the proof is identical in our case. When py ,(x, y, z) is replaced
by the square of the Menger curvature c(x, y, z), recall (1.3) and (1.4), the triple integral in
(6.31) is called the curvature of i and is denoted by 2 (w). A famous theorem of David and
Léger [12], which was also one of the cornerstones in the proof of Vitushkin’s conjecture by
David in [5], states that if E C R has finite length and c2(H'|E) < oo then E is rectifiable.
Here we obtain the following generalization of the David-Leger Theorem.

Theorem 6.2 Let E C RY be a Borel set such that 0 < H(E) < 0o and [)1,,1(7—(l LE) < oo,
then the set E is rectifiable.

Remarks about the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 6.2 We first note that statement (1) of Theo-
rem 1.2 follows immediately from Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 6.2. Theorem 6.2 was earlier
proved in [3] for d = 2. We stress that the constraint d = 2 in [3, Theorem 1.2(i)] is essen-
tially used in the proofs of [3, Proposition 2.1] and [3, Lemma 2.3] which only go through
in the plane. Nevertheless in no other instance the arguments in [3] depend on the ambient
space being 2-dimensional. Proposition 3.3 bypasses this issue by using completely different
reasoning, and generalizes [3, Proposition 2.1] and [3, Lemma 2.3] in Euclidean spaces of
arbitrary dimension. Furthermore it removes the assumption of the triangles with comparable
sides which was also essential in the proofs of [3, Proposition2.1] and [3, Lemma 2.3]. With
Proposition 3.3 at our disposal we obtain (i) by following the arguments from [3, Sections
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3-7] without any changes. In several cases in [3, Sections 3—6] there are references to several
components from [12] but this does not create any problem, since the proof in [12] holds for
any RY.

The proof of (ii) from Theorem 1.2 follows, as in (i), by Proposition 3.3 and [3, Section
8], as the arguments there do not depend on the dimension of the ambient space.

Acknowledgments We would like to thank Joan Mateu and Xavier Tolsa for valuable conversations during
the preparation of this paper.

Appendix 1: Proofs of Propositions 3.1 and 3.3

For simplicity we let n odd. Then for 0 < « <1

n

. X.
Kan() = g ¥ =(x1xa) € R\{0}.

Proof of Proposition 3.1 Writea =y —x and b = z — y; then a + b = z — x. Without loss
of generality we can assume that |a| < |b| < |a + b|. A simple computation yields

Plyn(x,¥.2)
=Ko, =KL, (x —2) + K., 0 —x) K, ,,(y —2) + Kb ,(z = x) K, ,(z — )
=K} (=a) K., ,(—a — b) + K., ,(a) K, ,(—=b) + K., ,(a + b) K., ,,(b)
=K. ,(a+b)K}, (@) + K. ,(a+ DK, b — K, (@KL,
. (a; + b,»)”al’.’|b|”+"‘ + (a; + bi)”bf‘|a|"+0‘ - al."blf‘la + bt
|a|"+°‘|b|"+°‘|a + b|n+a :

(1.32)
If a;b; = 0 the proof is immediate. Take for example a; = 0. Then we trivially obtain

b} M3
! ~ ! . 1.33
b|"tla + bl L(x, y, z)%+2n (139

Pf;,,n(x, y,z) =

To prove the upper bound inequality in (3.8) we distinguish two cases.
Case a;b; > 0 : Without loss of generality assume a; > 0 and b; > 0. In case ¢; < 0 and
b,’ < 0,

(@i + b)) D" + (a; + b)"b || — b la + b|
= (il + 1B )" i " 16" + (la | + by 1)" b @™ = |a;|" |bi "] + b|"*

and thus it can be reduced to the case where both coordinates are positive.
Notice that since |a| < |b| < la 4+ b|,a; < |a|and 0 < @ < 1,

(ai +b)"b} (@ + bi)"[b]"T* — bl|a + b|"+*)
|b|n+a|a +b|n+<x |a|n+a|b|n+a|a +b|n+<x
1 (a; + b;))" — b?
<
~b*la+b|*  lal*|a + b"

Phax.y,2) =
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k— —k

_ ! af Yo (e ~bf
~ 1bl%la + 61" al® |b|+e
o1 = @lal b
~ |bl%la + bI* |b|+e

n—o
- 1 Bm)[b"™ _ B(n,a),
~ 1b[*la +D|* bl 7 Ja + b|>

where the last inequality comes from |a+b| < 2|b|, which follows from the triangle inequality
and the fact that |a| < |b|.

Case a;b; < 0 : Without loss of generality we can assume that ¢; < 0, b; > 0 and
b; < |a;|, the other cases follow analogously by interchanging the roles of a; and b;.

(ai| = bi)"a;|"|bI"™* — (la;| — b))" b} |a|"** + |a;|"b}'|a + b|" T
|a|”+0‘|b|"+°‘|a +b|n+a

_ (ail = bi)"|ai|" |bI" 4 |a;|" b |a + b|"

- |a|n+ot|b|n+ot|a +b|n+o¢

_ la|* (|b|"** + |a + b|"t*) | 1 n 1
|a|n+a|b|n+o¢|a + b|n+o¢ - la + b|n+a |b|n+o¢
220{ +1

< — .

~ la + b|

Pln(x.y.2) =

since by < |a1],0 < |a1| — b1 < |a1] < |al and |a| < [D| < |a + b|.

We now prove the lower bound estimate in (3.8).

Case a;b; > 0 : As explained in the proof of the upper bound inequality the proof can be
reduced to the case when a; > 0 and b; > 0. Setting t = |b|/|a| in (1.32) and noticing that
la+bl|/la] <141t we get

al'(a; +b)" " = blal' (140" + bl (a; + bi)" fi(®

|b|"+e|a + b|nte T b|rtea 4 p|rte
(1.34)

Py, 2)>

Then it readily follows that the unique zero of

) =al(n+a)" T Na; +b)" — b+ 1)

1
= - > 0.
; wFaT
(%+ 1) —1
Moreover f attains its minimum at #* because f{(0) = —(n+a)a]'b! and lim;_, o, f{(t) =

im0 (b7 + ;)" — b1~ = to0.
We first consider the case when t* > 1. Then we deduce that

a; nta—1
O<b—<2 o —1<1, (1.35)

i

the last inequality coming from o < 1. Therefore a; < b;. Setting s = a; /b; we obtain

fl (t) — b,'zn (Sn(l +s)ntil+a _ sn(l + t)n+a + (S + l)n)
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and it follows easily that

fl(t*)=b?”(1+s)"(1— S )
((s + 1)n+e=T — 1)n+a_1

A direct computation shows that the function

n

s
g16s) =1~— N n+o—1
((s )T — 1)
is decreasing. Then, by (1.35), g attains its minimum at s = 2"5= _ 1. Therefore
* 2n el " 2n
Aoz iey =07 (1= (2557 =1)) =0 a1 0 (1.36)

and sincea < 1, Aj(n,a) > 0.
We now consider the case when * < 1 and notice that as r > 1 we have fi(t) > f1(1).
As before for s = min{a;, b;}/ max{a;, b;}

fi@) = fi(1) = af (@i +b)" — a]'b}2" + b} (a; + b;)"

= (a; + b;)"(max{a;, b;})" (Sn — ( 5 ) e 1) (1.37)
s+ 1
= (a; + b;)" (max{a;, b;})" g2(s).

It follows easily that the only non-zero root of

gh(s) = ns™ 11 = ﬂ
2 (1 4 syl

n+a
S* = ZVH»I — 1.

Since o € (0, 1), then 2"%71 — 1 < s* < 1. Furthermore notice that gé(ZW%1 -1)<0
and g5 (1) > 0. Hence g» attains its minimum at s*. Therefore
n+a n 211+a
2 = g6% = (25 —1) (1= Sy )+
27 (1.38)

—1- (2% - 1)"“ = Ay(n,a) > 0,

the positivity of the constant A;(n, ) coming from inequality « < 1. Therefore (1.34)
together with (1.36), (1.37) and (1.38) imply that
, M
l 1
PanX,¥,2) = An, a)m, (1.39)

for some positive constant A(n, o). Hence we have finished the proof when a; b; > 0.
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Case a; bj < 0 : Setting t = |b|/|a| and using (1.34) we get that

1

pyrala g ppre (@ @ BT = Blal (L4 0" + b @ + b))

p(i,n(xay7 Z) =

> W(G?(ai +bi)nt”+a — bl,-la;ltn-i_a + b?(ai + bi)n)

_ f2(t)

: |b|”+°’|a—|—b|”+°"

(1.40)
Notice that f, is an increasing function because a? + a;b; > a;b; and n is odd:
g i
£ = 4" @l @ + b)" — a'b) =(n + )" (@F 4 aibi)" — a'bY) > 0.
Therefore since t > 1 we have that
f0) = (1) = (af +b})(a; +b)" —bja;.

We assume that |b;| > |a;|, the case where |b;| < |a;| can be treated in the exact same
manner. We first consider the case where a; > 0 and b; < 0. Let

h(r) = (r = 1biD)" (" = [bi|") + r"1bil".

Then
W@y =n(r—bD)" " = 16" + "N = i )" + 16:[") .
Notice that
' (Ibi/2) = 0.
Furthermore

K (r) > 0for |b;|/2 <7 < |b;].

To see this notice that since 0 < |b;| — r < r, then (|b;| — r)"~! < r"~! Therefore since
P — b <0
W (r) > nG" N0 = [bil") 4 7" = 15D+ [Bi]") = "G = (bl = 1)) > 0.
With an identical argument one sees that 2’ (r) < 0for0 < r < |b;|/2. Hence it follows that,
for 0 < r < |b;|,
|bi [

h(r) z h(1bil/2) = —

|2n

P~ and by (1.40)

Since a; € (0, |b;|] we get that f>(1) >
. 20 M2
I —n 1 1
pw,n(x’ Vs Z) =2 |b|"+°‘|a +b|”+°‘ = A3(n)L(x’ Y, Z)2n+2a : (1'41)

The case where a; < 0 and b; > 0 is very similar. In this case instead of the function h
we consider the function [(r) = (r + b;)" (+" + b)) — r"b} for —|b;|/2 < x < 0 and we
show that in that range,

1(r) = [(~1bi]/2) = b /2".
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Therefore as a; € [—|b;], 0), f>(1) > "’211 and we obtain from (1.40)

2n 2n
P::z,n(xJ’»Z) = 2_’1W = A3(”)W~ (1.42)
Therefore the proof of the lower bound follows by (1.39), (1.41) and (1.42). O

Remark 1 Notice that in the proof of the lower bound inequality when a;b; < 0, we do not
make use of the fact that « < 1. Therefore (1.41) and (1.42) remain valid in the case where
oa=1.

Proof of Proposition 3.3 For simplicity we let p’i,n = p,’; fori =1,...,d.Leta =y —
x,b = z —ythena+ b = z — x and without loss of generality we can assume that
la] < |b| < |a+ b] = 1.1Incase x; = y; = z;, then trivially by (1.32), pil(x, v,z) = 0.
Hence we can assume that a¢; # 0 or b; # 0 and, by (1.32), for « = 1, assuming without
loss of generality that b; # 0, we get

A\ n
i (a; +bi)nb;1 ((%) |b|n+1 + |a|n+1 _ (a,vilb,-)")
Pp(x,y,2) = la|n 1| p|n+]

(1.43)

If the points x, y, z are collinear then the initial assumption |a| < |b| < |a + b| implies
that |a| + |b| = |a + b|. Furthermore b = Xa for some A # 0. We provide the details in the
case when A > 0 as the remaining case is identical. We have by (1.43)

(a; + ra;))"M'a” ((l)" k”+l|a|n+l + |a|n+1 _ (L)H)
] 1 i A T+x

ph(x,y,2) =

|a|n+l|b|n+l
a?" " (14 Mlah™™ —1)
- |a|"+1|b|”+]
aZn n
= tapreppet (A Mlal =D Z((l +Mlal)’ =0
j=0

because (1 + A)|a| — 1 = |a| +|b] — 1 =0.

We will now turn our attention to the case when the points x, y, z are not collinear. We
will consider several cases.

Case a;b; > 0. As in the proof of Proposition 3.8 we only have to consider the case when
a;, b; > 0. We first consider the subcase 0 < |a| < |b| < |a + b| = 1.

Setting w = a; /b; in (1.43) we get

; (aj + b))"b!
Pp(x,y,2) = Wf( w)
with

1 —n
f(w) — wn|b|n+1 + |a|n+1 _ (1 4 7) .
w

Notice that the only non-vanishing admissible root of the equation

f’(w) — nw”il |b|n+l o ( 1 )n—H =0
| w+ 1
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is w = |b|~! — 1. Furthermore it follows easily that

lim f(w)=la/""'>0 and lim f(w)=—4oc0
w—0t w—>—+00

hence f : (0, 00) — R attains its minimum at || ~' — 1. After a direct computation we get
that

FUbI™ = 1) = Ja" T — (1 — "t

We can now write,

1—1b n+1
|a|n+1 ( |b|)n+1 |a|n+l (1 _ ( |a|| |) )

(S5 s (52

Therefore

(a;i +b;)"b! 1— b1/
Pn(x y,2) > W| | (|a|—1+|b|)2( la| ) . (1.44)

Recall that, by Heron’s formula, the area of the triangle determined by x, y, z € RY is
given by

1 a+bl2+lal — b2\
area(Tx,y’Z)z2\/|a+b|2|a|2_(| | 2| [< — 1D ) 7

wherea =y —x,b=z—yanda + b =z — x. Hence

16area(Ty.y;)* = (2la + bllal — (la + b|]* + |a|?
—[b1*))2la + bllal + |a + b* + |al* — |b]?).

Plugging this identity into Menger’s curvature formula we get

16 area(7, 2
CZ(X, v,2) = (Txy.2)

la2[b2|a + b|?
(2la + bl|b| — |a + b|* — |al* + |b|*)(2]a + bl|b| + |a + b|* + |al* — |b]?)
B lalP[b2la + bJ2
(b2 = (la + b — laD>((la| + |a + b2 — [b[?)
B la2|b2|a + b|?
_ (bl=la+bl+laD)(b|+la+b|—lal)(lal +|a+b|—[b) (Ib] +|a-+b|+al)
|al2|b[2|a+b|?

and since we are assuming |a + b| = 1,

(16l + lal = D(b[ + 1 — laD(al + 1 — [PD(IbI + 1 + |a).

2
cly o= PR

(1.45)

@ Springer



Some Calder6n—Zygmund kernels and their relations to Wolff... 459

By (1.44) and (1.45) we get that

(ai + bi)"b} la|"|a|*|b|*
p”(x Y Z) — n+1 n+1
lal" bt (161 + 1 = laD(al + 1 = [bD(Ib] + 1 + |al])

Z(l_|b|) A, y,2) = b lalle A(x,y.2)
=\ T b (bl +1—=laD (Jal+ 1= bD (bl + 1+ a) - T
the last inequality coming from a; + b; > b; and the fact that the sum above is > 1. Using the
triangle inequality, 1 = |a + b| < |a| + |b|, and the fact that 1 = |a + b| < 2|b|, we obtain
2n 2n

phx,y,2) > bi A(x, y,2) > c(n)
" - 120p|" - |b|2"

To complete the proof in case a;b; > 0, we are left with the situation |b| = |a + b| = 1.
By (1.43)

c (x, ¥, 2).

n n
(ai + b)"b! ((%) + |a|"te — (aib) )
. _ i 1 1 . . 2,
Pp(x,y,2) = e > (ai +b)"b} = b,

n n
ai ] ai ai
because b > aih and thus (b,-) > (a,-+b,-) . Hence
2n 2n

5 lbl 7 2 ot
|b]=" |b]="

Case a;b; < 0. It follows from Remark 1 [see (1.42) with @ = 1].

Case a; b; = 0. Since we have assumed that b # 0 we have that ; = 0 and by (1.33),
with @ = 1, we are done.

Therefore we have shown that whenever x, y, z are not collinear and they do not lie in the
hyperplane x; = y; = z;, then pil (x,y,z) > 0. This finishes the proof of (i). Furthermore,
we have shown that if this is the case, then

Phx,y.2) = A, y,2).

2n

Ph(x,y.2) = C(n) A(x,y,2). (1.46)

| b|2"
For the proof of (ii) notice that since £(V;, Ly ;) > 6 there exists some coordinate iy # j
such that

1big| = 1yip — zigl = C(B0)|y — z| = C(6o)1b],
hence (ii) follows by (1.46). O
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