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1. Introduction. Definitions and Statement of the Theorems

Let (X,d,z) be a finite measure metric space whose measure u satisfies
a n- dimensional growth condition, that is, (X,d) is a metric space and p is a
finite Borel measure that satisfies the following condition: there is n > 0 and a
constant A > 0 such that u(B,) < Ar” for all balls B, of radius r and for all
r > 0. Note that this condition allows the consideration of non-doubling as well
as doubling measures.

Our results will apply to functions defined on the support of u, of course
the support of u has to be well defined, where supp(u) is the smallest closed
set F' such that for all Borel sets E, E C F°, u(E) = 0. For example, if X
is separable, then the support of p is well defined. Furthermore to avoid any
confusion we will assume that X = supp(u)

The inhomogeneous Lipschitz-Holder spaces of order 8,0 < 8 < 1, will
be denoted Ag and consists of all bounded functions f that satisfy

SUPy£ye X % < 0o. The space Ag is a Banach space with the norm
1flla, = suPpex [f(@)] + sup, yex %. It will be useful to have a
notation for each term in the norm, let sup(f) = sup,cy |f(2)], and [f|; =

@)1
sup,.ye x L.

The results in this paper have extensions to the case pu(X) = oo, but
the constants depend on the normalization of the integrals at infinity, we will
indicate these extensions after the section on proofs. The letter C, ¢ will denote
constants not necessarily the same at each ocurrence.

Let Q = X x X\A, where A = {(z,y) : = y}. A function Ly(x,y) : @ =C
will be called a standard fractional integral kernel of order «,0 < o < 1,when
there are constants By and Bs such that

B
(L1) [La(z,y)| < =5ty

(L2) |La(z1,y) — Lo(z2,9)| < Bglﬁdl(fi% , for some v, < v < 1, and
2d(z1,x2) < d(z1,y).

The fractional integral of order « of a function f in Ag is defined by:

Lof(z) = /La(%y)f(y)du(y)-

Note that in particular L, (z,y) =
order a.

—L ___ js a standard fractional kernel of
dn=e(z,y)

Theorem 1
Let 0<a<y<l,0<fB<l,anda+8<1lwhenl <nora+p8<n
when n < 1. The following statements are equivalent:

a) Lal € AOH‘B'



b) Lo : Ag — Aptp is bounded.

We define now the singular integral kernels that we will consider in Theorem
2 and Theorem 3. A function K (z,y) : @ — C will be called a standard singular
integral kernel when there are constants C1, Cs and a number 7,0 < v < 1, such
that

Cy
1) K@y < 7

(52) K (21,y) — K (22, y)| < Cogiitet2h, for 2d(wy, 2) < d(w1,y)

Let n be a function in C* [0, 00) such that 0 <7 < 1,n(s) =0 for 0 < s <
1/2 and n(s) = 1 for 1 < s. Let K.(z,y) = n(@)[((z,y), e > 0 where
K (z,y) is a standard singular integral kernel . We will denote T the operator

T.f(x) = [ K(x,y)f(y)du(y).

Theorem 2
Let K (x,y) be a standard singular integral kernel. Let 0 < # < min(n, 7).
The following two statements are equivalent:

a) [|T:1][,, < C, for all € > 0.

b) T: : Ag — Ag are bounded and HT6HA5—>A3 < (', for all e > 0.

One of the novelties in this Theorem is that the cancellation condition (S3)
for all x (see below) follows from part b).

In Theorem 3 we will consider Principal Value Singular Integrals. We will
denote by Lipg the space of classes of measurable functions f for which there
is a g € Ag such that f = g except for a set E that depends on f, with
p(E) = 0. The norm of f in Lipg is defined as || f|l,;,, = [fll + |f]5, where

[l = supepyex CHREP = sups e LFIHE

We also need to add the following two conditions on the kernel:

(S3)

fr1<d(1,y)<r2 K(x,y)du(y)} < Csforall 0 <r <ry<oo,p—a.einzx.

(S4) lime_o f5<d(zﬁy)<1 K(x,y)du(y) exists p — a.e in z.

The principal value singular integral of a function f € Lipg is defined by

Kf(z) = lim K(z,y)f(y)du(y)

e20 Je<d(a,y)

Theorem 3

Let K(x,y) be a standard singular integral kernel that in addition sat-
isfies (S3) and (S4). Let 0 < 8 < min(n,v) and f € Lipg. Then K f(x) is well
defined p — a.e. and the following two statements are equivalent:



a) K1 € Lipg
b) K : Lipg — Lipg is bounded

A function D, (z,y) : @ — C will be called a standard hypersingular kernel
of order «,0 < o < 1,when there are constants F, and E> such that:

E
d"(z1,x
(D2) [Do(1,y) = Da(2,y)| < Ba g2l for some 7,0 < 7 < 1, and
2d(z1,x2) < d(z1,y).

The hypersingular integral of order a of a function f € Ag o < < 1is
defined by:

D f(x) = / Do) [f(4) — F()] du(y)

Note that in particular D, (x,y) = m is a standard hypersingular ker-

nel of order @ when X = R™ and p is the Lebesgue measure, and we have
Ik d”++(my) [f(y) — f(z)]dy = ca(A% f)(z) for f sufficiently smooth and 0 <
a < 2.8

Theorem 4
Let 0 < o < f <1 and B —a <n.Then D*: Ag — Ag_, is bounded.

Note that D*1 = 0 by definition. Also, Theorem 4 and its proof are valid
without changes in the case u(X) = oo.

2. Proofs

We would like to point out that the proofs are based on classical methods,
see for example [Z], adjusted to the modern " T1” formulation and to the present
general context. For carrying out the proofs we need the following known lemma
about measures that satisfy the n-dimensional growth condition.

Lemma
Let (X, d, 1) be a measure metric space such that u satisfies the n-dimensional
growth condition, » > 0. Then
1 s
1. fd(m,y)<r T y) <car’, 0<46 <n.

2. f’rgd(m,y) dn+5l(m7y) d:u(y) < CQT?éa 0<é

1
3. [ pe<ituy)<r Tamy W) < c3



Proof of the Lemma

The three parts are a consequence of the growth condition. To prove partl,
we rewrite the integral as a series and mayorize each term using the growth
condition and we add the resulting series. In detail we have:

1 / 1
——du(z) <
L(m To)<T dn— 6(‘T xO Z 2-k—lr<ld(z,x,)<2 *r dn_(s(‘ru :EO) ( )

o (By-r-1,(20)) 2~ Fn)" 2"

< S S A—— V)
(2 k—1 )n 5 —A (27k717ﬁ)n76 Ar (26_1)'

k=0 k=0

To prove part 2 we perform a similar estimate:

oo

1

1
———du(z) = / —
~/d(w,mo)>r dn+6(x, IO) ( ) kZO 2k r<ld(z,xo)<2k+1r dn+6(x7 .IO)

du(z) <
12 ng+1 2k+1 _5 2"25
Z n+t5 AZ 2k n+5 =Ar (26 _ 1)

Finally for part 3 we have:

1 1(Br (o)) n
/7‘/2§d(m,y)<r dn({L"y) du(y) = ( /2) = A2

Proof of Theorem 1

Observe first that 1 € Ag and therefore condition b) implies condition a).
We will prove now that condition a) implies condition b). We can just consider
the case Lq(z, y):m,because the general case is proven in the same way,

and we will denote L, = I,.

Condition (L1) is clearly valid. To show that condition (L2) is verified ,we
use the Mean Value Theorem Consider 2d(z1,z2) < d(z1,y), and 0 < 6 < 1 we
have:

1
d”_a(fflay) a dn—a($27y)

|d(z1,y) — d(z2,y)] < Bs

< Slgp |(—n + a)(0d(z1,y) + (1 — 0)(d(z2, y))—n+a—1| .

d(xl, .IQ)
dn—a—i—l (:I:la y)

Now we will estimate sup(I,f). Let z € X. We will use the Lemma to
obtain

i) < | W—y)'duw/ O < 1l (1 4u(X)),

(z,y)<1 ar a(x,y) 1<d(z,y) dr—a(z,y)



and therefore sup(Z, f) < sup(f)(c1 + p(X)). We will estimate next |Iaf|(ﬁ) .
We write

uf@ﬂ—hf@ﬂ—:Lf—iQLBdMM—[;—4ﬁQ——WMH— FW) = 1@ oy

dn_a(xla dn_a(x27y) X dn_a(xluy)

1 fly) — f(x1) 1 _
f(flfl)/X mdﬂ(y) - . mdu(y) - f(flfl)/x mdﬂ(y) =

fly) = fz1) fly) — f(x1)
. mdﬂ(y) ~ /s mdu(y) + f(@1) Hal(z1) — Ia1(22)] .

The last term can be mayorized using the hypothesis, and we have | f(x1) [[o1(21) — In1(22)]| <
csup(f)dotP (zy, o).

Let now r = d(z1,z2) and Ba,(x1) the ball of radius 2r and center z;. We
write

‘/X %dmm - /X %du(w‘ <

1£(y) = flay)] [#y) = flzy)]
/Bzrm) = (z1,y) d“(yH/Ble) dn— (g, y) HWIF

1
dn_a(xluy) - dn—a(x27y)

[ 1w =g ) = i+ ok

For the first term using the lemma we have

d’(z1,y)
J1 < / ——d <c roth = ¢ AP (21, m2).
1 |f|(,@) Bar(e2) dn—(z1,) 1(y) |f|(3) |f|(3) (z1,22)

For the second term we write

2r
Jo < / —d <c dotP(zy, x),
2 |f|(5) Ba (22) A" (24, ) 1(y) |f|(/3) (21, 22)

For the third term we use (L2) and the lemma to get

By
Js < / —d <c AP (zy,x
3 |f|(5) 55 (a) d"—=B(z1,y) 1(y) |f|(5) (21, 22)

Collecting the previous estimates, we have

Mo flla, <ClIfla,
This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.



Proof of Theorem 2
Observe first that 1 € Ag and therefore condition b) implies condition a).

Before doing the proof of the theorem and for the sake of completeness, we
will show that K, satisfies conditions (S1) and (S2) with constants independent

of €.
Condition (S1) is true because 7 is bounded. To show condition (S2), assume

that 2d(z1,z2) < d(z1,y) and consider the following two cases:

Case 1: 1< (11’”) and 1 < d(”’y) . In this case K.(z,y) = K(x,y), and therefore
(S2) is true with the same constant.

Case 2: 1> (11’”) or1> —(mz’y). Assume 1 > —d(msl’y).

‘We write

[Kelar,9) — Ke(ra,p)] < 'md(x;’”) - o2 )+

d z2,Y

) i a1.9) - Koz

The first term above is less than or equal to

I o XL =2, ) < ), B2 ey, ) <

d($1,$2) y d (,Tl,xg)
_~ -’ =7 < -7
= IRl Gy

o

On the other hand the second term is less than or equal to ¢ | K (x1, y) — K (z2,y)| <

%. If1> M the proof is similar.

To show that condition a) implies condition b), the first step is to get the
cancellation (S3) of the kernel, for all z € X.

Observe that for 0 < r; < ro < 0o, we have

Tnl(:v)—Tml(w)=/ n( o )K(:v,y)du(y)+/<d( )K(w,y)du(y)

iri<d(z,y)<r:

d(zx,
-/ (D K w)n) - [ K )duty)
Fra<d(z,y)<ra T2 ro<d(z,y)

Since the left hand side is uniformly bounded in 7 and x, and also the first
and third terms are uniformly bounded because of the growth condition (see
lemma), it follows that




< C, for all z.

/ K (2, 9)du(y)
r1<d(z,y)<rs

Now, we will estimate sup |T¢ f(z)| .Observe first that

T.f(z) = / K.(2,y) () d(y) + / K.(2,y)f(y)dp(y) =
d(z,y)<1 d(

z,y)>1

/ Ko(2.9)f(y) — F@)dp(y) + () / K. (2, y)du(y)
d(z,y)<1

se<d(m,y)<e

f(x) / o K + /d L Kdm ) @)n)

Now, by conditions (S1), (S3) and the growth condition we can bound the
absolute value of the terms above by [|f||,, and therefore sup, ¢y |T-f(2)] <

cllflla, -

Next, we estimate sup, ., W. We consider the difference T f (z1)—

T.f(x2), and the following decomposition:

T.f(x1) = Tef(22) = /Ks(xl,y)f(y)du(y)—/Ks(xz,y)f(y)du(y)
_ / K@, 9) [F() — f(xn)] du(y) + f(z) / K. (21, y)du(y)—

/ K. (22,9) [f(4) — f(a1)] dpu(y) — f(a) / K. (22,9)du(y) =

/ K.(z1,9) [f(y) — f(e1)] du(y) + / K. (22,9) () — f(21)] duly)+

f(@1) [Tel(21) — Te1(22)]



Observe now that the last term can be estimated using the hypothesis and
we have

|f (1) [Tel(z1) — Tel(a2)]| < esup(f)d” (z1, a2).

To estimate the first two terms, let r = d(z1, 22), we rewrite them as follows:

/Kmmwmw—ﬂmmmm+/Kmmwmw—ﬂmmww=

/ mewnﬂw—funmmw+/ K. (22,9) () — f(21)] duly)+
d(z1,y)<3r

d(z1,y)<3r

/3 <d(z1,9) [fly) = f(x1)] [Ke(z1,y) — Ke(22,y)] du(y) = Hy + Hy + Hj

The absolute value of Hs can be estimated as follows,

5
|H3|§|f|ﬁdv(x1,x2)/ d”(z1,y)

= du(y) < ¢|flyd’(z1, 32)
3r<d(z,y) dn+'y($17y) P

For |Hy|we have

Cy
|Hnsuw‘/ G quy) < e|flp dP (@1, o)
(5] d(w1,y)<3r AV P (21, y) (5]

Finally to estimate Hy we write

/’ K-(w2,9) [f(4) — f(21)] dp(y) =
d(z1,y)<3r

/ K. (2, 9) [f(4) — F(22)] dis(y)
d(z1,y)<3r

+U@ﬁ—ﬂmﬂ/ K. (o y)dp(y) = i + Jo

{y:e/2<d(z2,y) }{y:d(z1,y)<3r}
For the first term we have

Il
JS/ VYD gy < el fl, d(ar,x
. (s ) <ar AP (22,7) (y) |flg d” (z1,22)

To estimate Jo consider first

/ K (z2,y)du(y) = / K (z2,y)du(y)+
d(z1,y)<3r

d(xz2,y)<2r



/ K. (z2.)du(y)
{y:d(z1,y)<3r}\{y:d(z2,y)<2r}

Observe now that

< (s

/ K. (22, y)du(y)
d(z2,y)<2r

and using part 3 of the lemma we get

K (z2,y)du(y)

/ </ Kl da(y) < c
{y:d(z1,y)<3r}\{y:d(x2,y)<2r} {y:2r<d(z2,y)<4r}

therefore
[ Ja| < | flgd® (21, 22)
collecting the estimates we have:

Ko f(@1) = K f(w2)] < ¢l flla, d° (21, 22)
and finally

IKeflly, < clfly,

with ¢ independent of ¢.

Proof of Theorem 3
Observe first that 1 € Lipg and therefore condition b) implies condition a).
Let f € Lipg, we will show that

K f(z) = lim K(x,y)f(y)du(y)

e20 Je<d(a,y)

exists g — a.e. Assume ¢ < 1, we can write

K f(z) = lim ot K(z,y) [f(y) — f(z)] du(y)+
f(x) lim K(z,y)du(y) + / K(z,y)f(y)du(y).
eU Je<d(z,y)<1 1<d(z,y)

Note that the first integral converges absolutely, the limit of the second term
exists by hypothesis and finally last integral converges absolutely because the
integrand is bounded. Furthermore, we have |[Kf|| < ¢ ||fHLipﬁ .

10



We will estimate now K f(x1)—K f(x2) for 21, 22 two points for which K f(z)
exists. This part of the proof is very similar to the same part in Theorem 2.
We write

Kf(z1)—Kf(xz) = lim K(21,9) f(y)dp(y)—lim K(z2,y)f(y)du(y)
e20 Je<d(z1,y) eV Je<d(aa,y)
= lim K(z1,9) [f(y) = fz)] du(y)+f (1) lim K (21,y)dp(y)—
e=U0 Je<d(zy,y) eV Je<d(a,y)
lim K(x2,9) [f(y) = f(z1)] dp(y) = f(z1) lim K (x2,y)du(y) =
€20 Je<d(za,y) eV Je<d(aa,y)
lim K (w1,9) [f(y) = (1)) dp(y)+lim K(x2,y) [f(y) — f(z1)] du(y)+
€20 Je<d(z1,y) €70 Je<d(a2,y)

fr) [K1 (1) — K1(22)]

Observe now that the last term can be estimated using the hypothesis and
we have

|f(21) [K1(21) = K1(22)]] < el|fllo & (a1, 22).

To estimate the first two terms, let r = d(z1, z2), and € < r, we rewrite them
as follows:

lim K(z1,y) [f(y) = f21)] dp(y)+lim K (w2,y) [f(y) — f(z1)] du(y) =
e e<d(z1,y) e e<d(z2,y)
limy K(z1,y) [f(y) — f(z1)] duly)+
e e<d(z1,y)<3r
lim K(z2,y) [f(y) — fz1)] duly)+
e {y:e<d(za,y) }n{y:d(z1,y)<37}
lim [f(y) = f(@1)] [K(21,y) — K(z2,y)] duly) = H1 + Ha + H

3r<d(z1,y)

The absolute value of H3 can be estimated as follows,

d°(z
| <11l (o, 22) | Y0 < el flp d (o, 2)

3r<d(z1,y) dnty (l‘l, y)

11



For |H;|we have

Ch
<] / O i) < clfl dP (e, o)
p d(z1,y)<3r ar B(xlvy) A

Finally to estimate Ho we write

lim K(w2,y) [f(y) — f(z1)] du(y) =
€70 Mye<d(z2,y) }n{y:d(z1,y)<3r}
lim K(z2,y) [f(y) — f(x2)] du(y)

e20 J{y:e<d(@2,9) N {y:d(z1,y) <37}

+ [f(z2) — f(z1)] lim K(z2,y)du(y) = J1 + Jo
€20 J{yie<d(e2,y) }n{y:d(z1,y)<3r}

For the first term we have

c ”f”(ﬁ)
i< [ IO y) < el f], d (r,2)
d(wa,y)<ar A" P (22, y) A

To estimate the second Js consider first

lim K(z2,y)du(y) = lim K(z2,y)du(y)+
=0 {y:e<d(za,y) }N{y:d(z1,y)<3r} €0 e<d(za,y)<2r

/ K (22, )du(y)
{y:d(z1,y)<3r}\{y:d(z2,y)<2r}

Observe now that

<C3

lim / K(zo,y)du(y)
=0 e<d(z2,y)<2r

and using part 3 of the lemma we get

K (22, y)du(y) | K (z2,y)| du(y) < c

<
/{yﬁd(zl>y)<37“}\{yid($2,y)<27“} {y:2r<d(z2,y)<4r}

therefore

[ Jo| < ¢|flyd® (w1, 22)

collecting the estimates we have:

|K f(21) — K f(x2)| < cllf

5 dﬁ(xl,xg)

Lip

and finally

12



||KfHL'Lp5 < CHf”Lipg
This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 4

We will prove the theorem for D, (x,y) :W,the general case is

z,y)
identical. Note that the proof is also valid for p(X) = co.
We will estimate first sup(D, f) for f € Ag.We use part 2 of the Lemma to
write

|Daf(:t)| S/ |f(y)_f(x)|

dzy<t AV, y)

du(y)+esup(f) < |11, / ! Sdufy)+esup(f)

d(z,y)<1 dnto=~ (‘Tu Y

Since 0 < o < f < 1, we use part 1 of the lemma to estimate the integral and
we obtain that D f(z) is well defined everywhere and

sup(D*f) < ¢l fll, -

To estimate |D* f| , we consider r = d(z,y) and write

D (1) — D° f(az) = / dyi(y)+

d(z1,y)<2r dnte (:I:l ) y)

foc f(xl)d#(y) - /d(zl,y)<2r Zgla—(:tﬁf/?
1 1

- W= s [t ~ gty | )~

/d(wl,y)>2r drta(za,y) du(y)

Using partl of the Lemma and the fact that f is in Ag we can obtain that each
of the first two terms converges absolutely and is bounded by ¢|f|4 dP= (21, 22).
Using part 2 of the Lemma we can also obtain that the fourth term converges
absolutely and is bounded by c|f], dP= (1, x9).

To estimate the third term observe first that for 2d(z1,x2) < d(z1,y),

1 _ 1
dnto(zy,y)  dvTe(z2,y)

< sup [(—n — a)(bd(a1,y) + (1 = O)(d(w2,y) "7 -

d($1,$2)

|d(z1,y) — d(z2,y)| < ot 2y, )"

Therefore using this estimate, the fact that feAg and the part 2 of Lemma
we obtain that the third term converges absolutely and is less than or equal to
c|flg dP=(x1,22) and consequently 1D (5_ay S c|flg

13



Finally combining the two estimates we get [|[D*fl, < c|f]l,, -

To extend Theorem 1 and Theorem 3, the fractional integrals and singular
integrals have to be redefined so they converge for d(z,y) > 1.The operator’s
norm in each result will depend on the normalization.We will denote with ’ the
normalizations. Let 2, € X be a fixed point for whuich (S4) is valid and define:

’

L) = / La(@,y) — Lo(eo, )] f()duy)

K'f(z) = lim » )[K(:v,y)—K(:vo,y)]f(y)du(y)

Applications

In this section we will illustrate some applications of the theorems. I am
indebted to Joaquim Bruna for pointing out to me the Theorem of Mark Krein
and to Joan Verdera for several generous discussions on applications 1 and 2.

1. The purpose of this application is to obtain boundedness in L? of some
singular integrals in the context of non-doubling measure metric spaces of finite
measure. Following [T, a singular integral associated to p is said to be bounded
in L? when there is a constant C such that ||K.f||;. < C|f| 2, for all e > 0,
where K. f(z) = fd(zﬁy)% K(x,y)f(y)du(y). We will apply Theorem 2 and the
following Theorem of Mark Krein (see[FMM] for its proof and application to
the classical case, and [W] for the case of spaces of homogeneous type).

M. Krein’s Theorem:

Let H be a real or complex Hilbert space with inner product (.,.) and norm
|l - Let D C H be a Banach space dense in H and such that ||z[|, < C'||z| p
for x € D. Let A and B be two linear operator such that ||[Az| , < Ca 2| p,
|Bz|lp < Cgllzllp ,xz € D and (Az,y) = (z,By) for all z,y € D. Then
|Az||; < (CaCB)? ||zl g, |Bzlly < (CaCg)2 |||y & € D, and both extend
to bounded operator on H.

In our application, we will consider H = L? and D = Ag. Since X has
finite measure we clearly have ||f|,. < u(X)? [flla,> but we need the extra
assumption Ag dense in L2 Let now K(z,y) be a standard singular integral
kernel and K*(x,y) = K(y,z) . Assume that K*(x,y) also satisfies (S2). Let
A =T, and B = T the corresponding smooth truncations. If ”TEIHAB < ' and
||Ta*1HA5 < C"for all € > 0, then by Theorem 2 and Krein’s Theorem there is C
such that ||T.f||,2 < C||f| 2, f € Ag, for all ¢ > 0. Consequently|| K. f||,. <
C||fllz2: f € Ag for all € > 0, and it extends to a bounded operator in L? same
conclusion for K*. In addition, Nazarov, Treil, and Volberg have extended the
classical result of Calderon-Zygmund on the boundedness in LP, 1 < p < oo,of
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singular integrals bounded in L?, to non-doubling separable measure metric
spaces, see [NTV].

2. The second application has appeared in [MOV]. In this paper the authors
need to study the boundedness properties of the Restricted Beurling Transform,
Baf = B(fxa),on Lip:(2) where € is a bounded domain in R™ with boundary
of class C'*¢, 0 < € < 1,. Mateu, Orobitg and Verdera prove the following more
general result: ”Let Q be a bounded domain with boundary of class C**¢,0 <
€ < 1, and let T" be an even smooth homogeneous Calderon-Zygmund operator.
Then Tq maps Lip. () into Lip-(€2) and also Lip. (2) into Lip.(£2¢)”. Their
proof, which is non-trivial, consists in showing that condition (S3) and part a)
of Theorem 3 above are met.

3. The third application is related to M. Riesz Fractional Calculus associated
to non-doubling measures. Applying Theorem 1 and Theorem 4 We can obtain
that the composition of a Riesz fractional integral I, f (z) = [ 2= T @) fy)du(y)

and a fractional derivative D* f(x f [Z,fi)a f (:”) du(y ) of the same order DI,

as well as its transpose I, D%, are bounded on AB, when I,1 € Apgyp,a+ 8 < 1.
In addition, it was shown in [G] that these composition are singular integral
operators associated to
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