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1. Introduction

Classical Holder spaces and their applications are well known, we refer the reader to [1-4] and
references therein. There has been increasing interest in the theory of the so-called non-standard spaces
during last decades, see the monograph [S5] and the references given there. In this paper, we study
function spaces of Holder type, defined by means of the Bari—Stechkin class (BSC for short), that are
harmonic in the half-space. Almost monotonic functions satisfying conditions (2.1) and (2.2) were
studied in conjunction with Lozinskii condition in the foundational paper [6]. The BSC, as well as its
modifications and generalizations, proved to be essential in the study of mapping properties of some
operators in spaces of continuous functions with prescribed behavior of the modulus of continuity
and in the theory of Fredholm solvability of singular integral equations with piecewise continuous
coefficients, see [5] and references therein. Use of functions in the BSC, instead of just power functions,
allows us to generalize Holder spaces. This generalization can be used in rough path theory and its
connection with Brownian motion, in the study of boundary value problems for partial differential
equations with different behavior in the boundary, among others.

Fractional calculus, although a quite old topic going back to Euler, Laplace, Abel, Liouville to
name a few, is gaining popularity and has attracted attention in many academic fields due to its wide
applicability. For an encyclopedic treatment of fractional calculus, up to the 1990s, we refer the reader
to [7]. We are interested in the Djrbashian generalized fractional operator, which is a half-plane analog
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of the generalized Hadamard operator L of M.M. Djrbashian, see [7] 344-346, 432, 435.
Recall that, loosely speaking, Taibleson’s theorem for Holder spaces asserts that

feARY) & [10y(Py * Pl ¥

In this short note, we investigate the validity of a Taibleson type theorem for a generalized Holder
space and with the partial differentiation replaced by Djrbashian’s generalized fractional operator.

2. Preliminaries

A non-negative function w : I — [0, o), defined on a real interval I, is called almost increasing
if there is a constant C > 1 such that w(?) < Cw(s) for all ¢, s € I with t < s. The notion of almost
decreasing is similarly defined.

Definition 2.1. The Bari-Stechkin class, denoted by €, is defined as the set of functions y : [0, c0) —
[0, 00) with the property that there exists a number 6y > 0 for which the following conditions hold:

(1) y(0) = 0 and y(t) is continuous at t = 0;
(2) vy is almost increasing on [0, 6y];
(3) @ is almost decreasing on t € [0, 6¢];

(4) there exists a constant C such that for all t € [0, d¢]

fo )L;C)dx<C@, 2.1)
¢ X t

where C does not depend on t; and

(5) there exists a constant C such that for all t € [0, 6],

[ YD 4 < oy, 22)
0 X

where C does not depend on t.

It should be pointed out that the most relevant behavior of the functions above is near zero. However,
we need to do some estimations on [y, o). Thus, everywhere in this paper, we assume that y(x)/x* €
L'([8y, o)), without loosing the generality of the results.

Definition 2.2. We introduce the generalized Holder space A, (R"), ¥ € Q, as the set of functions
f € L*(R") such that, for any x € R" and all sufficient small |t| (t € R"), we have

1f(x+1) = fD)lleo < Cy(lt]), (2.3)

with C independent of x and t. The semi-norm and norm are introduced as

fllen. = sup L&D = OOl
#,My() >0 ')/(ltl) s

I/ A, @y = 1 A, @y + 11 1leo-
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The method of proof of the classical Taibleson theorem (see Proposition 7 and Lemma 4 in [11])
carries over, with corresponding modifications, to the generalized Holder spaces as stated in Theorem
2.1. We leave the reader to check the details.

Theorem 2.1. Let f € L*(R") and y € Q. Then the following results are equivalent:
(1) f € Ayoy(R");

(2) there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all sufficiently smally > 0, we have ||0yu(x, y)llc < C
and

.
y 9

(3) there exists a constant C > O such that, for all sufficiently small y > 0 and i = 1,n, we have
10,u(x, Yllos < LY.

3. Characterization of the generalized Holder spaces

In this section, we characterize generalized Holder spaces A,,(R") by means of Djrbashian’s gen-
eralized fractional operator, which is a twofold generalization of Taibleson’s theorem, both in the
function space as well as in the differential operator.

Throughout the rest of the paper, we assume that w is a function in the class ®; i.e., w(x) > 0 and it
is decreasing on (0, o).

Moreover, in this section, we just consider those functions from both classes € and ®, which satisty
the following weighted inequality:

foo Y(SS: D (fs a)(r)dr) ds < C@ w(s)ds, 1€(0,00), G.1
; 0

0

for some constant C > 0. Note that condition (3.1) resembles the one considered in [5, §2.2].
We also assume that

w(x) = f wt)dt < oo, 0<x< o0,
0
Definition 3.1. The Djrbashian generalized fractional operator L, is introduced, with w € ©, as

Lou(x,y) := f‘” Oyu(x,y + yw(t)dt = foo osu(x, s)w(s — yyds, (3.2)
0 y

for any function u(x,y) (x € R",y > 0) in R™*!,

For simplicity, we write L, Py(x) := L,P(x,y), where

_ntl n+ + 1
Py(x) = c,y(Ixl” +y7) T y>0,xeR", ¢, = ﬂ‘l’lF(n )

is the Poisson kernel.
Lemma 3.1. Let w be in the class ©. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) there is a constant C > 0, such that for any x € R" \ {0} and for all sufficient small y > 0 we have

1 Y
|Lwa(x)|<Cyn+l fo w(s)ds,

Electronic Research Archive Volume 30, Issue 2, 565-573.



568

(2) there is a constant C > 0, such that for any x € R" \ {0} and for all sufficient small y > 0 we have
1 |1
C|x|n+l f(; w(s)ds,

(3) there is a constant C > 0, such that for any x € R" \ {0} and for all sufficient small y > 0 we have

|L,Py(x)| <

and

1
||La,Py(x)||1 <C;f0 w(s)ds.

Proof. By the definition of L, and the well-known property of the Poisson kernel, we get

Ll [ ap@los-ydss [ 25 as
sn+

y y

We split the last integral as ( foy + fy DO) (ri’y()’,fﬂ dr =: R, +R,.

The integral R, is estimated by
1 "y
Ry < — f w(r)dr.
¥y Jo

For R, since w is decreasing on (0, o) and y w(y) < ny w(r)dr, we obtain

(y) ! f ' w(r)dr.
' 0

yn+l

R2<w(Y)f (r+y)™

Hence, assertion (1) follows.

To obtain assertion (2), we need to consider two cases.

First case: |x| <y. From the previous pointwise estimate for L, P, and the fact that % fos w(r)drisa
non-increasing function on (0, o), which can be checked by a standard calculus argument, yields

1 y 1 |x|
|La,Py(x)| < i fo w(s)ds < |X|"+1fo w(r)dr.

Second case: |x| > y. We have

IL,P,)| < f 10,P ()| (s — y)ds
y

{ox] 00
:( f + f )|aSPs<x>|w(s—y)ds=: T+,
y x|

1 |2x] 1 |ox]
J1 8 -yds S dr.
S o f s = s < f w(rydr
Furthermore, we have

I, < f‘” w(s—y)dsz f‘x’ w(r)dr
~ N Sn+l Iy (r + y)n+l
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00 | x|
cold=y [ Geyptarg QD L f (o)t
0

|x]—y |x|n |x|n+l

since w is decreasing on (0, o) and |x|w(|x]) < folxl w(t)dt, which ends assertion (2).
To get estimate (3), we have

Lo Pyl = f| | |Lo, Py(x)|dx + f |Lo,Py(x)|dx
X|<y

x>y

1 y 1 |x|
< Hfa)(s)dsf a’x+f ( +1f a)(s)ds)dx
y i Jo i<y sy \ X Jo
1 Y 00 1 r
s—f w(s)ds+f (_2f w(s)ds)dr
Yy Jo y \F" Jo

From Eq (3.1), with y = 1, the assertion (3) follows. O

It is known that for f € L*(R"), we have u(x,y) = (P, * f)(x) is a harmonic function for any x € R”
and for all sufficiently small y > 0. Since ||L,P,(x)||; < oo for any y > 0, by Lemma 3.1, then Fubini’s
theorem and Young’s convolution inequality it follows that L,u(x,y) = (L,Py * f)(x).

Next, we give an estimation for any function in the space A, (R") by means of the operator L, near
the boundary of the half-space R"*!,

Theorem 3.1. Lety € Q, w € O. If f € A,(\(R") then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all
sufficiently small y > 0 and x € R" it follows

y
[|Lu(x, Y|l < C’% w(s)ds, u(x,y) = (Py* f)(x). (3.3)

0

Proof. By the definition of the operator L,, and Lemma 2.1, we obtain

I Lou(x, Y)lleo < f 195u(x, $)lleo w(s = y)ds < f Qw(s - y)ds

—A(f f)y(”y) wndt = K| + Ko,

Observe that K; < 77(” ny w(t)dt, since @ is almost decreasing on (0, c0). The integral K, can be

estimated by
< y(t+ 1
K> s f y+y) (— f o )ds) dt < y—@)  w(s)ds,
y 4 r Jo 0
due to w(f) < 1 f ' w(s)ds and condition (3.1). Hence, the desired result follows using the above
estimates. O

One way to prove the converse statement of Theorem 3.1 could be by establishing the inverse
operator of L, as was done in [8]. At this moment, we can not say anything about the existence and
form of such inverse operator of L, on the half-space R’fl. Thus, the converse of Theorem 3.1 is,

Electronic Research Archive Volume 30, Issue 2, 565-573.



570

at present, far from being solved. Nevertheless, in Theorem 3.2, we prove it for a special class of
functions, viz., for w(x) = x *with0O < a < 1.

Recall the Liouville fractional integro-differential type operators:
1 * - @ - ./
Ig0) = o [ -y endn D) =10
['(a) J,

where 0 < @ < 1 and —co < y < oo, with the convention I°g(¢) = g(¢).

Remark 3.1. One can prove, by changing the region of integration, that if lim;_, g(s) = 0, then
1°D%g(y) = —g(v). Under this notation, we have that L,-«u(x,y) = I'(1 — @)Du(x,y).

Now we give some results on properties of these operators. For simplicity, we use the following
notations:
I“u(x,y) := Iu.(y), I*Py(x) := I"P(y),

Du(x,y) := D%u,(y), DPy(x) :== D*P(y).

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < a < 1. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
all sufficiently small y > 0 and x € R".

r (ax"Py)Hl - ( fy;x i .[y;lxl )

Since |(9xl,Pt(x)| < !, we have

I“ (ﬁx[Py) ()C)H1 < Cy* L, for

Proof. We split

1°(0,P) (0] dx 1= Ly + L.

00 0 d
Flor)wl< [l oy
a—1

1 Y 0 du
< ua—ldu + Ma—l < ya—n—l,
yn+1 i un+1
0 y
n— Y -
thus, L; < y*™" 1f0 rldr < .

Also, if y > |x|, then L, < yla_—_;, and the lemma follows. O

I'(a)

Lemma 3.3. If f € L°(R"), 0 < @ < 1 and ||Lyu(x,y/2)|| < oo, then there exists a constant C > 0
such that |0,,u(x, y)|le < Cy*™! ||Lx—wu(x,y/2)||mfor all sufficiently small y > 0 and x € R”".

Proof. Since limy_,, 0,,u(x,y) = 0 and Remark 3.1 we get
—0,u(x,y) = Iy D} (0., Py * f)(x),

where I}/, D} are the same operators of /%, D* with respect to the variable y. This notation is necessary
and useful to prove the affirmation. For y = y; + y, with y;, > 0 and Fubini’s theorem it follows that

Dy (0:,Py * f)(x)
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B 1

Il -a)
1

T T(-a)

f (S - y)_aas(axips * f)(x)ds
y

(I/l - yl)_aau(axipuﬂ)z * f)(X)st

Y1
= 0, Py, * Gm f‘w—m)(aP).ﬂuMu
= (axiPm) * Da u(yl’ X)
We also have that
EDY(0,Py * £)) = L((04Py) * Dy, uy, )
= I} (0, Py-y,) * D u(y1, X))

1 (o]
= —— (s = y1 =) '[(35Ps-y,) * Dy u(yi, x)]ds
F( ) yit+y2

F( ) f (u—y)"'[(0,,P,) * D u(yl,x)]du
=1, (8xiPy2) * DY u(x, yr).

Therefore
—0u(x,y) = I, (Gx,.Pyz) * DY u(x, yp).

Notice that, for y; = y, = y/2, by Young’s convolution inequality and Lemma 3.2, we obtain
02,1, )|, < S (85, Pyya(0) I 1DS puCx, /2o
< YD LuC, y/2) (Ol S Y L eu(x, 3/2) o,
which ends the proof. m|

Now we establish a new characterization of the generalized Holder space by means of the Djr-
bashian generalized fractional operator.

Theorem 3.2. Let y € Q. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) fe AR,

(2) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

Mot Pl < €22, (3.4)

for all sufficiently small y > 0 and x € R".

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, with w(x) = x™, the first implication follows immediately.
For the converse, assume that condition (3.4) holds. Write

f(X+ t) —f(X) = (M(X+ t,)’) - M(x,y)) + (f(x+ t) - I/t(X+ t’y)) - (f(X) - u(x,y)),
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for any x € R”" and for all sufficiently small [¢f|,y > 0 (r € R"), where again y does not depend on
x or t, but it is best to choose for this proof y = [f|. It is easy to see that |u(x + t,y) — u(x,y)| <

fol |Vu(h(r), y)||h'(r)ldr, where h(r) = rx + (1 —r)(x +1), 0 < r < 1. Hence, by Lemma 3.3 and
inequality (3.4) it follows that

2 1
lu(x +1,y) — u(x, y)| < yw_l%i)j; |W' (Nldr < Cyy(y). (3.5)

Also, f(x+1)—u(x+t,y) =— foy Osu(x +t, s)ds. Now by Lemma 3.3 and inequality (3.4), we have
oyt < f Z 10,0000, Wl v < f 100, Wl

< V(W)dw ( f f )Y(W)dW y()
< S

where the last inequality is obtained from condition (2.1) and the fact that y(y)/y > Cy(1). Now, using
condition (2.2) we get

y
lf(x+10) —ulx+1,y) < f l0su(x + 1, )l ds < f &ds < Y. (3.6)
0
Similarly, we obtain
| (x) = ulx, I < ¥(leD). (3.7)
Hence, by conditions (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7) it follows that f € A,(R"). O

Corollary 3.1. Let 0 < 8 < a < 1. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) f e ApR").

(2) There exists a constant C > 0 such that ||Ly-u(x,y)llo < CY*™ for all sufficiently small y > 0 and
x € R". In particular, for « = 1, we recover the Taibleson’s theorem.

4. Conclusions

In this paper we have proved a general version of Taibleson’s theorem by using a generalized Holder
space and with the partial differentiation replaced by Djrbashian’s generalized fractional operator. In
particular, we recovered the classical result when the Djrbashian’s type operator becomes to the known
partial derivative. Future works can be directed to investigative some other classical results in more
general function spaces by means of different integro-differential operators.
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