BEHAVIOR AT INFINITY OF CONVOLUTION
TYPE INTEGRALS

M. G. HAJIBAYOV

ABSTRACT. Behavior at infinity of convolution type integrals on abstract spaces is studied.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 0 < a < n. The operator

L f(z) = / o P77 f )y

R

is known as the classical Riesz potential. We refer to the monographs [1], [5], [6] for various
properties of the Riesz potentials. Their behavior at infinity was investigated in [3], [4], [7].

It is easy to see that if f is non-negative and compactly supported, then I, f (x) has the order
|z|*~™ at infinity. D. Siegel and E. Talvila [7] found necessary and sufficient conditions on f for
the validity of I, f (z) = O(|z|*™") as || — oo even when f is not compactly supported.
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Theorem A. ([7]) If f > 0, then a necessary and sufficient condition for I, f (z) to exist on
R™ and be O(|z|*™") as |z| — oo is such that

Jlo=ol" r ) 1+ 1) ay
]Rn

is bounded on R™.

We generalize this fact for convolution type integrals on abstract spaces with a monotone de-
creasing kernel satisfying the so-called “doubling” condition. The limit at infinity of convolution
type integrals, on normal homogeneous spaces, which are generalizations of classic Riesz potentials
is also studied.

2. THE NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITION

Definition 1. Let X be a set. A function p: X X X — [0, 00) is called quasi-metric if
Lop(ry) =0 z=y

2. p(z,y) = p(y,z);
3. there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that for every z,y,z € X

p(x,y) <clp(z,2)+p(zy).

Go back If (X, p) is a set endowed with a quasi-metric, then the balls B(z,r) = {y € X : p(z,y) < r},
where x € X and r > 0, satisfy the axioms of a complete system of neighborhoods in X, and
therefore induce a (separated) topology. With respect to this topology, the balls B (z,r) need not
be open.

We denote diam X = sup{p (z,y):z € X,y € X}.
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Lemma 1. Let (X, p) be a set with a quasi-metric, diam X =oco and m>c. Then B(z, mp (0, z))
— X as p(0,2) — oo.

Proof. Assume the contrary. Suppose that there is an y € X such that for all § > 0 there exists
an € X such that the inequality p (0,2) > 0 implies p (z,y) > mp (0,2). Then by Definition 1
we have

mp (0,2) < p(z,y) < c(p(0,2) 4+ p(0,y)) -
p(0,y). Choosing 6 > Lp(O,y), we arrive at the contradiction.
m—c

Hence p(0,z) <
m—c
Lemma, 1 is proved. O

Let X be a set with a quasi-metric p and a nonnegative measure p and diam X = oco. Consider
the integral

(1) K, (z) = / K (p(z,))du(y)

where K : (0,00) — [0,00) is a monotone decreasing function and there exists a constant C' > 1
such that K(r) < CK(2r) for r > 0.

Lemma 2. Let K,(z) = O(K(p(0,))) as p(0,2) — oo. Then [, du(y) < cc.
Proof. Let m > c¢. Then

K@= [ K = Kmoo) [ du)
B(z,mp(0,2)) B(z,mp(0,z))

> LK (p(0, 7)) / auly).
B(xz,mp(0,z))



Hence fB(zmp(Oz))d,u(y) < o0. By Lemma 1, B(z,mp(0,z)) — X as p(0,z) — oco. Then
Jx du(y) < oo. Lemma 2 is proved. O

Theorem 1. A necessary and sufficient condition for integral (1) to exist on X and be
O(K (p(0,2))), as p(0,x) — oo, is that

K(p(z,y))
@ | K+ sio @

is bounded on X.

Proof. Let integral (1) exist on X and K,(z) = O(K(p(0,z))) as p(0,x) — co. Fix any z € X.

To prove that [ %du(y) < 00, take m > ¢ such that mp(0,z) > 1. Then

i) B K(o(z,9))
)[ KA1 p0.0) P Y= | Ea+ o)W
K(p(z,v))
* K(+ p(0,5)) F¥)
B(0,mp(0,2))\B(0,1)
N K(p(z,y)) duly)

K(1+p(0,y))
X\B(0,mp(0,2))



It is clear that
1

L@ = gas 00

/ K(p(z,9))du(y) < oc.
B(0,1)
If 1 < p(z,y) < mp(0, z), then
1+ p(0,y) <1+¢(p(0,2) + p(z,y)) <14 c(1+m)p(0,2) < dp(0, 2),
where d = m + ¢(1 + m). Hence

1

I S
2(2) < K1a0(0,2))
B(0,mp(0,2))\B(0,1)

K(p(z,y))du(y) < oo.

Consider I3(z). If 1 < mp(0,z) < p(z,y), then there exists C; > 1 such that

K(p(zy) K(p(z9)) - K(p(zy))
K(1+4p(0,y)) = K(1+c(p(0,2) +p(2,9))) ~ K(L+c(1+ L) p(z,y))
K(p(2,y)) <o

T K((4c(l+E)olzy) T

Then I3(z) < C) [y du(y). By Lemma 2, we have I3(z) < co. Therefore
K(p(2,9))
————d < 00.
! K1+ p(0,) )

The necessary part of the theorem has been proved.




Now let [ %du(y) < oo for any € X. To prove that integral (1) exists on X and is

O(K (p(0,2))) as p(0,r) — oo, take a € (0,c~1). Then

Ky (z) = / K(p(x,y))du(y)  + / K(p(z,y))du(y)
X\B(x,ap(0,2)) B(z,ap(0,z))
= J1(l’) aF JQ(.T)

It is clear that

K(p(0,9))
)Zdu(y) S!mdﬂ(y) < 0.

Then

M@ < K@) [ duly) < CaK(p(0,2)
X\B(#,ap(0,2))

Consider Ja(x). If p(x,y) < ap(0,z), then
1+ P(O, y) > c_lp(O,x) - p(w,y) > (C_l - a)p(ovx)

Co back Hence
= . K(pla.)
Jao(z) < K((c™" = a)p(0 ’ du(y) = C5K(p(0, z)).
v @) SK( = ap0) [ 5B duty) = CoK (p(0.2)
B(z,ap(0,7))
ez From the estimates of J; () and J(z) the proof of the sufficiency of the condition follows. Theo-
rem 1 is proved. 0

Quit




3. LIMIT AT INFINITY

For Riesz potentials, Lemmas 3 and 4 were formulated in [2] and [4].

Lemma 3. Let X be a set with a quasi-metric p and a nonnegative Borel measure p on X with
suppp = X, diam X = oo and f be a nonnegative p-locally integrable function on X. Suppose that
a function K : (0,00) — [0,00) satisfies the following conditions:

(K1) K(t) is an almost decreasing function, i.e., there exists a constant D > 1 such that
K(s2) < DK(s1) for 0<s1 < sy < o0;
(K3) there exists a constant M > 1 such that K(r) < MK (2r) forr > 0;

(K3)
[ Ko <.
B(z,1)
Then for the existence of
®) Uk (@) = [ K(ple,n) f0)du(w)
X

u-almost everywhere on X, it is necessary and sufficient that one of the following equivalent con-
ditions is fulfilled:

Full Screen 1. there ewists xg € X such that
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Cose / K(p(zo,1))f () du(y) < oo;
X\B(zo,1)
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2. for arbitrary x € X

K(p(z,y)) f(y)du(y) < oo;
X\B(z,1)

(4) / K(1+ p(0,9))(%)du(y) < oo.
X

Proof. First we show that from condition 1. it follows that integral (3) is finite p-a.e. on X.
For this purpose we write

Urf@dn) = [ dutz) [ K(pop)rw)dut)

B(xzo,1) B(xzo,1) B(zg,14+c)
v [ aw [ K@@
B(zo,1) X\B(zg,14c)
=J + Jo.

Consider J;. If y € B(xo,1+ ¢) and = € B(zo,1), then

{y:p(zo,y) <1+c} C{y:p(0,y) < c(l+c+p(0,20))};
{z: p(zo, ) <1} C{z: p(z,y) <c(2+0)}.




By Fubini’s theorem, we have

= / F(5)du) / K(p(z,y))du(z)

B(zo,14c) B(zo,1)
< / F@)au(y) / K (p(z, ))du(z) < .
B(0,c(14-c+p(0,20))) B(y,c(2+4c))

Consider Jy. If € B(xg,1) and y € X \ B(xg,1 + ¢), then

—1

1 C
) > ) -1 Z ) °
p(x,y) > ¢ p(zo,y) T3P0, 9)
It is clear that there exists a positive integer n such that f:c > 27", Then from (K;) and (K3)

we have

J < DM" / dyu(z) / K (p(w0, 9)) F(5)d(y)
B(zo,1) X\B(z0,14c)

DM u(B(zo, 1)) / K (p(z0, 1)) f (1) A1 (y)-
X\B(zo,14c)

From condition 1. it follows that J2 <oco. Therefore integral (3) is finite a.e. on G.
Now we show that condition 1. implies condition 2. If p(x,y) > 1, then

p(x0,y) < c(p(z,y) + p(a, 20)) < (1 + p(x, x0))p(x, Y)-
Let n, be a positive integer such that ¢(1 + p(z, zp)) < 2"=. Then
K(p(z,y)) < DK (27" p(z0,y)) < DM" K(p(z0,y))
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and

K(p(z,y))f(y)du(y) < DK(1) / f(y)du(y) + / K(p(z,y))f(y)du(y)
)

X\B(z,1) B(xg,1 (X\B(z0,1))N(X\B(x,1))
< DK(1) / f(9)duy) + DM / Kooy ) ),
B(z0,1) X\B(zo,1)

Hence condition 1. implies condition 2. Let us show that conditions 1. and 3. are equivalent.
Since p(mOa y) < C(]. + P(O, .'L'()))(]. + p(07 y))a we have

K(1+p(0,y)) < MiK(p(xo,y))-
Then

/ K(1+ p(0,4))f ()du(y) < DK(1) / fw)duly) + / K1+ p(0,1))F@)du)
X B(zo,l) X\B(zo,l)

< DK(1) / F(w)dnty) + My / K (pla0, 9)) £ (1) du(y)
B(zo,1) X\B(zo,1)

so that condition 1. involves condition 3.
If p(x0,y) > 1, then

1+ p(0,9) < p(xo,y)(1 + c(p(0,20) + 1)).

Hence

K (o0, 1)) £ (9)dp(y) < M / K(1+ p(0,)) f (4)du().
X\B(zo,1) X
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Therefore condition 1. follows from 3. The proof is completed. O

Definition 2. Let 8 > 0. A space (X, p, ) is a set X with a quasi-metric p and a nonnegative
Borel measure p on X with supp p = X, diam X = co such that

C~ 4P < w(B(x,r)) < Crf
for all » > 0 and all z € X, where the constant C' > 1 does not depend on z and r.

Lemma 4. Let K : (0,00) — [0,00) be a continuous function satisfying conditions (K1), (K2)
and

(K4) there exist a constant F >0 and 0 < o < 8 such that

K(p(z,y))du(y) < Fre for any r > 0.
B(w,r)

Let f be a nonnegative p-locally integrable function on X satisfying the condition

/ F@)Pu(f@)duty) < oo,

where p = g and the following conditions are fulfilled

(w1) w is a positive, monotone increasing function on the interval (0,00);
[ee]

(ws) /w(r)_P_ilr_ldr < o0;
1
(ws) there exists a constant A > 0 such that

w(2r) < Aw(r) for any r > 0.



Then there exists a positive constant L such that
1
P

K(p(z,y)) f(y)du(y) < L / F)Pw(f(y))du(y) (/ w(t)_ﬁt‘ldt> ;

{vex:f(y)za} {veX:|f(y)|=a}
1

for any a > 0, where % +o = 1.
Proof. For j =1,2,... define

X;={yeX:27a< f(y) < 2a}.
Let rj = ,u(Xj)%. Then
O™ u(X;) < p(B(0,75)) < Cu(X;).

Hence

/ K(p(z,9))du(y) < / K (p(z, ))duy) + / K(p(z,9))du(y)
X B(z,rj) X;\B(z,r;)

< K(p(z,y))du(y) + DK (r;) / du(y)
B(z,rj) X;\B(z,rj)

< / K(p(z, y))du(y) + DCK (r;)u(B(z, 7))
B(z,rj)

< (14 D2C) / K(p(e, 9))dp(y) < Myr?,

B(zf"j)




where M; = (1 + D2C)F. Therefore

K(p(z,y))f(y)du(y)
{yeX:|f(y)|>a}

=> / K(p(z,y)fW)du(y) <> 2a [ K(p(x,y))du(y)

=1 =1
J X; J X;

[ee] oo
<MY Yarg =2M; Y 2 aw(2a)7 (w(X;) Fw(2a)
j=1 j=1

=

<2MiAr > 2 aw(2 " a) (u(X;)) P w(2la)”
Jj=1

- 1
< 2M; 45 Y @ laPw@ta)u(X;) | % w(2la)” 7T
Jj=1 7

0

1

=

<oMA} / F@)Pu(f@)duty)
{veX:f(y)>a}
1
x /w—ﬁ(t)—ﬁt—ldt

Lemma, 4 is proved.




Lemma 5. Let (X,p) be a set with a quasi-metric, diam X = co and m < c¢~*. Then
X\ B(z,mp(0,z)) > X, as p(0,z) — oo.

Proof. Assume the contrary. Suppose that there is a y € X such that for all § > 0 there exists
an x € X such that p(0,z) > ¢ yields p(z,y) < mp(0,z). Then by Definition 1 we have

p(0,z) < c(p(x,y) + p(0,y)) < c(mp(0,z) + p(0,y)).
Hence

p(0,2) <

p(0,y),

1—mec

which is impossible under the choice § > 1 p(0,y). Lemma 5 is proved. O

— mec
The following theorem generalizes the corresponding theorem in [4].

Theorem 2. Let the assumptions of Lemma 4 and condition (4) be fulfilled and let also K and
w satisfy the conditions

() Jim K(r) =0
(wyg) w(r?) < Ayw(r), forr € (1,00). Then
w*(p(0,2) )P U f(@) >0 as p(0,) = oo,
oo 1-p

where w*(r) = /w(t)_ﬁt_ldt

T



Proof. Let m < ¢!, For z € X \ {0}, we write

Ui = [ Ke@iwws [ K)o
X\ X (xz,mp(0,z)) B(xz,mp(0,z))
= Ji(z) + Jo(x).

If y € X \ B(z,mp(0,x)), then

p(0,2) + c(p(0,z) + p(x,y))

p(o, :L‘) + p(O, y) <
< ((c+m™ + 1)p(x,y).

Then one has by (K3),

1

e D11 P02 +p0.1)f (y)dy

Jl (:L‘) < / K(
X\B(z,mp(0,2))

<G / K(p(0,2) + p(0,)) f(y)dy.

By conditions (4), (K5) and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

Ji(z) — 0, as p(0,2) — oo.




Consider Jy(z). Let [ > o. It is clear that

Jo(z) = / K(p(z,9))f@)dy
{y;p(z,y)<mp(0,z),f(y)<p(0,z) =}
+ / K (ple, ) )y

{ysp(z,y)<mp(0,2),f(y)>p(0,2) ="}
= Jo1(x) + Joo(x).

By (K4), we have
(@) <p0.0)" [ Koy

B(z,mp(0,7))
< Fmfp(0,2)°~" — 0, as p(0,z) — oco.

By Lemma 4 and the assumptions of the theorem,

STl
3

m@<r| [ wreteae | | [ eo e
B(z,p(0,z)) 0,z)~"

3 =

<L / F@Pu(F@)dul) | w(o(0,2)7Y).

B(z,p(0,2))




Using Lemma 5, we have
w*(p(0,2) 1) Ja2(x) — 0, as p(0,z) — 0.
So that
w*(p(0,2) ) » U f(x) = 0, as p(0,) — oo.

Theorem 2 is proved. |

Remark. Typical examples of functions w satisfying conditions (w)-(ws4), one may take

w(r) = [log(2 +7)]°, [log(2+ )]’ ™" [log(2 + log(2 + 7))’ ...

where 6 > p—1 > 0.
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