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Estimates for Littlewood–Paley Operators on Ball Campanato-Type

Function Spaces

Hongchao Jia, Dachun Yang*, Wen Yuan and Yangyang Zhang

Abstract Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space on Rn and assume that the Hardy–

Littlewood maximal operator satisfies the Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality

on X, and let q ∈ [1,∞) and d ∈ (0,∞). In this article, the authors prove that, for any

f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn) (the ball Campanato-type function space associated with X), the Littlewood–

Paley g-function g( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the

latter case, g( f ) is bounded on LX,q,0,d(Rn). Similar results for both the Lusin-area function

and the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function are also obtained. All these results have a wide range of

applications. Particularly, even when X is the weighted Lebesgue space, or the mixed-norm

Lebesgue space, or the variable Lebesgue space, or the Orlicz space, or the Orlicz-slice space,

all these results are new. The proofs of all these results strongly depend on several delicate

estimates of Littlewood–Paley operators on the mean oscillation of the locally integrable

function f on Rn. Moreover, the same ideas are also used to obtain the corresponding results

for the special John–Nirenberg–Campanato space via congruent cubes.

1 Introduction

It is well known that both Campanato spaces and Hardy spaces play vital roles in harmonic

analysis and partial differential equations (see, for instance, [10, 61]). Recall that John and Niren-

berg [39] introduced the space BMO (Rn), namely, the space of functions with bounded mean

oscillation, which proves the dual space of the Hardy space H1(Rn) by Fefferman and Stein [16].

Later, as a generalization of the space BMO (Rn), Campanato [5] introduced the Campanato space

Cα,q,s(R
n) which coincides with BMO (Rn) when α = 0. Moreover, for any given p ∈ (0, 1), any

given q ∈ [1,∞], and any given integer s ∈ [0,∞) ∩ [n( 1
p
− 1),∞), C 1

p
−1,q,s(R

n) was proved to be

the dual space of the Hardy space Hp(Rn) by Coifman and Weiss [10].

Recall that Stein [60] introduced the Littlewood–Paley operators, namely, the Littlewood–

Paley g-function, the Lusin-area function S , and the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ function. Since then,

estimates of Littlewood–Paley operators on Campanato-type spaces have attracted more and more

attention. For instance, Wang [74] proved that, for any f ∈ BMO (Rn), g( f ) is either infinite
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everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter case, g( f ) is bounded on BMO (Rn).

Later, Lu et al. [45] extended the main result of [74] to Campanato spaces. Moreover, Meng

et al. [46] studied the boundedness of the Lusin-area function S and the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ
function on Campanato spaces over spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and

Weiss. Recently, Li et al. [40] studied the boundedness of multilinear Littlewood–Paley operators

on amalgam-Campanato spaces. See also, for instance, [21, 42, 46, 47, 54, 66] for more studies

on Littlewood–Paley operators on Campanato-type spaces.

Sawano et al. [56] introduced the ball quasi-Banach function space X and the Hardy space

HX(Rn) associated with X. Ball quasi-Banach function spaces contain many well-known function

spaces, for instance, weighted Lebesgue spaces, Morrey spaces, mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces,

Orlicz–slice spaces, and Musielak–Orlicz spaces, which implies that the results obtained in [56]

have wide applications. We refer the reader to [6, 64, 65, 68, 72, 73, 76, 75, 81] for more studies

on Hardy-type spaces associated with ball quasi-Banach function spaces.

As a counterpart of the dual relation (Hp(Rn))∗ = C 1
p
−1,q,s(R

n), the dual space of HX(Rn) has

been widely studied when X is some concrete function space (see, for instance, [18, 30, 43, 52,

53, 80]). Moreover, Yan et al. [77] introduced the Campanato-type function space LX,q,s(R
n)

associated with X, which proves the dual space of HX(Rn) when X is concave. Very recently,

Zhang et al. [78] improved the dual result in [77] via removing the assumption that X is concave.

To be precise, Zhang et al. [78] introduced a new ball Campanato-type function space LX,q,s,d(Rn)

associated with X, and proved that

(
HX(Rn)

)∗
= LX,q,s,d(Rn).

However, the mapping properties of Littlewood–Paley operators on LX,q,s,d(Rn) are still unknown

even when X is some concrete function space, for instance, the weighted Lebesgue space, the

mixed-norm Lebesgue space, the variable Lebesgue space, the Orlicz space, and the Orlicz-slice

space.

In this article, we study the mapping properties of Littlewood–Paley operators on the ball

Campanato space LX,q,0,d(Rn) under the assumption that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator

satisfies the Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality on X (see, Assumption 2.8 below).

To be precise, we prove that, for any f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn), the Littlewood–Paley g-function g( f )

is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter case, g is bounded

on LX,q,0,d(Rn) (see Theorem 3.5 below). Similar results for both the Lusin-area function and

the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function are also obtained (see Theorems 4.1 and 5.2 below). All these

results have a wide range of applications. Particularly, even when X := L
p
ω(Rn) (the weighted

Lebesgue space), X := L~p(Rn) (the mixed-norm Lebesgue space), X := Lp(·)(Rn) (the variable

Lebesgue space), X := LΦ(Rn) (the Orlicz space), and X := (E
q

Φ
)t(R

n) (the Orlicz-slice space),

all these results are new. The proofs of these results strongly depend on several delicate estimates

of Littlewood–Paley operators on the mean oscillation of the locally integrable function f on Rn.

Due to the generality and the practicability, more applications of these results are predictable.

Moreover, the same ideas are also used to obtain the corresponding results for X := JNcon
p,q,α(R

n)

(the special John–Nirenberg–Campanato space via congruent cubes).

Indeed, the proofs of the boundedness of Littlewood–Paley operators on Campanato-type

spaces in [44, 46, 66] strongly depend on the definition of the norm of Campanato-type spaces,
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in which there exists only one cube. However, in the definition of the norm of LX,q,0,d(Rn), there

appear countable balls which cause additional essential difficulties in the proofs of our main re-

sults. To overcome these difficulties, we establish several delicate estimates of Littlewood–Paley

functions over the mean oscillation of the locally integrable function f (see Lemmas 3.10, 4.3,

and 5.6 below). Moreover, we make a delicate division of Rn in the proof of the boundedness of

Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function on LX,q,0,d(Rn), and then improve the existing results via widening

the ranges of λ in the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function (see Theorem 5.2 below).

The remainder of this article is organized as follows.

Section 2 is divided into two subsections to give some basic concepts. In Subsection 2.1, we

first recall the concepts of quasi-Banach function spaces X and two ball Campanato-type function

spaces, both LX,q,s(R
n) and LX,q,s,d(Rn), associated with X. Moreover, we present a mild assump-

tion about the Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality on X (see Assumption 2.8 be-

low). In Subsection 2.2, we present the definitions of several general Littlewood–Paley operators,

including the Littlewood–Paley g-function, the Lusin-area function S , and the Littlewood–Paley

g∗λ-function.

Section 3 is devoted to studying the mapping properties of the Littlewood–Paley g-function

on both LX,q,0,d(Rn) and LX,q,0(Rn). To be precise, we first establish a technical lemma about g-

function via borrowing some ideas from [74] (see Lemma 3.10 below). Then we show that, for any

f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn), g( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter

case, g is bounded on LX,q,0,d(Rn) (see Theorem 3.5 below). Estimates of the Littlewood–Paley

g-function on LX,q,0(Rn) are also obtained in Theorem 3.5 below.

In Section 4, we study the mapping properties of the Lusin-area function S on bothLX,q,0,d(Rn)

and LX,q,0(Rn). To be precise, we prove that, for any f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn), S ( f ) is either infinite

everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter case, S is bounded on LX,q,0,d(Rn) (see

Theorem 4.1 below). Similar result for the Lusin-area function S on LX,q,0(Rn) is also obtained.

Section 5 is devoted to studying the mapping properties of the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function

on both LX,q,0(Rn) and LX,q,0,s(R
n). To be precise, for any f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn), g∗λ is either infinite

everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter case, g∗λ is bounded on LX,q,0,d(Rn) (see

Theorem 5.2 below). Similar result for LX,q,0(Rn) is also obtained in Theorem 5.1 below. Both

Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 even when X := Lp(Rn) with p ∈ ( n
n+1
,∞), δ := 1, and q ∈ [1,∞) also

improve the existing results via widening the ranges of λ [see Remark 5.7(iii) below].

In Section 6, we apply the main results obtained in Sections 3, 4, and 5 to five concrete ball

quasi-Banach function spaces, namely, the weighted Lebesgue space L
p
ω(Rn), the mixed-norm

Lebesgue space L~p(Rn), the variable Lebesgue space Lp(·)(Rn), the Orlicz space LΦ(Rn), and the

Orlicz-slice space (Er
Φ

)t(R
n). Therefore, all the mapping properties of Littlewood–Paley functions

on Campanato-type spaces LL
p
ω(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), LL~p(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), LLp(·)(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), LLΦ(Rn),q,0,d(Rn),

and L(Er
Φ

)t(Rn),q,0,d(Rn) are obtained. Moreover, using the same ideas, we also obtain the mapping

properties of Littlewood–Paley operators on the special John–Nirenberg–Campanato spaces via

congruent cubes, JNcon
p,q,α(R

n), introduced in [36, Definition 1.3] (see Theorems 6.21, 6.23, and

6.25 below).

Finally, we make some conventions on notation. Let N := {1, 2, . . .}, Z+ := N ∪ {0}, and

Z
n
+ := (Z+)n. We always denote by C a positive constant which is independent of the main

parameters, but it may vary from line to line. The symbol f . g means that f ≤ Cg. If f . g

and g . f , we then write f ∼ g. If f ≤ Cg and g = h or g ≤ h, we then write f . g ∼ h or
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f . g . h, rather than f . g = h or f . g ≤ h. For any q ∈ [1,∞], we use q′ to denote the

conjugate exponent of p, namely, 1
q
+ 1

q′
= 1. For any measurable subset E of Rn, we denote by

1E its characteristic function. We use 0 to denote the origin of Rn. Moreover, for any x ∈ Rn and

r ∈ (0,∞), let B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : |y − x| < r}. Furthermore, for any λ ∈ (0,∞) and any ball

B(x, r) ⊂ Rn with x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), let λB(x, r) := B(x, λr).

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we give some basic concepts. In Subsection 2.1, we present the definitions of

both the ball quasi-Banach function space X and its related ball Campanato-type function space.

In Subsection 2.2, we recall the definition of Littlewood–Paley operators under consideration.

2.1 Campanato-Type Function Spaces Associated with X

The ball quasi-Banach function space was introduced in [56, Definition 2.2]. In what follows,

we use M (Rn) to denote the set of all measurable functions on Rn. Moreover, for any x ∈ Rn and

r ∈ (0,∞), let B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : |x − y| < r} and

(2.1) B(Rn) :=
{
B(x, r) : x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞)

}
.

Definition 2.1. Let X ⊂M (Rn) be a quasi-normed linear space equipped with a quasi-norm ‖ · ‖X
which makes sense for all measurable functions on Rn. Then X is called a ball quasi-Banach

function space if it satisfies:

(i) for any f ∈M (Rn), ‖ f ‖X = 0 implies that f = 0 almost everywhere;

(ii) for any f , g ∈M (Rn), |g| ≤ | f | almost everywhere implies that ‖g‖X ≤ ‖ f ‖X;

(iii) for any { fm}m∈N ⊂ M (Rn) and f ∈ M (Rn), 0 ≤ fm ↑ f almost everywhere as m → ∞

implies that ‖ fm‖X ↑ ‖ f ‖X as m→ ∞;

(iv) B ∈ B(Rn) implies that 1B ∈ X, where B(Rn) is the same as in (2.1).

Remark 2.2. (i) Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space onRn. Using [75, Remark 2.6(i)],

we find that, for any f ∈M (Rn), ‖ f ‖X = 0 if and only if f = 0 almost everywhere.

(ii) As was mentioned in [75, Remark 2.6(ii)], we obtain an equivalent formulation of Definition

2.1 via replacing any ball B ∈ B(Rn) by any bounded measurable set E therein.

(iii) From [14, Theorem 2], we deduce that both (ii) and (iii) of Definition (2.1) imply that X is

complete and hence a quasi-Banach space.

Now, we recall the concepts of the convexity and the concavity of ball quasi-Banach function

spaces, which is a part of [56, Definition 2.6].

Definition 2.3. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space and p ∈ (0,∞).
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(i) The p-convexification Xp of X is defined by setting

Xp :=
{
f ∈M (Rn) : | f |p ∈ X

}

equipped with the quasi-norm ‖ f ‖X p := ‖ | f |p ‖
1/p
X

for any f ∈ Xp.

(ii) The space X is said to be concave if there exists a positive constant C such that, for any

{ fk}k∈N ⊂M (Rn),
∞∑

k=1

‖ fk‖X ≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=1

| fk |

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

.

In particular, when C = 1, X is said to be strictly concave.

Next, we present the definition of the ball Campanato-type function space associated with X.

Recall that the Lebesgue space Lq(Rn) with q ∈ (0,∞] is defined to be the set of all the measurable

functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) :=



[∫

Rn

| f (x)|q dx

] 1
q

if q ∈ (0,∞),

ess sup
x∈Rn

| f (x)| if q = ∞

is finite. Besides, for any given q ∈ (0,∞), we use L
q

loc
(Rn) to denote the set of all the measurable

functions f such that f 1E ∈ Lq(Rn) for any bounded measurable set E ⊂ Rn and, for any f ∈

L1
loc

(Rn) and any finite measurable subset E ⊂ Rn, let

fE :=

?
E

f (x) dx :=
1

|E|

∫

E

f (x) dx.

Moreover, for any s ∈ Z+, we use Ps(R
n) to denote the set of all the polynomials on Rn with total

degree not greater than s; for any ball B ⊂ Rn and any g ∈ L1
loc

(Rn), P
(s)

B
(g) denotes the minimizing

polynomial of g with degree not greater than s, namely, P
(s)

B
(g) is the unique polynomial in Ps(R

n)

such that, for any P ∈ Ps(R
n),

∫

B

[
g(x) − P

(s)

B
(g)(x)

]
P(x) dx = 0.

Recall that Yan et al. [77, Definition 1.11] introduced the following Campanato space LX,q,s(R
n)

associated with the ball quasi-Banach function space X.

Definition 2.4. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space, q ∈ [1,∞), and s ∈ Z+. Then the

Campanato space LX,q,s(R
n), associated with X, is defined to be the set of all the f ∈ L

q

loc
(Rn)

such that

‖ f ‖LX,q,s (Rn) := sup
B∈B(Rn)

|B|

‖1B‖X

[?
B

∣∣∣∣ f (x) − P
(s)

B
( f )(x)

∣∣∣∣
q

dx

] 1
q

is finite.

In what follows, by abuse of notation, we identify f ∈ LX,q,s(R
n) with f + Ps(R

n).



6 Hongchao Jia, Dachun Yang, Wen Yuan and Yangyang Zhang

Remark 2.5. (i) Let f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn), s ∈ Z+, and B ∈ B(Rn). By [44, p. 54, Lemma 4.1], we find

that there exists a positive constant C, independent of both f and B, such that

∥∥∥∥P
(s)
B

( f )
∥∥∥∥

L∞(B)
≤ C

?
B

| f (x)| dx.(2.2)

Moreover, it is well known that P
(0)

B
( f ) = fB.

(ii) Let q ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ Z+, and α ∈ [0,∞). Recall that Campanato [5] introduced the Cam-

panato space Cα,q,s(R
n) which is defined to be the set of all the f ∈ L

q

loc
(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖Cα,q,s(Rn) := sup |B|−α
[?

B

∣∣∣∣ f (x) − P
(s)

B
( f )(x)

∣∣∣∣
q
] 1

q

< ∞,(2.3)

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ∈ B(Rn). It is well known that Cα,q,s(R
n)

when α = 0 coincides with the space BMO (Rn). Moreover, when X := L
1
α+1 (Rn), then

LX,q,s(R
n) = Cα,q,s(R

n).

Recall that, in [78, Definition 3.2], Zhang et al. introduced the following new ball Campanato

space LX,q,s,d(Rn) associated with the ball quasi-Banach function space X.

Definition 2.6. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space, q ∈ [1,∞), d ∈ (0,∞), and s ∈ Z+.

Then the ball Campanato-type function space LX,q,s,d(Rn), associated with X, is defined to be the

set of all the f ∈ L
q

loc
(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖LX,q,s,d (Rn) : = sup

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

×

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X


?

B j

∣∣∣∣ f (x) − P
(s)

B j
( f )(x)

∣∣∣∣
q

dx


1
q

is finite, where the supremum is taken over all m ∈ N, {B j}
m
j=1
⊂ B(Rn), and {λ j}

m
j=1
⊂ [0,∞) with∑m

j=1 λ j , 0.

In what follows, by abuse of notation, we identify f ∈ LX,q,s,d(Rn) with f + Ps(R
n).

Remark 2.7. Let q ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ Z+, d ∈ (0, 1], and X be a concave ball quasi-Banach function

space. It was proved in [78, Proposition 3.7] that LX,q,s,d(Rn) = LX,q,s(R
n) with equivalent quasi-

norms.

To obtain the main results of this article, we need the following mild assumption of the

Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality on X (see, for instance, [78, Assumption 2.6]).

Assumption 2.8. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space. Assume that there exists a p− ∈

(0,∞) such that, for any given p ∈ (0, p−) and u ∈ (1,∞), there exists a positive constant C such

that, for any { f j}
∞
j=1
⊂M (Rn),

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∑

j∈N

[
M( f j)

]u



1
u

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X1/p

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

| f j|
u



1
u

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X1/p

.(2.4)
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2.2 Littlewood–Paley Operators

In this subsection, we recall the definition of Littlewood–Paley operators. We first present the

concept of Littlewood–Paley functions.

Definition 2.9. A scalar-valued function ϕ ∈ L1(Rn) is called a Littlewood–Paley function if there

exists a positive constant C and a δ ∈ (0,∞) such that

(i)
∫

Rn

ϕ(x) dx = 0;(2.5)

(ii) for any x ∈ Rn,

|ϕ(x)| ≤
C

(1 + |x|)n+δ
;(2.6)

(iii) for any x ∈ Rn,

|∇ϕ(x)| ≤
C

(1 + |x|)n+1+δ
,(2.7)

here and thereafter, ∇ := ( ∂
∂x1
, . . . , ∂

∂xn
).

Now, we recall the concept of Littlewood–Paley operators, namely, the Littlewood–Paley g-

function, the Lusin-area function S , and the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function. In what follows, for

any measurable function ϕ on Rn, and for any t ∈ (0,∞), let

ϕt(·) :=
1

tn
ϕ
(
·

t

)
.

Moreover, let

R
n+1
+ :=

{
(ξ, t) ∈ Rn+1 : ξ ∈ Rn, t ∈ (0,∞)

}

and, for any x ∈ Rn,

Γ(x) :=
{
(ξ, t) ∈ Rn+1

+ : |ξ − x| < t
}
.

Definition 2.10. Let ϕ be the same as in Definition 2.9. For any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn), the Littlewood–

Paley g-function g( f ), the Lusin-area function S ( f ), and the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function g∗λ( f )

with λ ∈ (1,∞) of f are defined, respectively, by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

g( f )(x) :=

[∫ ∞

0

| f ∗ ϕt(x)|2
dt

t

] 1
2

,(2.8)

S ( f )(x) :=

["
Γ(x)

| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|
2 dξ dt

tn+1

] 1
2

,(2.9)

and

g∗λ( f )(x) :=


"
R

n+1
+

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.(2.10)
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3 Littlewood–Paley g-Functions on Both LX,q,0(Rn) and LX,q,0,d(Rn)

This section is devoted to studying the boundedness of the Littlewood–Paley g function on both

LX,q,0(Rn) and LX,q,0,d(Rn). To this end, we first introduce the subspace Llow
X,q,0

(Rn) of LX,q,s(R
n),

and the subspace Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn) of LX,q,s,d(Rn).

Definition 3.1. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space and q ∈ [1,∞). Then the space

Llow
X,q,0

(Rn) is defined to be the set of all the f ∈ L
q

loc
(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖Llow
X,q,0

(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

|B|

‖1B‖X

[?
B

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

< ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ∈ B(Rn).

Definition 3.2. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space, q ∈ [1,∞), and d ∈ (0,∞). Then the

space Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn) is defined to be the set of all the f ∈ L
q

loc
(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn) := sup

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

×

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X


?

B j

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B j

f (x̃)

}q

dx


1
q

is finite, where the supremum is taken over all m ∈ N, {B j}
m
j=1
⊂ B(Rn), and {λ j}

m
j=1
⊂ [0,∞) with∑m

j=1 λ j , 0.

Remark 3.3. Let X be a concave ball quasi-Banach function space, q ∈ [1,∞), and d ∈ (0, 1]. In

this case, by a proof similar to that of [78, Proposition 3.7], we find that Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn) = Llow
X,q,0

(Rn)

with equivalent quasi-norms.

Next, we show that Llow
X,q,0

(Rn) ⊂ LX,q,s(R
n) and Llow

X,q,0,d
(Rn) ⊂ LX,q,s,d(Rn).

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space, q ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ Z+, and d ∈ (0,∞).

Then Llow
X,q,0

(Rn) ⊂ LX,q,s(R
n) and Llow

X,q,0,d
(Rn) ⊂ LX,q,s,d(Rn).

Proof. Let X, q, s, and d be the same as in the present proposition. From (2.2), the fact that

P
(s)

B
(P) = P for any ball B ∈ B(Rn) and any P ∈ Ps(R

n), and the Hölder inequality, we deduce

that, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

[?
B

∣∣∣∣ f (x) − P
(s)
B

( f )(x)
∣∣∣∣
q

dx

] 1
q

(3.1)

≤

[?
B

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

+

[?
B

∣∣∣∣∣P
(s)
B

( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

f (x̃)

∣∣∣∣∣
q

dx

] 1
q

≤

[?
B

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

+

∥∥∥∥∥P
(s)
B

(
f − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

)∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(B)



Estimates for Littlewood–Paley Operators on Ball Campanato-Type Function Spaces 9

.

[?
B

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

+

?
B

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

}
dx

.

[?
B

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

.

This, together with the definitions of Llow
X,q,0

(Rn), LX,q,s(R
n), Llow

X,q,0,d
(Rn), and LX,q,s,d(Rn), then

finishes the proof of Proposition 3.4. �

Now, we present the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.5. Let δ ∈ (0, 1] and g be the Littlewood–Paley g-function in (2.8). Let both X and

p− ∈ ( n
n+δ ,∞) satisfy Assumption 2.8, q ∈ (1,∞), and d ∈ ( n

n+δ ,∞). Then, for any f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn)

[resp., f ∈ LX,q,0(Rn)], g( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the

latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

‖g( f )‖Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn)(3.2)

[
resp., ‖g( f )‖Llow

X,q,0
(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖LX,q,0(Rn)

]
.

To show Theorem 3.5, we first establish five technical lemmas. The following two lemmas are

special cases, respectively, of [37, Lemmas 2.20 and 2.21].

Lemma 3.6. Let q ∈ [1,∞) and θ ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for

any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and any ball B ⊂ Rn,

∞∑

k=1

θk
[?

2kB

| f (x) − fB|
q dx

] 1
q

≤ C

∞∑

k=1

θk
[?

2kB

∣∣∣ f (x) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dx

] 1
q

.

Lemma 3.7. Let δ ∈ (0,∞). Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn)

and any ball B(y, r) ⊂ Rn with y ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞),

∫

Rn\B(y,r)

rδ| f (z) − fB(y,r)|

|y − z|n+δ
dz ≤ C

∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

?
2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ dz.

The following lemma on the boundedness of the Littlewood–Paley g-function on Lebesgue

spaces is well known (see, for instance, [71, p. 312, (3.8)]).

Lemma 3.8. Let q ∈ (1,∞) and g be the Littlewood–Paley g-function in (2.8). Then g is bounded

on Lq(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),

‖g( f )‖Lq(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).

We also need the following lemma, which can be easily obtained by (2.4) and the fact that, for

any ball B ∈ B(Rn), any β ∈ [1,∞), and any r ∈ (0,∞), 1βB ≤ (β + 1)
dn
r [M(1B)]

d
r (see [7, Remark

2.11 (iii)] for more details).



10 Hongchao Jia, Dachun Yang, Wen Yuan and Yangyang Zhang

Lemma 3.9. Let both X and p− satisfy Assumption 2.8, and d ∈ (0,∞). Then, for any β ∈ [1,∞),

any r ∈ (0,min{d, p−}), any sequence {B j} j∈N ⊂ B(Rn), and any {λ j} j∈N ⊂ [0,∞),

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

λd
j 1βB j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

≤ (2β)
n
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

λd
j 1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

.

Moreover, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn) and any r ∈ (0, p−), ‖1βB‖X ≤ (2β)
n
r ‖1B‖X .

Via borrowing some ideas from [66, 74], we have the following lemma which plays an impor-

tant role in the proof of Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 3.10. Let q ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (0, 1], g be the Littlewood–Paley g-function in (2.8), and

f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn). If g( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n, then there exists a positive constant C, independent

of both f and x0, such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn) containing x0,

[?
B

{
g( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

≤ C

∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

[?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

.(3.3)

Proof. Let q, δ, and g be the same as in the present lemma. Let f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and assume that there

exists one x0 ∈ R
n such that g( f )(x0) < ∞. Also, let B := B(y, r) be any given ball of Rn with

y ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞) such that x0 ∈ B. Moreover, for any x ∈ Rn, let

gr( f )(x) :=

[∫ 4r

0

| f ∗ ϕt(x)|2
dt

t

] 1
2

and

g∞( f )(x) :=

[∫ ∞

4r

| f ∗ ϕt(x)|2
dt

t

] 1
2

.

Then, by (2.5) and g( f )(x0) < ∞ [and hence g∞( f )(x0) < ∞], we conclude that, for any x ∈ B,

0 ≤ g( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

g( f )(x̃)

≤ gr( f )(x) + g∞( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

g∞( f )(x̃)

≤ gr( f − f8B)(x) + sup
{x̃∈B: g∞( f )(x̃)<∞}

|g∞( f )(x) − g∞( f )(x̃)|

≤ gr ([ f − f8B]18B) (x) + gr

(
[ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
(x)

+ sup
{x̃∈B: g∞( f )(x̃)<∞}

|g∞( f )(x) − g∞( f )(x̃)|

and hence

[?
B

{
g( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

(3.4)
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≤

[?
B

|gr ([ f − f8B]18B) (x)|q dx

] 1
q

+

[?
B

∣∣∣gr

(
[ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
(x)

∣∣∣q dx

] 1
q

+



?
B

 sup
{x̃∈B: g∞( f )(x̃)<∞}

|g∞( f )(x) − g∞( f )(x̃)|


q

dx



1
q

=: G1 + G2 + G3.

We first estimate G1. Indeed, from Lemma 3.8, we deduce that

G1 ≤

[
1

|B|

∫

Rn

|g ([ f − f8B]18B) (x)|q dx

] 1
q

.

[?
8B

| f (x) − f8B|
q dx

] 1
q

.(3.5)

This is a desired estimate of G1.

Next, we consider G2. Notice that, for any z ∈ Rn \ 8B and x ∈ B,

|x − z| ∼ |y − z|.

Using this, (2.6), and Lemma 3.7, we conclude that, for any x ∈ B,

gr

([
f − f8B

]
1Rn\8B

)
(x)

≤



∫ 4r

0

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|

∣∣∣∣∣
1

tn
ϕ
(

x − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣ dz

]2
dt

t



1
2

.



∫ 4r

0

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|

(t + |x − z|)n+δ
dz

]2

t2δ−1 dt



1
2

.

∫

Rn\8B

rδ| f (z) − f8B|

|y − z|n+δ
dz .

∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k B

∣∣∣ dz

and hence

G2 .

∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣ dz.(3.6)

This is a desired estimate of G2.

Now, we estimate G3. To this end, we first consider |g∞( f )(x) − g∞( f )(x̃)| for any x ∈ B and

any x̃ ∈ B such that g∞( f )(x̃) < ∞. Indeed, from the fact that g( f ) ≥ 0 everywhere on Rn, we

deduce that, for any x ∈ B and any x̃ ∈ B such that g∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

|g∞( f )(x) − g∞( f )(x̃)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

[∫ ∞

4r

| f ∗ ϕt(x)|2
dt

t

] 1
2

−

[∫ ∞

4r

| f ∗ ϕt(x̃)|2
dt

t

] 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(3.7)

≤

[∫ ∞

4r

| f ∗ ϕt(x) − f ∗ ϕt(x̃)|2
dt

t

] 1
2

.
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Noticing that, for any z ∈ Rn and t ∈ (0,∞), |ϕt(z)| . t−n, by this, (2.5), (2.6), (2.7), the mean value

theorem, and the fact that, for any θ ∈ (0, 1), z ∈ Rn \ 8B, and x, x̃ ∈ B,

|x − z + θ(x − x̃)| ∼ |y − z|,

we find that, for any t ∈ (4r,∞), x ∈ B, and x̃ ∈ B such that g∞( f )(x̃) < ∞, there exists a θ ∈ (0, 1)

such that

| f ∗ ϕt(x) − f ∗ ϕt(x̃)|

= |( f − f8B) ∗ ϕt(x) − ( f − f8B) ∗ ϕt(x̃)|

≤
∣∣∣([ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
∗ ϕt(x) −

(
[ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
∗ ϕt(x̃)

∣∣∣
+ |([ f − f8B]18B) ∗ ϕt(x)| + |([ f − f8B]18B) ∗ ϕt(x̃)|

≤

∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

+

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn
+

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x̃ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

.

∫

Rn\8B

tδ| f (z) − f8B||x − x̃|

(t + |x − z + θ(x − x̃)|)n+1+δ
dz +

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn
dz

∼

∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|
tδ|x − x̃|

(t + |y − z|)n+1+δ
dz +

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn
dz.

By this, (3.7), the Minkowski inequality, and Lemma 3.7, we conclude that, for any x ∈ B and

x̃ ∈ B such that g∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

|g∞( f )(x) − g∞( f )(x̃)|(3.8)

.



∫ ∞

4r

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|
tδ|x − x̃|

(t + |y − z|)n+1+δ
dz

]2
dt

t



1
2

+



∫ ∞

4r

[∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn
dz

]2
dt

t



1
2

.

∫

Rn\8B

r | f (z) − f8B|

[∫ ∞

4r

t2δ−1

(t + |y − z|)2n+2+2δ
dt

] 1
2

dz

+

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

(∫ ∞

4r

1

t2n+1
dt

) 1
2

dz

∼

∫

Rn\8B

r | f (z) − f8B|

[(∫ |y−z|

4r

+

∫ ∞

|y−z|

)
t2δ−1

(t + |y − z|)2n+2+2δ
dt

] 1
2

dz

+
1

rn

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B| dz

∼

∫

Rn\8B

r| f (z) − f8B|

|y − z|n+1
dz +

?
8B

| f (z) − f8B| dz
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.

∞∑

k=1

1

2k

?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣ dz,

which, combined with (3.4), (3.5), (3.6), δ ∈ (0, 1], and the Hölder inequality, further implies that

(3.3) holds true. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.10. �

Next, we show Theorem 3.5

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Let δ, g, X, p−, q, and d be the same as in the present theorem. We only

show the case f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn) because the proof of f ∈ LX,q,0(Rn) is similar. We first claim that,

if g( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n, then g( f ) is finite almost everywhere. To this end, let m ∈ N,

{B j}
m
j=1
⊂ B(Rn) satisfy that x0 ∈ B j for any j ∈ N, and {λ j}

m
j=1
⊂ [0,∞) that

∑
j∈N λ j , 0.

Moreover, for any i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and k ∈ N, let λi,k :=
λi‖12k Bi

‖X

‖1Bi
‖X

. Then, from Lemma 3.9, we

deduce that, for any given r ∈ (0,min{d, p−}) and any k ∈ N,

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi,k

‖12k Bi
‖X

)d

12k Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

. 2
kn
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi,k

‖12k Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

(3.9)

∼ 2
kn
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

.

By Lemma 3.10, (3.9), the Fubini theorem, the definition of ‖ · ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn), and min{d, p−} ∈

( n
n+δ
,∞), we conclude that, for any given r ∈ ( n

n+δ
,min{d, p−}),

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X


?

B j

{
g( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B j

g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx


1
q

(3.10)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X

∑

k∈N


1

2kδ

?
2kB j

∣∣∣∣ f (x) − f2kB j

∣∣∣∣
q

dx


1
q

.

∑

k∈N

2k(−n−δ+ n
r
)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi,k

‖12k Bi
‖X

)d

12k Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

×

m∑

j=1

λ j,k |2
kB j|

‖12k B j
‖X


1

2kδ

?
2kB j

∣∣∣∣ f (x) − f2k B j

∣∣∣∣
q

dx


1
q

.

∑

k∈N

2k(−n−δ+ n
r
)‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn) . ‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn) < ∞.

From this, we deduce that, for any j ∈ N,


?

B j

{
g( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B j

g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx


1
q

< ∞
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and hence g( f )(x) < ∞ for almost every x ∈ B j, which, together with the arbitrariness of B j,

further implies that, for almost every x ∈ Rn, g( f )(x) < ∞. Thus, the above claim holds true.

Now, we show that (3.2) holds true if g( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n. Indeed, by the above

claim and an argument similar to the estimation of (3.10), we conclude that, for any m ∈ N, any

balls {B j}
m
j=1
⊂ B(Rn), and any {λ j}

m
j=1
⊂ [0,∞) with

∑m
j=1 λ j , 0,

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X


?

B j

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B j

g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx


1
q

. ‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn),

which, combined with the definition of ‖ · ‖Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn), further implies that (3.2) holds true. This

finishes the proof of Theorem 3.5. �

Remark 3.11. (i) Let p ∈ ( n
n+1
,∞), X := Lp(Rn), δ = 1, and q ∈ (1,∞). In this case,

LX,q,0(Rn) = C 1
p
−1,q,0(Rn) and hence the corresponding result on LX,q,0(Rn) of Theorem 3.5

coincides with [66, Theorem 1]. Moreover, when p = 1, we have LX,q,0(Rn) = BMO (Rn)

and hence the corresponding result on LX,q,0(Rn) of Theorem 3.5 in this case coincides with

[47, Corollary 1.1].

(ii) Let s ∈ N. In this case, it is still unclear whether or not the Littlewood–Paley g-function is

bounded on either LX,q,s(R
n) or LX,q,s,d(Rn).

4 Lusin-Area Functions on Both LX,q,0(Rn) and LX,q,0,d(Rn)

In this section, we study the boundedness of the Lusin-area function on both LX,q,0(Rn) and

LX,q,0,d(Rn). To be precise, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let δ ∈ (0, 1] and S be the Lusin-area function in (2.9). Let both X and p− ∈

( n
n+δ ,∞) satisfy Assumption 2.8, q ∈ (1,∞), and d ∈ ( n

n+δ ,∞). Then, for any f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn)

[resp., f ∈ LX,q,0(Rn)], S ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the

latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

‖S ( f )‖Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn)

[
resp., ‖S ( f )‖Llow

X,q,0
(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖LX,q,0(Rn)

]
.

To show Theorem 4.1, we establish two technique lemmas first. We begin with the bounded-

ness of the Lusin-area function on Lebesgue spaces (see, for instance, [62, p. 46]).

Lemma 4.2. Let q ∈ (1,∞) and S be the Lusin-area function in (2.9). Then S is bounded on

Lq(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),

‖S ( f )‖Lq(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).
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We also need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let q ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (0, 1], S be the Lusin-area function in (2.8), and f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn). If

S ( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n, then there exists a positive constant C, independent of both f and

x0, such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn) containing x0,

[?
B

{
S ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
S ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

≤ C

∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

[?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k B

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

.(4.1)

Proof. Let q, δ, and S be the same as in the present lemma. Let f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and assume that

there exists one x0 ∈ R
n such that S ( f )(x0) < ∞. Also, let B := B(y, r) be any given ball of Rn

with y ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞) such that x0 ∈ B. Moreover, for any x ∈ Rn, let

S r( f )(x) :=

[∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−x|<t

| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|
2 dξ dt

tn+1

] 1
2

and

S∞( f )(x) :=

[∫ ∞

4r

∫

|ξ−x|<t

| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|
2 dξ dt

tn+1

] 1
2

.

Then, using (2.5) and S ( f )(x0) < ∞ [and hence S∞( f )(x0) < ∞], we conclude that, for any x ∈ B,

0 ≤ S ( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

S ( f )(x̃)

≤ S r( f )(x) + S∞( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

S∞( f )(x̃)

≤ S r ([ f − f8B]18B) (x) + S r

(
[ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
(x)

+ sup
{x̃∈B: S∞( f )(x̃)<∞}

|S∞( f )(x) − S∞( f )(x̃)|

and hence

[?
B

{
S ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
S ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

(4.2)

≤

[?
B

|S r ([ f − f8B]18B) (x)|q dx

] 1
q

+

[?
B

∣∣∣S r

(
[ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
(x)

∣∣∣q dx

] 1
q

+



?
B

 sup
{x̃∈B: S∞( f )(x̃)<∞}

|S∞( f )(x) − S∞( f )(x̃)|


q

dx



1
q

=: S1 + S2 + S3.

We first estimate S1. Indeed, from Lemma 4.2, we deduce that

S1 ≤

[
1

|B|

∫

Rn

|S ([ f − f8B]18B) (x)|q dx

] 1
q

.

[?
8B

| f (x) − f8B|
q dx

] 1
q

.(4.3)
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This is a desired estimate of S1.

Next, we consider S2. Indeed, noticing that, for any t ∈ (0, 4r), ξ ∈ B(x, t), and z ∈ Rn \ 8B,

t + |z − ξ| ≥ t + |z − y| − |y − x| − |x − ξ|

≥ t +
|z − y|

2
+ 4r − |y − x| − |x − ξ| & |z − y|,

by this, (2.6), and Lemma 3.7, we conclude that, for any x ∈ B,

S r

(
[ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
(x)

≤



∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−x|<t

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|
1

tn
ϕ
(
ξ − z

t

)
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.



∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−x|<t

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn

tn+δ

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.



∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−x|<t

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|

|y − z|n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

∼

(∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−x|<t

dξ dt

tn+1−2δ

) 1
2
∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|

|y − z|n+δ
dz

∼

∫

Rn\8B

rδ| f (z) − f8B|

|y − z|n+δ
dz .

∞∑

k=3

1

2kδ

?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣ dz

and hence

S2 .

∞∑

k=3

1

2kδ

?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣ dz.(4.4)

This is a desired estimate of S2.

Now, we estimate S3. To this end, we first estimate |S∞( f )(x) − S∞( f )(x̃)| for any x ∈ B and

any x̃ ∈ B such that S∞( f )(x̃) < ∞. Indeed, from the fact that S ( f ) ≥ 0 everywhere on Rn, we

deduce that, for any x ∈ B and any x̃ ∈ B such that S∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

|S∞( f )(x) − S∞( f )(x̃)|(4.5)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

[∫ ∞

4r

∫

|ξ|<t

| f ∗ ϕt(x + ξ)|2
dξ dt

tn+1

] 1
2

−

[∫ ∞

4r

∫

|ξ|<t

| f ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|2
dξ dt

tn+1

] 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

[∫ ∞

4r

∫

|ξ|<t

| f ∗ ϕt(x + ξ) − f ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|2
dξ dt

tn+1

] 1
2

.

Moreover, noticing that, for any t ∈ (4r,∞), ξ ∈ B(0, t), x, x̃ ∈ B, z ∈ Rn \ 8B, and θ ∈ (0, 1),

t + |x + ξ − z + θ(x − x̃)| ∼ t + |y − z|,
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by this, (2.5), the mean value theorem, (2.6), (2.7), and the fact that |ϕt(z)| . t−n for any z ∈ Rn

and t ∈ (0,∞), we conclude that, for any t ∈ (4r,∞), ξ ∈ B(0, t), x ∈ B, and x̃ ∈ B such that

S∞( f )(x̃) < ∞, there exists a θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

| f ∗ ϕt(x + ξ) − f ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|

= |( f − f8B) ∗ ϕt(x + ξ) − ( f − f8B) ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|

≤
∣∣∣([ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
∗ ϕt(x + ξ) −

(
[ f − f8B]1Rn\8B

)
∗ ϕt(x0 + ξ)

∣∣∣
+ |([ f − f8B]18B) ∗ ϕt(x + ξ)| + |([ f − f8B]18B) ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|

≤

∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x + ξ − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

+

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

+

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

.

∫

Rn\8B

tδ| f (z) − f8B||x − x̃|

(t + |x + ξ − z + θ(x − x̃)|)n+1+δ
dz +

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn
dz

∼

∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|
tδ|x − x̃|

(t + |y − z|)n+1+δ
dz +

∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn
dz.

Using this and an argument similar to that used in the estimation of (3.8), we conclude that, for

any x ∈ B and any x̃ ∈ B such that S∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

[∫ ∞

4r

∫

|ξ|<t

| f ∗ ϕt(x + ξ) − f ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|2
dt

tn+1

] 1
2

.



∫ ∞

4r

∫

|ξ|<t

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|
tδ|x − x̃|

(t + |y − z|)n+1+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

+



∫ ∞

4r

∫

|ξ|<t

[∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

∼



∫ ∞

4r

[∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − f8B|
tδ|x − x̃|

(t + |y − z|)n+1+δ
dz

]2
dt

t



1
2

+



∫ ∞

4r

[∫

8B

| f (z) − f8B|

tn
dz

]2
dt

t



1
2

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2k

?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣ dz.

By this and (4.5), we conclude that

S3 .

∞∑

k=1

1

2k

?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣ dz,
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which, together with (4.2), (4.3), (4.4), δ ∈ (0, 1], and the Hölder inequality, further implies that

(4.1) holds true, and hence finishes the proof of Lemma 4.3. �

Next, we show Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. Indeed, by

repeating the proof of Theorem 3.5 with g and Lemma 3.10 therein replaced, respectively, by S

and Lemma 4.3, we complete the proof of Theorem 4.1. �

Remark 4.4. (i) Let p ∈ ( n
n+1
,∞), X := Lp(Rn), δ = 1, and q ∈ (1,∞). In this case,

LX,q,0(Rn) = C 1
p
−1,q,0(Rn) and hence the corresponding result on LX,q,0(Rn) of Theorem 4.1

coincides with [66, Theorem 2]. Moreover, when p = 1, we have LX,q,0(Rn) = BMO (Rn)

and hence the corresponding result on LX,q,0(Rn) of Theorem 3.5 in this case coincides with

[47, Corollary 1.2].

(ii) Let s ∈ N. In this case, it is still unclear whether or not the Littlewood–Paley g-function is

bounded on either LX,q,s(R
n) or LX,q,s,d(Rn).

5 Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-Functions on Both LX,q,0(Rn) and LX,q,0,d(Rn)

The aim of this section is to estimate the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function on both LX,q,0(Rn) and

LX,q,0,d(Rn). Moreover, even for the Campanato space Cα,q,0(Rn), we obtain a better range of the

index λ. To be precise, we prove the following two theorems.

Theorem 5.1. Let both X and p− satisfy Assumption 2.8, q ∈ [1,∞), δ ∈ (0, 1], λ ∈ (1,∞), and g∗λ
be the same as in (2.10). If either of the following statements holds true:

(i) p− ∈ ( n

n+ δ
2

,∞) and λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞);

(ii) p− ∈ ( n
n+δ ,

n

n+ δ
2

] and λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ ( 2

p−
,∞),

then, for any f ∈ LX,q,0(Rn), g∗λ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in

the latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

∥∥∥g∗λ( f )
∥∥∥
Llow

X,q,0
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖LX,q,0(Rn).

Theorem 5.2. Let both X and p− ∈ (0,∞) satisfy Assumption 2.8, q ∈ [1,∞), d ∈ (0,∞), δ ∈ (0, 1],

λ ∈ (1,∞), and g∗λ be the same as in (2.10). If either of the following statements holds true:

(i) min{d, p−} ∈ ( n

n+ δ
2

,∞) and λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞);

(ii) min{d, p−} ∈ ( n
n+δ ,

n

n+ δ
2

] and λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ ( 2

min{d,p−}
,∞),

then, for any f ∈ LX,q,0,d(Rn), g∗λ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and,

in the latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

∥∥∥g∗λ( f )
∥∥∥
Llow

X,q,0,d
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn).(5.1)
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To show the above two theorems, we give some technique lemmas first. The following lemma

on the boundedness of the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function on Lebesgue spaces is well known (see,

for instance, [62, pp. 316-318]).

Lemma 5.3. Let q ∈ (1,∞), λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞), and g∗λ be the same as in (2.10). Then g∗λ is

bounded on Lq(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn),

∥∥∥g∗λ( f )
∥∥∥

Lq(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖Lq(Rn).

The following concept of fractional integrals can be found in, for instance, [61, p. 117].

Definition 5.4. Let β ∈ (0, n) and p ∈ [1, n
β ). The fractional integral operator Iβ is defined by

setting, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

Iβ( f )(x) :=

∫

Rn

f (y)

|x − y|n−β
dy.

The following lemma is well known (see, for instance, [61, p. 119]).

Lemma 5.5. Let β ∈ (0, n), a ∈ (1, n
β ), and 1

ã
:= 1

a
−
β
n
. Then Iβ is bounded from La(Rn) into

Lã(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ La(Rn),

∥∥∥Iβ( f )
∥∥∥

Lã(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖La(Rn).

The following lemma plays an important role in the proofs of both Theorems 5.1 and 5.2.

Lemma 5.6. Let q ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (0, 1], λ ∈ (1,∞), g∗λ be the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function in (2.8),

and f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn). Then the following two statements hold true:

(i) if λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞) and g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R

n, then there exists a positive

constant C, independent of both f and x0, such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn) containing x0,

[?
B

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

≤ C

∞∑

k=1

1

2
kδ
2

[?
2k B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

;

(ii) if λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ (2,∞) and g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R

n, then there exists

a positive constant C, independent of both f and x0, such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn)

containing x0,

[?
B

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

≤ C

∞∑

k=1

[
1

2kδ
+

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

] [?
2k B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

.
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Proof. Let q, δ, λ, g∗λ, and f be the same as in the present lemma. We first show (i). We do this via

borrowing some ideas from the proof of [47, Theorem 1.3]. Assume that there exists one x0 ∈ R
n

such that g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞. Let B := B(y, r) with y ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞) be such that x0 ∈ B and, for

any k ∈ Z+, let

J(y, k) :=
{
(ξ, t) ∈ Rn+1

+ : |ξ − y| < 2k+2r and 0 < t < 2k+2r
}
.(5.2)

Moreover, for any x, y ∈ Rn, let

g∗λ,y,0( f )(x) :=


"

J(y,0)

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

(5.3)

and

g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) :=


"
R

n+1
+ \J(y,0)

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.

Using (2.5) and g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞ [and hence g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x0) < ∞], we conclude that, for any x ∈ B,

0 ≤ g∗λ( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

g∗λ( f )(x̃)

≤ g∗λ,y,0( f )(x) + g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃)

≤ g∗λ,y,0( f − fB)(x) + sup
{x̃∈B: g∗

λ,y,∞
(x̃)<∞}

∣∣∣g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣

≤ g∗λ,y,0 ([ f − fB]1B) (x) + g∗λ,y,0
(
[ f − fB]1Rn\B

)
(x)

+ sup
{x̃∈B: g∗

λ,y,∞
(x̃)<∞}

∣∣∣g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣

and hence

[?
B

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

(5.4)

≤

[?
B

∣∣∣∣g∗λ,y,0 ([ f − fB]1B) (x)
∣∣∣∣
q

dx

] 1
q

+

[?
B

∣∣∣∣g∗λ,y,0
(
[ f − fB]1Rn\B

)
(x)

∣∣∣∣
q

dx

] 1
q

+



?
B

 sup
{x̃∈B: g∗

λ,y,∞
( f )(x̃)<∞}

∣∣∣g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x0)
∣∣∣


q

dx



1
q

=: Λ1 + Λ2 + Λ3.

We first estimate Λ1. Indeed, by λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞) and Lemma 5.3, we find that

Λ1 ≤

[
1

|B|

∫

Rn

∣∣∣g∗λ ([ f − fB]18B) (x)
∣∣∣q dx

] 1
q

(5.5)
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.

[?
8B

| f (x) − fB|
q dx

] 1
q

.

[?
8B

| f (x) − f8B|
q dx

] 1
q

.

This is a desired estimate of Λ1.

Now, we estimate Λ2. Indeed, it is easy to prove that, for any (ξ, t) ∈ J(y, 0), x ∈ B, and

z ∈ Rn \ 8B, |ξ − z| ∼ |z − y| and 4B(y, r) ⊂ 8B(x, r). From this, (2.6), and Lemma 3.7, we deduce

that, for any x ∈ B,

g∗λ,y,0
(
[ f − fB]1Rn\8B

)
(x)

=



∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−y|<4r

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn [∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − fB|

tn
ϕ
(
ξ − z

t

)
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.



∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−y|<4r

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn [∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

.



∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−y|<4r

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn [∫

Rn\8B

| f (z) − fB|

|z − y|n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

.


∞∑

k=3

1

2kδ

?
2k+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz




∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−x|<8r

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
1

r2δ

dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

,

and, moreover, using the change of variable s :=
ξ−x

t
and the fact that λ > 1, we have


∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−y|<8r

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
1

r2δ

dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

=


∫ 4r

0

∫

|s−
y−x

t
|< 8r

t

(
t

t + t|s|

)λn
t2δ−1

r2δ
ds dt



1
2

≤

[∫ 4r

0

∫

Rn

t2δ−1

(1 + |s|)λnr2δ
ds dt

] 1
2

∼

(∫ 4r

0

t2δ−1

r2δ
dt

) 1
2

∼ 1.

By this and Lemma 3.6 with θ := 2−δ, we conclude that, for any x ∈ B,

g∗λ,y,0
([

f − fB

]
18B

)
(x) .

∞∑

k=3

1

2kδ

?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣ dz

and hence

Λ2 .

∞∑

k=3

1

2kδ

?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣ dz.(5.6)

This is a desired estimate of Λ2.

Next, we estimate Λ3. To this end, we first estimate |g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃)| for any x ∈

B(y, r) and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞. Indeed, it is easy to show that, for any x, x̃ ∈ B(y, r)

and (ξ, t) ∈ Rn \ J(y, 0),

t + |x − ξ| ∼ t + |y − ξ| ∼ t + |x̃ − ξ|.



22 Hongchao Jia, Dachun Yang, Wen Yuan and Yangyang Zhang

From this, the definition of g∗λ,y,∞( f ), the mean value theorem, (2.5), and (2.6), we deduce that, for

any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞, there exists a θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

∣∣∣g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣2(5.7)

≤

"
R

n+1
+ \J(y,0)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
−

(
t

t + |x̃ − ξ|

)λn∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1

=

"
R

n+1
+ \J(y,0)

||x − ξ| − |x̃ − ξ||

(t + θ|x − ξ| + (1 − θ)|x̃ − ξ|)λn+1
| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1−λn

.

"
R

n+1
+ \J(y,0)

r

(t + |y − ξ|)λn+1

[∫

Rn

| f (z) − fB|
1

tn
ϕ
(
ξ − z

t

)
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1−λn

. r

∞∑

k=1

"
J(y,k)\J(y,k−1)

(
t

2k+2r

)λn+1
[∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn−2δ+2

+ r

∞∑

k=1

"
J(y,k)\J(y,k−1)

(
t

2k+2r

)λn+1
[∫

Rn\2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn−2δ+2

=: g
∗,1
λ,y,∞

(x) + g
∗,2
λ,y,∞

(x).

Now, we estimate g
∗,1
λ,y,∞

(x) for any x ∈ B. Notice that, for any k ∈ N, y ∈ Rn, and (ξ, t) ∈

J(y, k), t
2k+2r

∈ (0, 1), which implies that, for any λ1, λ2 ∈ (1,∞) satisfying λ1 > λ2, ( t
2k+2r

)λ1n+1 ≤

( t
2k+2r

)λ2n+1. Thus, in the following estimation for g
∗,1
λ,y,∞

(x, x̃), we may always assume that λ ∈

(max{1, 2
q
}, 2) because q ∈ (1,∞). From this, the Minkowski inequality, Lemma 5.5(ii) with

β :=
n(λ−1)

2
∈ (0, n), a := 2

λ ∈ (1, q) ∩ (1, n
β ), and ã := 2, Lemma 3.6 with θ := 1

2
, and the Hölder

inequality, we deduce that, for any x ∈ B,

g
∗,1
λ,y,∞(x) . r

∞∑

k=1

∫

|ξ−y|<2k+2r

∫ 2k+2r

0

(
t

2k+2r

)λn+1
[∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn−2δ+2
(5.8)

.

∞∑

k=1

r

(2kr)λn+1

∫

|ξ−y|<2k+2r

{∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

×


∫ 2k+2r

0

tλn−n−1+2δ

(t + |ξ − z|)2n+2δ
dt



1
2

dz



2

dξ

.

∞∑

k=1

r

(2kr)λn+1

∫

|ξ−y|<2k+2r

{∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

×

[∫ |ξ−z|

0

tλn−n−1+2δ

(t + |ξ − z|)2n+2δ
dt +

∫ ∞

|ξ−z|

tλn−n−1+2δ

(t + |ξ − z|)2n+2δ
dt

] 1
2

dz



2

dξ

.

∞∑

k=1

r

(2kr)λn+1

∫

Rn

[∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

|ξ − z|n−
n
2 (λ−1)

dz

]2

dξ
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.

∞∑

k=1

r

(2kr)λn+1

[∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|
2
λ dz

]λ

.


∞∑

k=1

1

2
k
2

[?
2k+3B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+3B

∣∣∣
2
λ dz

] λ
2



2

.


∞∑

k=1

1

2
k
2

[?
2k+3B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+3B

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q



2

.

This is a desired estimate of g
∗,1
λ,y,∞

(x).

Next, we estimate g
∗,2
λ,y,∞(x) for any x ∈ B. Indeed, notice that, for any z ∈ Rn \ 2k+3B and

(ξ, t) ∈ J(y, k) \ J(y, k − 1),

|ξ − z| ∼ |y − z|.

Using this and the Fubini theorem, we conclude that, for any x ∈ B,

g
∗,2
λ,y,∞(x)

∼

∞∑

k=1

r

(2kr)λn+1

"
J(y,k)\J(y,k−1)


∞∑

l=k+3

∫

2l+1B\2lB

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |y − z|)n+δ
dz



2
dξ dt

tn−λn−2δ+1

.

∞∑

k=1

r

(2kr)λn+1

"
J(y,k)


∞∑

l=k+3

∫

2l+1B

| f (z) − fB|

(2lr)n+δ
dz



2
dξ dt

tn−λn−2δ+1

∼

∞∑

k=1

r

(2kr)λn+1

"
J(y,k)

1

r2δ


∞∑

l=k+3

1

2lδ

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz



2
dξ dt

tn−λn−2δ+1

.



∞∑

k=1

∞∑

l=k+3

[
1

2lδ

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz

] 
r1−2δ

(2kr)λn+1

∫ 2k+2r

0

∫

|ξ−y|<2k+2r

dξ dt

tn−λn−2δ+1



1
2



2

.


∞∑

l=4

l−3∑

k=1

1

2lδ

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz 2
k(2δ−1)

2



2

.


∞∑

l=4

1

2
lδ
2

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz



2

,

where, in the last step, we used the fact that

1

2lδ

l−3∑

k=1

2
k(2δ−1)

2 .



1

2
l
2

, δ ∈ (1
2
, 1),

l

2lδ
, δ ∈ (0, 1

2
]

.
1

2
lδ
2

.

From this and Lemma 3.6 with θ := 2−
δ
2 , we deduce that

g
∗,2
λ,y,∞

(x) .


∞∑

l=4

1

2
lδ
2

[?
2lB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2lB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q



2

.(5.9)

This is a desired estimate of g
∗,2
λ,y,∞

(x).



24 Hongchao Jia, Dachun Yang, Wen Yuan and Yangyang Zhang

Moreover, by (5.7), (5.8), and (5.9), we find that

Λ3 .

∞∑

k=1

1

2
k
2

[?
2k+3B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+3B

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

,

which, combined with (5.4), (5.5), (5.6), and δ ∈ (0, 1], further implies that

[?
B

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2
kδ
2

[?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

.

This finishes the proof of (i).

Now, we prove (ii). To this end, assume that there exists one x0 ∈ R
n such that g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞

and a ball B := B(y, r) ⊂ Rn with y ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞) such that x0 ∈ B, and let

J̃(0) :=
{
(ξ, t) ∈ Rn+1

+ : ξ ∈ Rn and t ∈ (0, 4r)
}
.

Moreover, for any x ∈ Rn, let g∗
λ,y,0

( f )(x) be the same as in (5.3),

g∗λ,0( f )(x) :=


"

J̃(0)\J(y,0)

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

,

and

g∗λ,∞( f )(x) :=


"
R

n+1
+ \J̃(0)

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
| f ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

(5.10)

=


"
R

n+1
+ \J̃(0)

(
t

t + |ξ|

)λn
| f ∗ ϕt(x + ξ)|2

dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

,

where J(y, 0) is the same as in (5.2) with k := 0. Then, using (2.5), we conclude that, for any

x ∈ B,

0 ≤ g∗λ( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

g∗λ( f )(x)

≤ g∗λ,y,0( f )(x) + g∗λ,0( f )(x) + g∗λ,∞( f )(x) − inf
x̃∈B

g∗λ,∞( f )(x)

≤ g∗λ,y,0 ( f − fB) (x) + g∗λ,0 ( f − fB) (x)

+ sup
{x̃∈B: g∗

λ,∞
( f )(x̃)<∞}

∣∣∣g∗λ,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣

≤ g∗λ,y,0 ([ f − fB]1B) (x) + g∗λ,y,0
(
[ f − fB]1Rn\B

)
(x) + g∗λ,0 ( f − fB) (x)

+ sup
{x̃∈B: g∗

λ,∞
( f )(x̃)<∞}

∣∣∣g∗λ,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣

and hence

[?
B

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

(5.11)
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≤

[?
B

∣∣∣∣g∗λ,y,0 ([ f − fB]1B) (x)
∣∣∣∣
q

dx

] 1
q

+

[?
B

∣∣∣∣g∗λ,y,0
(
[ f − fB]1Rn\B

)
(x)

∣∣∣∣
q

dx

] 1
q

+

[?
B

∣∣∣g∗λ,0( f − fB)(x)
∣∣∣q dx

] 1
q

+



?
B

 sup
{x̃∈B: g∗

λ,∞
( f )(x̃)<∞}

∣∣∣g∗λ,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣


q

dx



1
q

=: Λ1 + Λ2 + Λ̃3 + Λ̃4,

where Λ1 and Λ2 are the same as in (5.4). Moreover, by (5.5) and (5.6), we find that

Λ1 + Λ2 .

∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

?
2k+1B

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k+1B

∣∣∣ dz.(5.12)

Next, we estimate Λ̃3. To this end, we first estimate g∗
λ,0

( f − fB)(x) for any x ∈ B. Indeed, by

(2.6), we find that, for any x ∈ B,

g∗λ,0 ( f − fB) (x)(5.13)

=



"
J̃(0)\J(y,0)

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn
|( f − fB) ∗ ϕt(ξ)|

2 dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

=



∫ 4r

0

∫

Rn\4B

(
t

t + |x − ξ|

)λn ∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

[ f (z) − fB]ϕt(ξ − z) dz

∣∣∣∣∣
2 dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

≤


∞∑

k=1

∫ 4r

0

∫

2k+2B\2k+1B

(
t

2kr

)λn [∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

+


∞∑

k=1

∫ 4r

0

∫

2k+2B\2k+1B

(
t

2kr

)λn [∫

Rn\2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

=: Λ̃
(1)

3
+ Λ̃

(2)

3
.

Now, we estimate Λ̃
(1)

3
. Indeed, notice that, for any t ∈ (0,∞),

∫

Rn

1

(t + |ξ − z|)2n+2δ
dξ

=

∫

Rn

1

(t + |ξ|)2n+2δ
dξ =

∫ t

0

un−1

(t + u)2n+2δ
du +

∫ ∞

t

· · ·

≤

∫ t

0

un−1

t2n+2δ
du +

∫ ∞

t

u−n−1−2δ du = t−n−2δ.
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By this, the Minkowski inequality, λ > 2, and Lemma 3.6 with θ := 2−
n(λ−2)

2 , we conclude that

Λ̃
(1)

3
.


∞∑

k=1

∫ 4r

0

∫

Rn

(
t

2kr

)λn [∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |ξ − z|)n+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1−2δ



1
2

(5.14)

.



∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫ 4r

0

tλn−n−1+2δ



∫

2k+3B

[∫

Rn

| f (z) − fB|
2

(t + |ξ − z|)2n+2δ
dξ

] 1
2

dz



2

dt



1
2

.


∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫ 4r

0

tλn−2n−1 dt

[∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB| dz

]2

dξ



1
2

∼


∞∑

k=1

r−2n

2λkn

[∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB| dz

]2


1
2

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

?
2k+3B

| f (z) − fB| dz

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣ dz.

This is a desired estimate of Λ̃
(1)

3
.

Next, we estimate Λ̃
(2)

3
. Indeed, for any k ∈ N, z ∈ Rn \ 2k+3B, t ∈ (0, 4r), and ξ ∈ 2k+2B,

t + |ξ − z| ∼ |y − z|.

From this, the Fubini theorem, and λ ∈ (1,∞), we deduce that

Λ̃
(2)

3
.



∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫ 4r

0

∫

2k+2B


∞∑

l=k+3

∫

2l+1B\2lB

| f (z) − fB|

|y − z|n+δ
dz



2
dξ dt

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2

.



∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫ 4r

0

∫

2k+2B


∞∑

l=k+3

∫

2l+1B

| f (z) − fB|

(2lr)n+δ
dz



2
dξ dt

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2

∼



∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫ 4r

0

∫

2k+2B

1

r2δ


∞∑

l=k+3

1

2lδ

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz



2
dξ dt

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2

.

∞∑

k=1

∞∑

l=k+3

[
1

2lδ

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz

] 
(

1

2kr

)λn
1

r2δ

∫ 4r

0

∫

|ξ−y|<2k+2r

dξ dt

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2

∼

∞∑

l=4

l−3∑

k=1

1

2lδ

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz2
kn(1−λ)

2 ∼

∞∑

l=4

1

2lδ

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz,

which, together with Lemma 3.6 with θ := 2−δ, further implies that

Λ̃
(2)

3
.

∞∑

l=1

1

2lδ

?
2lB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2lB

∣∣∣ dz.(5.15)
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This is a desired estimate of Λ̃
(2)

3
.

Moreover, by (5.13), (5.14), and (5.15), we find that, for any x ∈ B,

g∗λ,0 ( f − fB) (x) .

∞∑

k=1

[
1

2kδ
+

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

]?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣ dz

and hence

Λ̃3 .

∞∑

k=1

[
1

2kδ
+

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

]?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣ dz.(5.16)

This is a desired estimate of Λ̃3.

Now, we estimate Λ̃4. To this end, for any k ∈ N and y ∈ Rn, let

J̃(y, k) := J(y, k) \ J̃(0),

where J(y, k) is the same as in (5.2). Then

R
n+1
+ \ J̃(0) =

⋃

k∈N

J̃(y, k).(5.17)

We first estimate |g∗λ,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃)| for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞.

Indeed, from (5.10), we deduce that, for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

∣∣∣g∗λ,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣(5.18)

≤


"
R

n+1
+ \J̃(0)

(
t

t + |ξ|

)λn
| f ∗ ϕt(x + ξ) − f ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|2

dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.

Moreover, using (2.5), we find that, for any t ∈ (4r,∞), ξ ∈ Rn, x ∈ B, and x̃ ∈ B such that

g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞, and for any k ∈ N,

| f ∗ ϕt(x + ξ) − f ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|

= |( f − fB) ∗ ϕt(x + ξ) − ( f − fB) ∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)|

≤
∣∣∣([ f − fB]12k+3B

)
∗ ϕt(x + ξ) −

(
[ f − fB]12k+3B

)
∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)

∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
(
[ f − fB]1Rn\2k+3B

)
∗ ϕt(x + ξ) −

(
[ f − fB]1Rn\2k+3B

)
∗ ϕt(x̃ + ξ)

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x + ξ − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

+

∫

Rn\2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x + ξ − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn
.

Thus, by this, (5.17), and (5.18), we find that, for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

∣∣∣g∗λ,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣(5.19)
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≤


∞∑

k=1

"
J̃(0,k)\J̃(0,k−1)

(
t

t + |ξ|

)λn [∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x + ξ − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

+


∞∑

k=1

"
J̃(0,k)\J̃(0,k−1)

(
t

t + |ξ|

)λn [∫

Rn\2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ
(

x + ξ − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
dz

tn

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

=: Λ̃
(1)

4
(x, x̃) + Λ̃

(2)

4
(x, x̃).

Next, we estimate Λ̃
(1)

4
(x, x̃) for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞. Indeed, for

any (ξ, t) ∈ Rn+1
+ and λ1, λ2 ∈ (1,∞) satisfying λ1 > λ2, we conclude that

(
t

t + |ξ|

)λ1n

≤

(
t

t + |ξ|

)λ2n

.

Using this and q ∈ (1,∞), in the following estimates for Λ̃
(1)

4
(x, x̃), we may always assume that

λ ∈

(
max

{
1,

2

q

}
+

2

n
, 2 +

2

n

)
∩

(
2, 2 +

2

n

)
.(5.20)

Moreover, by the mean value theorem and (2.7), we conclude that, for any t ∈ (4r,∞), x, x̃ ∈ B,

z ∈ 2k+3B with y ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), and (ξ, t) ∈ J̃(0, k) \ J̃(0, k − 1) with k ∈ N, there exists a

θ ∈ (0, 1) such that
∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ

(
x + ξ − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣

.
tn+δ|x − x̃|

[t + |x + ξ − z + θ(x̃ − x)|]n+1+δ
.

tn+δr

(t + |x + ξ − z| − 2r)n+1+δ

∼
tn+δr

(t + |x + ξ − z|)n+1+δ
,

where, in the last step, we used t ∈ (4r,∞). From this, the Minkowski inequality, and (5.20), we

deduce that, for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

Λ̃
(1)

4
(x, x̃) .


∞∑

k=1

"
J̃(0,k)\J̃(0,k−1)

(
t

t + |ξ|

)λn [∫

2k+3B

tδr| f (z) − fB|

(t + |x + ξ − z|)n+1+δ
dz

]2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.

r2
∞∑

k=1

∫

Rn

∫ 2k+2r

0

(
1

2kr

)λn

×

[∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

(t + |x + ξ − z|)n+1+δ
dz

]2
dt dξ

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2
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.

r
2
∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫

Rn

{∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

×


∫ 2k+2r

0

tλn−n−1+2δ

(t + |x + ξ − z|)2(n+1+δ)
dt



1
2

dz



2

dξ



1
2

.

r
2
∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫

Rn

{∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

×

[(∫ |x+ξ−z|

0

+

∫ ∞

|x+ξ−z|

)
tλn−n−1+2δ

(t + |x + ξ − z|)2(n+1+δ)
dt

] 1
2

dz



2

dξ



1
2

∼

r2
∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn ∫

Rn


∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|

|u − z|n−
λn−n−2

2

dz


2

du



1
2

,

which, combined with (5.20), Lemma 5.5(ii) with β := λn−n−2
2
∈ (0, n), a := 1

λ
2
− 1

n

∈ (1, q) ∩ (1, n
β ),

and ã := 2, and Lemma 3.6 with θ := 1
2
, further implies that, for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that

g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

Λ̃
(1)

4
(x, x̃) .

r2
∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

)λn [∫

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|
a dz

] 2
a



1
2

(5.21)

. r

∞∑

k=1

(
1

2kr

) λn
2
−n( λ

2
− 1

n
) [?

2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|
a dz

] 1
a

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2k

[?
2k+3B

| f (z) − fB|
q dz

] 1
q

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2k

[?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

.

This is a desired estimate of Λ̃
(1)

4
(x, x̃).

Now, we estimate Λ̃
(2)

4
(x, x̃). Indeed, by the mean value theorem and (2.7), we conclude that,

for any t ∈ (4r,∞), x ∈ B, x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ( f )(x̃) < ∞, (ξ, t) ∈ J̃(0, k) \ J̃(0, k − 1) with k ∈ N,

and z ∈ 2l+1B \ 2lB with integer l ≥ k + 3, there exists a θ ∈ (0, 1) such that
∣∣∣∣∣∣ϕ

(
x + ξ − z

t

)
− ϕ

(
x̃ + ξ − z

t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣

.
tn+δ|x − x̃|

[t + |x + ξ − z + θ(x̃ − x)|]n+1+δ
.

tn+δr

|x + ξ − z|n+1+δ
∼

tn+δr

(2lr)n+1+δ
,

where, in the last step, we used

|x + ξ − z| ≥ |z − y| − |y − x| − |ξ| ≥ |y − z| − r − 2k+2r ∼ |y − z| ∼ 2lr.
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From this, the Fubini theorem, and λ > 1, we deduce that, for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that

g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

Λ̃
(2)

4
(x, x̃) .



∞∑

k=1

"
J̃(0,k)\J̃(0,k−1)

(
t

2k+2r

)λn

∞∑

l=k+3

∫

2l+1B\2lB

rtδ| f (z) − fB|

(2lr)n+1+δ
dz



2
dξ dt

tn+1



1
2

.



∞∑

k=1

"
J̃(0,k)\J̃(0,k−1)

(
1

2kr

)λn 
∞∑

l=k+3

r−δ

2(1+δ)l

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz



2
dξ dt

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2

.

∞∑

k=1

∞∑

l=k+3

r−δ

2(1+δ)l

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz


(

1

2kr

)λn"
J̃(0,k)\J̃(0,k−1)

dξ dt

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2

.

∞∑

k=1

∞∑

l=k+3

r−δ

2(1+δ)l

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz


(

1

2kr

)λn ∫ 2k+2r

0

∫

2k+2B

dξ dt

tn−λn+1−2δ



1
2

∼

∞∑

l=4

l−3∑

k=1

2kδ

2(1+δ)l

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz ∼

∞∑

l=4

1

2l

?
2l+1B

| f (z) − fB| dz,

which, together with Lemma 3.7, further implies that, for any x ∈ B and x̃ ∈ B such that

g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

Λ̃
(2)

4
(x, x̃) .

∞∑

l=1

1

2l

?
2lB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2lB

∣∣∣ dz.(5.22)

This is a desired estimate of Λ̃
(2)

4
(x, x̃).

Moreover, by (5.19), (5.21), (5.22), and the Hölder inequality, we conclude that, for any x ∈ B

and x̃ ∈ B such that g∗λ,∞( f )(x̃) < ∞,

∣∣∣g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x) − g∗λ,y,∞( f )(x̃)
∣∣∣ .

∞∑

k=1

1

2k

[?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

.

Thus,

Λ̃4 .

∞∑

k=1

1

2k

[?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

,

which, combined with (5.11), (5.12), and (5.16), further implies that

[?
B

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

.

∞∑

k=1

[
1

2kδ
+

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

] [?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

.

This finishes the proof of (ii), and hence of Theorem 5.6. �



Estimates for Littlewood–Paley Operators on Ball Campanato-Type Function Spaces 31

Next, we prove the main results of this section. Indeed, the proof of Theorem 5.1 is similar to

that of Theorem 5.2 and hence we only prove the second one.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let X, p−, q, δ, r, d, λ, and g∗λ be the same as in the present theorem. The

proofs of both (i) and (ii) of the present theorem are strongly depend, respectively, on both (i) and

(ii) of Lemma 5.6, and we only prove (ii) because the proof of (i) is similar.

We first claim that, if g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n, then g∗λ( f ) is finite almost everywhere.

To this end, let m ∈ N, {B j}
m
j=1
⊂ B(Rn) be such that x0 ∈ B j for any j ∈ N, and {λ j}

m
j=1
⊂ [0,∞)

such that
∑m

j=1 λ j , 0. Also, for any i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and k ∈ N, let λi,k :=
λi‖12k Bi

‖X

‖1Bi
‖X

. By Lemma 5.6,

(3.9), the definition of ‖ · ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn), λ ∈ ( 2
min{d,p−}

,∞), and min{d, p−} ∈ ( n
n+δ
,∞), we conclude

that, for any given r ∈ ( n
n+δ ,min{d, p−}) ∩ ( 2

λ ,min{d, p−}),

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X


?

B j

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B j

g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx


1
q

(5.23)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

×

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X

∞∑

k=1

[
1

2kδ
+

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

] 
?

2k B j

∣∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB j

∣∣∣∣
q

dz


1
q

.

∑

k∈N

2k(−n+ n
r
)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi,k

‖12k Bi
‖X

)d

12k Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

×

m∑

j=1

λ j,k |2
kB j|

‖12k B j
‖X

[
1

2kδ
+

1

2
kn(λ−2)

2

] 
?

2kB j

∣∣∣∣ f (x) − f2k B j

∣∣∣∣
q

dx


1
q

.

∑

k∈N

[
2k(−n−δ+ n

r
) + 2kn(− λ

2
+ 1

r
)
]
‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn) . ‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn) < ∞.

From this, we deduce that, for any j ∈ N,


?

B j

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B j

g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx


1
q

< ∞

and hence g∗λ( f )(x) < ∞ for almost every x ∈ B j, which, together with the arbitrariness of B j,

further implies that, for almost every x ∈ Rn, g∗λ( f )(x) < ∞. Thus, the above claim holds true.

Now, we show that (5.1) holds true if g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n. In this case, by the

above claim and an argument similar to that used in the estimation of (5.23), we conclude that, for

any m ∈ N, any balls {B j}
m
j=1
⊂ B(Rn), and any {λ j}

m
j=1
⊂ [0,∞) with

∑m
j=1 λ j , 0,

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


m∑

i=1

(
λi

‖1Bi
‖X

)d

1Bi



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

−1

X

m∑

j=1

λ j|B j|

‖1B j
‖X


?

B j

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B j

g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx


1
q
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. ‖ f ‖LX,q,0,d (Rn),

which, combined with the definition of ‖ · ‖Llow
X,q,0,d

(Rn), further implies that (5.1) holds true. This

finishes the proof of (ii), and hence of Theorem 5.2. �

Remark 5.7. (i) Let X be concave and d ∈ (0, 1]. In this case, from Remark 2.5(i), we deduce

that Theorem 5.2 coincides with Theorem 5.1.

(ii) Let X := L1(Rn), δ = 1, and q ∈ (1,∞). In this case, LX,q,0(Rn) = BMO(Rn) and the case (i)

of Theorem 5.1 coincides with [47, Corollary 1.3].

(iii) Let p ∈ ( n
n+1
,∞), X := Lp(Rn), δ = 1, and q ∈ (1,∞). In this case, LX,q,0(Rn) =

C 1
p
−1,q,0(Rn) and Theorem 5.1 improves the range λ ∈ (3 + 2

n
,∞) in [66, Theorem 3]

into λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞) when p ∈ ( n

n+1/2 ,∞), or λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ ( 2

p
,∞) when

p ∈ ( n
n+1
, n

n+1/2 ].

(iv) Let s ∈ N. In this case, it is still unclear whether or not the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function is

bounded on either LX,q,s(R
n) or LX,q,s,d(Rn).

6 Applications

Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2 can be applied to a plenty of concrete examples of ball quasi-

Banach function spaces, for instance, weighted Lebesgue spaces, mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces,

variable Lebesgue spaces, Orlicz spaces, and Orlicz–slice spaces. Therefore, we obtain the bound-

edness of Littlewood–Paley operators on these spaces. Moreover, to the best of our knowledge, all

these results are new. These examples explicitly reveal that more applications of the main results

of this article to new function spaces are possible. Furthermore, we also apply Lemmas 3.10, 4.3,

and 5.6 to JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) [the special John–Nirenberg–Campanato spaces via congruent cubes (see,

for instance, [36, Definition 1.3])], and then obtain the boundedness of Littlewood–Paley operators

on JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) (see Subsection 6.6 below), which is also new.

6.1 Weighted Lebesgue Spaces

In this subsection, we apply Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2 to weighted Lebesgue spaces.

To this end, we first recall the definition of Muckenhoupt weights Ap(Rn) (see, for instance, [19,

Definitions 7.1.2 and 7.1.3]).

Definition 6.1. Let p ∈ [1,∞) and ω be a nonnegative locally integrable function on Rn. Then ω

is called an Ap(Rn) weight, denoted by ω ∈ Ap(Rn), if, when p ∈ (1,∞),

[ω]Ap(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|

[∫

B

ω(x) dx

] {
1

|B|

∫

B

[ω(x)]
− 1

p−1 dx

}p−1

< ∞,

and

[ω]A1(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|

[∫

B

ω(x) dx

] {
ess sup

x∈Rn

[ω(x)]−1

}
< ∞,
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where the suprema are taken over all balls B ∈ B(Rn). Moreover, the class A∞(Rn) is defined by

setting

A∞(Rn) :=
⋃

p∈[1,∞)

Ap(Rn).

Definition 6.2. Let p ∈ (0,∞) and ω ∈ A∞(Rn). The weighted Lebesgue space L
p
ω(Rn) is defined

to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖Lp
ω(Rn) =

[∫

Rn

| f (x)|pω(x) dx

] 1
p

< ∞.

Remark 6.3. Let p ∈ (0,∞) and ω ∈ A∞(Rn). As was pointed out in [56, Section 7.1], L
p
ω(Rn) is

a ball quasi-Banach space but it may not be a quasi-Banach function space.

In what follows, for any ω ∈ A∞(Rn), let

qω := inf
{
q ∈ [1,∞) : ω ∈ Aq(Rn)

}
.

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2.

Theorem 6.4. Let δ ∈ (0, 1], p ∈ (0,∞), and ω ∈ A∞(Rn) satisfy p− :=
p

qω
∈ ( n

n+δ
,∞), and let

d ∈ ( n
n+δ ,∞). Let λ ∈ (max{1, 2

q
},∞) when min{d, p−} ∈ ( n

n+ δ
2

,∞), or λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩

( 2
min{d,p−}

,∞) when min{d, p−} ∈ ( n
n+δ ,

n

n+ δ2
]. Let Λ be g, S , or g∗λ in Definition 2.10. Then, for

any f ∈ LL
p
ω(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), Λ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the

latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

‖Λ( f )‖Llow

L
p
ω (Rn),q,0,d(Rn )

≤ C‖ f ‖Lp
ω(Rn),q,0,d(Rn).

Similar results also hold true for the space LL
p
ω(Rn),q,0(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. It is easy to show that L
p
ω(Rn) is a

ball quasi-Banach function space (see, for instance, [56, Section 7.1]). Moreover, by [3, Theorem

3.1(b)], we conclude that L
p
ω(Rn) satisfies Assumption 2.8 with both X := L

p
ω(Rn) and p− in the

present theorem. Thus, applying Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2 with X := L
p
ω(Rn), we then obtain

the desired conclusions and hence complete the proof of Theorem 6.4. �

6.2 Mixed-Norm Lebesgue Spaces

Recall that Benedek and Panzone [4] introduced the mixed-norm Lebesgue space L~p(Rn) with

~p ∈ (0,∞]n, which is a natural generalization of the Lebesgue space Lp(Rn). We refer the reader

to [8, 29, 30, 31, 32] for more studies on mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces. To be precise, the mixed-

norm Lebesgue space is defined as follows.

Definition 6.5. Let ~p := (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ (0,∞]n. The mixed-norm Lebesgue space L~p(Rn) is

defined to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖L~p(Rn) :=



∫

R

· · ·

[∫

R

| f (x1, . . . , xn)|p1 dx1

] p2
p1

· · · dxn



1
pn

< ∞
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with the usual modifications made when pi = ∞ for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Moreover, let

p− := min{p1, . . . , pn}.(6.1)

Remark 6.6. (i) Let ~p ∈ (0,∞]n. It is easy to show that L~p(Rn) is a ball quasi-Banach function

space (see, for instance, [81, p. 2047]). However, as was pointed in [81, Remark 7.21],

L~p(Rn) may not be a quasi-Banach function space.

(ii) We refer the reader to [23, 25] for more studies on the boundedness of (sub)linear operators

on mixed-norm (Hardy) spaces.

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2.

Theorem 6.7. Let δ ∈ (0, 1], ~p ∈ (0,∞)n, p− ∈ ( n
n+δ
,∞) be the same as in (6.1), q ∈ (1,∞), and

d ∈ ( n
n+δ
,∞). Let λ ∈ (max{1, 2

q
},∞) when min{d, p−} ∈ ( n

n+ δ
2

,∞), or λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩

( 2
min{d,p−}

,∞) when min{d, p−} ∈ ( n
n+δ ,

n

n+ δ
2

]. Let Λ be g, S , or g∗λ in Definition 2.10. Then, for

any f ∈ LL~p(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), Λ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the

latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

‖Λ( f )‖Llow

L~p (Rn),q,0,d
(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖L

L~p(Rn),q,0,d
(Rn).

Similar results also hold true for the space LL~p(Rn),q,0(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. It is easy to show that L~p(Rn) is

a ball quasi-Banach function space (see, for instance, [81, p. 2047]). Moreover, from [29, Lemma

3.5], we deduce that L~p(Rn) satisfies Assumption 2.8 with both X := L~p(Rn) and p− in (6.1). Thus,

applying Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2 with X := L~p(Rn), we then obtain the desired conclusions

and hence complete the proof of Theorem 6.7. �

6.3 Variable Lebesgue Spaces

Let p(·) : Rn → [0,∞) be a measurable function. Recall that the variable Lebesgue space

Lp(·)(Rn) is defined to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖Lp(·)(Rn) := inf

λ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

Rn

[
| f (x)|

λ

]p(x)

dx ≤ 1

 < ∞.

We refer the reader to [11, 15, 24, 33, 34, 35, 48] for more studies on variable Lebesgue spaces.

In the reminder of this subsection, for any measurable function p(·) : Rn → (0,∞), we always let

p− := ess inf
x∈Rn

p(x) and p+ := ess sup
x∈Rn

p(x).(6.2)

Recall that p(·) : Rn → (0,∞) is said to be globally log-Hölder continuous if there exists a p∞ ∈ R

such that, for any x, y ∈ Rn,

|p(x) − p(y)| .
1

log(e + 1/|x − y|)
and |p(x) − p∞| .

1

log(e + |x|)
,
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where the implicit positive constants are independent of both x and y. As was pointed out in [56,

Section 7.1], Lp(·)(Rn) is a ball quasi-Banach space but it may not be a quasi-Banach function

space.

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2.

Theorem 6.8. Let δ ∈ (0, 1], p(·) : Rn → (0,∞) be a globally log-Hölder continuous function

satisfying n
n+δ
< p− ≤ p+ < ∞, q ∈ (1,∞), and d ∈ ( n

n+δ
,∞). Let λ ∈ (max{1, 2

q
},∞) when

min{d, p−} ∈ ( n

n+ δ
2

,∞), or λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ ( 2

min{d,p−}
,∞) when min{d, p−} ∈ ( n

n+δ ,
n

n+ δ
2

].

Let Λ be g, S , or g∗λ in Definition 2.10. Then, for any f ∈ LLp(·)(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), Λ( f ) is either infinite

everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter case, there exists a positive constant C,

independent of f , such that

‖Λ( f )‖Llow

Lp(·) (Rn),q,0,d
(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖L

Lp(·)(Rn),q,0,d
(Rn).

Similar results also hold true for the space LLp(·)(Rn),q,0(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. It is easy to show that Lp(·)(Rn)

is a ball quasi-Banach function space (see, for instance, [56, Section 7.1]). Moreover, from [12,

Corollary 2.1], we deduce that Assumption 2.8 with both X := Lp(·)(Rn) and p− in (6.2) is satisfied.

Thus, applying Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2 with X := Lp(·)(Rn), we then obtain the desired

conclusions and hence complete the proof of Theorem 6.8. �

6.4 Orlicz Spaces

Recall that a function Φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is called an Orlicz function if it is non-decreasing

and satisfies Φ(0) = 0, Φ(t) > 0 whenever t ∈ (0,∞), and limt→∞ Φ(t) = ∞. An Orlicz function

Φ is said to be of lower (resp., upper) type p with p ∈ (−∞,∞) if there exists a positive constant

C(p), depending on p, such that, for any t ∈ [0,∞) and s ∈ (0, 1) [resp., s ∈ [1,∞)],

Φ(st) ≤ C(p) s
pΦ(t).

An Orlicz function Φ is said to be of positive lower (resp., upper) type if it is of lower (resp.,

upper) type p for some p ∈ (0,∞). Then we recall the definition of Orlicz spaces as follows (see,

for instance, [55, p. 58, Definition 2]).

Definition 6.9. Let Φ be an Orlicz function with positive lower type p−
Φ

and positive upper type

p+
Φ

. The Orlicz space LΦ(Rn) is defined to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such

that

‖ f ‖LΦ(Rn) := inf

{
λ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

Rn

Φ

(
| f (x)|

λ

)
dx ≤ 1

}
< ∞.

Remark 6.10. (i) Let Φ be an Orlicz function on Rn with positive lower type p−
Φ
∈ (0,∞)

and positive upper type p+
Φ
∈ (0,∞). As was pointed out in [56, Section 7.6], LΦ(Rn) is a

quasi-Banach function space and hence a ball quasi-Banach function space.

(ii) We refer the reader to [2, 22, 20, 51, 57, 58, 59] for more studies on the boundedness of

(sub)linear operators on Orlicz-type spaces.
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The following theorem is a corollary of Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2.

Theorem 6.11. Let δ ∈ (0, 1], Φ be an Orlicz function with lower type p−
Φ

and upper type p+
Φ

satisfying n
n+δ < p−

Φ
≤ p+

Φ
< ∞, q ∈ (1,∞), and d ∈ ( n

n+δ ,∞). Let λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞) when

min{d, p−
Φ
} ∈ ( n

n+ δ
2

,∞), or λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ ( 2

min{d,p−
Φ
}
,∞) when min{d, p−

Φ
} ∈ ( n

n+δ ,
n

n+ δ
2

].

Let Λ be g, S , or g∗λ in Definition 2.10. Then, for any f ∈ LLΦ(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), Λ( f ) is either infinite

everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter case, there exists a positive constant C,

independent of f , such that

‖Λ( f )‖Llow

LΦ (Rn),q,0,d
(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖L

LΦ(Rn),q,0,d
(Rn).

Similar results also hold true for the space LLΦ(Rn),q,0(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. It is easy to show that LΦ(Rn)

is a ball quasi-Banach function space (see, for instance, [56, Section 7.6]). Moreover, from [41,

Theorem 2.10] (see also [56, Theorem 7.12]), we deduce that Assumption 2.8 with both X :=

LΦ(Rn) and p− := p−
Φ

is satisfied. Thus, applying Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2 with X :=

LΦ(Rn), we then obtain the desired conclusions and hence complete the proof of Theorem 6.11. �

6.5 Orlicz-Slice Spaces

In this subsection, we apply the main results of this article to the Orlicz-slice space (Er
Φ

)t(R
n)

which was first introduced in [80]. To this end, we first recall the following definition of Orlicz-

slice spaces which is just [80, Definition 2.8].

Definition 6.12. Let t, r ∈ (0,∞) and Φ be an Orlicz function with positive lower type p−
Φ

and pos-

itive upper type p+
Φ

. The Orlicz-slice space (Er
Φ

)t(R
n) is defined to be the set of all the measurable

functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖(Er
Φ

)t(Rn) :=

{∫

Rn

[
‖ f 1B(x,t)‖LΦ(Rn)

‖1B(x,t)‖LΦ(Rn)

]r

dx

} 1
r

< ∞.

Remark 6.13. (i) Let t, r ∈ (0,∞) and Φ be an Orlicz function on Rn with 0 < p−
Φ
≤ p+

Φ
< ∞.

By [80, Lemma 2.28], we find that (Er
Φ

)t(R
n) is a ball quasi-Banach function space, but it

may not be a quasi-Banach function space (see, for instance, [81, Remark 7.43(i)]).

(ii) We refer the reader to [26, 27, 79] for more studies on the boundedness of (sub)linear oper-

ators on (local) Orlicz-slice spaces.

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2.

Theorem 6.14. Let δ ∈ (0, 1] and Φ be an Orlicz function with both lower type p−
Φ

and upper type

p+
Φ

satisfying n
n+δ < p−

Φ
≤ p+

Φ
< ∞. Let t ∈ (0,∞), r ∈ ( n

n+δ ,∞), q ∈ (1,∞), and d ∈ ( n
n+δ ,∞).

Let λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞) when min{d, p−

Φ
, r} ∈ ( n

n+ δ
2

,∞), or λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ ( 2

min{d,p−
Φ
,r}
,∞)

when min{d, p−
Φ
, r} ∈ ( n

n+δ ,
n

n+ δ
2

]. Let Λ be g, S , or g∗λ in Definition 2.10. Then, for any f ∈
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L(Er
Φ

)t(Rn),q,0,d(Rn), Λ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere and, in the latter

case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

‖Λ( f )‖Llow
(Er
Φ

)t (Rn),q,0,d
(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖L(Er

Φ
)t (Rn),q,0,d(Rn).

Similar results also hold true for the space L(Er
Φ

)t(Rn),q,0(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. By [80, Lemma 2.28], we find

that (Er
Φ

)t(R
n) is a ball quasi-Banach function space. Moreover, from [80, Lemma 4.3], we deduce

that Assumption 2.8 with both X := (Er
Φ

)t(R
n) and p− := min{r, p−

Φ
} is satisfied. Thus, applying

Theorems 3.5, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2 with X := (Er
Φ

)t(R
n), we then obtain the desired conclusions and

hence complete the proof of Theorem 6.11. �

6.6 Special John–Nirenberg–Campanato Spaces via Congruent Cubes

Recall that John and Nirenberg [39] introduced the well-known space BMO (Rn) and, in the

same article, they also introduced the mysterious John–Nirenberg space. Recall that Dafni et al.

[13] showed the non-triviality of the John–Nirenberg space. Indeed, the John–Nirenberg space

now attracts more and more attention. We refer the reader to [1, 17, 49, 50, 63, 67, 69, 70] for

more studies on these spaces. However, it is still a challenging and open question to obtain the

boundedness of some important operators on the John–Nirenberg space.

To shed some light on the boundedness of Littlewood–Paley operators on John–Nirenberg

spaces, Jia et al. [36, Definition 1.3] introduced the special John–Nirenberg–Campanato space via

congruent cubes, JNcon
(p,q,s)α

(Rn). In this subsection, we use Lemmas 3.10, 4.3, and 5.6 to obtain

the boundedness of Littlewood–Paley operators on JNcon
(p,q,0)α

(Rn). We refer the reader to [38,

37], respectively, for the boundedness of Calderón–Zygmund operators and fractional integrals on

JNcon
(p,q,s)α

(Rn).

In what follows, a cube always has a finite edge length and all its edges parallel to the coordi-

nate axes, but it is not necessary to be open or closed. Moreover, for any m ∈ Z, we use Dm(Rn)

to denote the set of all the subcubes of Rn with side length 2−m.

Definition 6.15. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞] and α ∈ R. Then the special John–Nirenberg–Campanato space

via congruent cubes, JNcon
p,q,α(R

n), is defined to be the set of all the f ∈ L
q

loc
(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn)

:=



sup
m∈Z

sup
{Q j} j⊂Dm(Rn)


∑

j

∣∣∣Q j

∣∣∣


∣∣∣Q j

∣∣∣−α

?

Q j

∣∣∣ f (x) − fQ j

∣∣∣q dx


1
q



p

1
p

if p ∈ [1,∞),

‖ f ‖Cα,q,0(Rn) if p = ∞

is finite, where ‖ · ‖Cα,q,0(Rn) is the same as in (2.3).

Remark 6.16. (i) Observe that JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) is only a special case when s = 0 of the special

John–Nirenberg–Campanato space via congruent cubes, JNcon
(p,q,s)α

(Rn), introduced in [36,
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Definition 1.3]. If we use the same notation as there, JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) here is just the space

JNcon
(p,q,0)α

(Rn) therein; here, for the simplicity of the presentation, we denote JNcon
(p,q,0)α

(Rn)

simply by JNcon
p,q,α(R

n).

(ii) We point out that JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) [and hence JNcon
(p,q,s)α

(Rn)] is not a ball quasi-Banach function

space. Indeed, it is easy to show that, for any f ∈ M (Rn), ‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn) = 0 if and only if

f is a constant almost everywhere on Rn, which implies that JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) does not satisfy

Definition 2.1(i), and hence JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) is not a ball quasi-Banach function space.

To obtain the main results of this section, we first introduce a proper subspace of JNcon
p,q,α(R

n),

denoted by LJNcon
p,q,α(R

n).

Definition 6.17. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞] and α ∈ R. The space LJNcon
p,q,α(R

n) is defined to be the set of

all the f ∈ L
q

loc
(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖LJNcon
p,q,α(Rn)

:=



sup
r∈(0,∞)



∫

Rn


|B(y, r)|−α

[?
B(y,r)

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B(y,r)
f (x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q



p

dy



1
p

if p ∈ [1,∞),

sup
B∈B(Rn)

|B|−α
[?

B

{
f (x) − inf

x̃∈B
f (x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

if p = ∞

is finite.

Remark 6.18. Let q ∈ [1,∞) and α ∈ R. In this case, LJNcon
∞,q,α(R

n) coincides with the space

Cα,q,∗(R
n) which was introduced by Hu et al. in [28, Definition 1.4] and, moreover, C0,q,∗(R

n)

coincides with the space BLO (Rn) which was first introduced by Coifman and Rochberg in [9].

The following lemma gives an equivalent norm of JNcon
p,q,α(R

n), which is just a special case of

[36, Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 6.19. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞) and α ∈ R. Then f ∈ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n) if and only if f ∈ L
q

loc
(Rn) and

[ f ]JNcon
p,q,α(Rn) := sup

r∈(0,∞)


∫

Rn

|B(y, r)|−α
[?

B(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (x) − fB(y,r)

∣∣∣q dx

] 1
q



p

dy



1
p

is finite. Moreover, for any f ∈ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n),

‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn) ∼ [ f ]JNcon

p,q,α(Rn),

where the positive equivalence constants are independent of f .

By Lemma 6.19 and (3.1), we have the following conclusion; we omit the details here.

Proposition 6.20. Let p ∈ [1,∞], q ∈ [1,∞), and α ∈ R. Then

LJNcon
p,q,α(R

n) ⊂ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n).
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Next, we establish the boundedness of Littlewood–Paley g functions on JNcon
p,q,α(R

n).

Theorem 6.21. Let p ∈ [1,∞], q ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (−∞, δ
n
) with δ ∈ (0, 1], and g be the Littlewood–

Paley g-function in (2.8). For any f ∈ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n), g( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite

almost everywhere and, in the latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f ,

such that

‖g( f )‖LJNcon
p,q,α(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖JNcon

p,q,α(Rn).(6.3)

Proof. Let p, q, α, δ, and g be the same as in the present theorem. We only prove the case

p ∈ [1,∞) because the proof of p = ∞ is similar. Let f ∈ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n). We first claim that, if

g( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n, then g( f ) is finite almost everywhere. Indeed, using Lemma 3.10,

α < δ
n
< δ

n
+ 1

p
, and the definition of ‖ · ‖JNcon

p,q,α(Rn), we find that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn) containing

x0,

|B|
1
p
−α

[?
B

{
g( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2
k(−nα+ n

p+δ)

∣∣∣2kB
∣∣∣

1
p
−α

[?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

. ‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn) < ∞,

which further implies that g( f ) is finite almost everywhere on B. By this and the arbitrariness of

B, we conclude that, for almost every x ∈ Rn, g( f )(x) < ∞ and hence the above claim holds true.

Now, we show that (6.3) holds true if g( f )(x0) < ∞ for one x0 ∈ R
n. Indeed, by Lemma 3.10,

the above claim, the Minkowski inequality, the Hölder inequality, α ∈ (−∞, δ
n
), and Lemma 6.19,

we conclude that, for any r ∈ (0,∞),



∫

Rn


|B(y, r)|−α

[?
B(y,r)

{
g( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B(y,r)
g( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q



p

dy



1
p

.



∫

Rn

|B(y, r)|−α
∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

?
2k B(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (x) − f2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ dx



p

dy



1
p

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2kδ

{∫

Rn

[
|B(y, r)|−α

?
2k B(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (x) − f2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ dx

]p

dy

} 1
p

∼

∞∑

k=1

1

2k(δ−αn)

{∫

Rn

[∣∣∣2kB(y, r)
∣∣∣−α
?

2k B(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (x) − f2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ dx

]p

dy

} 1
p

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2k(δ−αn)



∫

Rn

[∣∣∣2kB(y, r)
∣∣∣−α
?

2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (x) − f2k B(y,r)

∣∣∣q dx

] p

q

dy



1
p

. ‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn).
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This further implies that

‖g( f )‖LJNcon
p,q,α(Rn) . ‖ f ‖JNcon

p,q,α(Rn),

and hence finishes the proof of Theorem 6.21. �

Remark 6.22. (i) Let δ = 1 and p = ∞. In this case, from the conclusion of Theorem 6.21,

we deduce the conclusion of [66, Theorem 1] because, by Theorem 6.21 in this case, we

obtain g( f ) ∈ Cα,q,∗(R
n) which, together with Cα,q,∗(R

n) ⊂ Cα,q(Rn), further implies g( f ) ∈

Cα,q(Rn), the conclusion of [66, Theorem 1]. Thus, a special case of Theorem 6.21 is also

stronger than [66, Theorem 1].

(ii) Let δ = 1, p = ∞, and α = 0. In this case, Theorem 6.21 coincides with [47, Corollary 1.1].

(iii) Let s ∈ N. In this case, it is still unclear whether or not the Littlewood–Paley g-function is

bounded on JNcon
(p,q,s)α

(Rn) (see [36, Definition 1.3] for the precise definition).

Next, we establish the boundedness of the Lusin-area function S on the space JNcon
p,q,α(R

n),

whose proof is just a repetition of that of Theorem 6.21 with both g and Lemma 3.10 therein

replaced, respectively, by both S and Lemma 4.3 here; we omit details here.

Theorem 6.23. Let p ∈ [1,∞], q ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (−∞, δ
n
) with δ ∈ (0, 1], and S be the Lusin-area

function in (2.9). For any f ∈ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n), S ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost

everywhere and, in the latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

‖S ( f )‖LJNcon
p,q,α(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖JNcon

p,q,α(Rn).

Remark 6.24. (i) Let δ = 1 and p = ∞. In this case, from the conclusion of Theorem 6.23, we

deduce the conclusion of [66, Theorem 2] because, by Theorem 6.23 in this case, we obtain

S ( f ) ∈ Cα,q,∗(R
n) which, combined with Cα,q,∗(R

n) ⊂ Cα,q(Rn), further implies S ( f ) ∈

Cα,q(Rn), the conclusion of [66, Theorem 2]. Thus, a special case of Theorem 6.23 is also

stronger than [66, Theorem 2].

(ii) Let δ = 1, p = ∞, and α = 0. In this case, Theorem 6.23 coincides with [47, Corollary 1.2].

(iii) Let s ∈ N. In this case, it is still unclear whether or not the Lusin-area function is bounded

on JNcon
(p,q,s)α

(Rn) (see [36, Definition 1.3] for the precise definition).

Now, we estimate the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ function on the space JNcon
p,q,α(R

n).

Theorem 6.25. Let p ∈ [1,∞], q ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ R, δ ∈ (0, 1], λ ∈ (1,∞), and g∗λ be the same as

in (2.10). For any f ∈ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n), g∗λ( f ) is either infinite everywhere or finite almost everywhere

and, in the latter case, there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that

∥∥∥g∗λ( f )
∥∥∥

LJNcon
p,q,α(Rn)

≤ C‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn)(6.4)

if either of the following statements holds true:

(i) α ∈ (−∞, δ
2n

) and λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞);
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(ii) α ∈ [ δ
2n
, δ

n
) and λ ∈ (max{1, 2

q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩ (2 + 2α,∞).

Proof. Let p, q, α, δ, and g∗λ be the same as in the present theorem. The proofs of both (i) and (ii)

of the present theorem strongly depend, respectively, on both (i) and (ii) of Lemma 5.6, and we

only prove (i) because the proof of (ii) is similar. Also, we only show the case p ∈ [1,∞) because

the proof of p = ∞ is similar. Let f ∈ JNcon
p,q,α(R

n). We first claim that, if g∗λ( f )(x0) < ∞ for one

x0 ∈ R
n, then g∗λ( f ) is finite almost everywhere. Indeed, using Lemma 5.6(i), α ∈ (−∞, δ

2n
), and

the definition of ‖ · ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn), we find that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn containing x0,

|B|
1
p
−α

[?
B

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2
k(−nα+ n

p
+ δ

2
)

∣∣∣2kB
∣∣∣

1
p
−α

[?
2kB

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q

. ‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn) < ∞,

which further implies that g∗λ( f ) is finite almost everywhere on B. Using this and the arbitrariness

of B, we find that, for almost every x ∈ Rn, g∗λ( f )(x) < ∞ and hence the above claim holds true.

Next, we show (6.4). Indeed, from the above claim, Lemma 5.6, the Minkowski inequality,

α ∈ (−∞, δ
2n

) ⊂ (−∞, 1
2n

), and Lemma 6.19, we deduce that, for any r ∈ (0,∞),



∫

Rn


|B(y, r)|−α

[?
B(y,r)

{
g∗λ( f )(x) − inf

x̃∈B(y,r)
g∗λ( f )(x̃)

}q

dx

] 1
q



q

dy



1
p

.


∫

Rn

|B(y, r)|−α
∞∑

k=1

1

2
kδ
2

[?
2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q



p

dy



1
p

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2
kδ
2


∫

Rn

|B(y, r)|−α
[?

2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2kB(y,r)

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q



p

dy



1
p

.

∞∑

k=1

1

2
kδ
2
−αkn


∫

Rn


∣∣∣2kB(y, r)

∣∣∣−α
[?

2k B(y,r)

∣∣∣ f (z) − f2k B(y,r)

∣∣∣q dz

] 1
q



p

dy



1
p

. ‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn)

and hence ∥∥∥g∗λ( f )
∥∥∥

LJNcon
p,q,α(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖JNcon
p,q,α(Rn).

This finishes the proof of Theorem 6.25. �

Remark 6.26. (i) Let δ = 1, p = ∞, and α = 0. In this case, Theorem 6.25(i) coincides with

[47, Corollary 1.3].

(ii) Let δ = 1. In this case, we point out that the boundedness of the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ
function on the Campanato space Cα,q,0(Rn) in Theorem 6.25 widens the range λ ∈ (3+ 2

n
,∞)
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in [66, Theorem 3] into λ ∈ (max{1, 2
q
},∞) when α ∈ (−∞, 1

2n
), or λ ∈ (max{1, 2

q
} + 2

n
,∞) ∩

(2 + 2α,∞) when α ∈ [ 1
2n
, 1

n
).

(iii) Let s ∈ N. In this case, it is still unclear whether or not the Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function is

bounded on JNcon
(p,q,s)α

(Rn) (see [36, Definition 1.3] for the precise definition).
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