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Weighted boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal and Calderon-Zygmund operators on
Orlicz-Morrey and weak Orlicz-Morrey spaces

Ryota Kawasumi and Eiichi Nakai

Abstract

For the Hardy-Littlewood maximal and Calderén-Zygmund operators, the
weighted boundedness on the Lebesgue spaces are well known. We extend
these to the Orlicz-Morrey spaces. Moreover, we prove the weighted bound-
edness on the weak Orlicz-Morrey spaces. To do this we show the weak-weak
modular inequality. The Orlicz-Morrey space and its weak version contain
weighted Orlicz, Morrey and Lebesgue spaces and their weak versions as spe-
cial cases. Then we also get the boundedness for these function spaces as
corollaries.

1 Introduction

Let LP(R™ w) and wLP(R™, w) be the weighted Lebesgue space and its weak version
on the n-dimensional Euclidean space R™, respectively. Then it is well known
that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M is bounded from L'(R" w) to
wLl(R™, w) if w € Ay, and, from LP(R" w) to itself if w € A,, p € (1,00], where
A, is the Muckenhoupt class, see [26]. The Calderén-Zygmund operators have the
same boundedness except the case p = co. It is also known that M is bounded from
wLP(R" w) to itself if w € A,, p € (1,00]. This boundedness can be obtained by
using the property of A,-weights and the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem for
the operators of restricted weak type, see [9, Theorem 1.4.19 (page 61)] for example.
See also [20] for its simple proofs.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46E30, 42B35, 42B25, 42B20.

Key words and phrases. Orlicz-Morrey space, modular inequality, maximal function, singular
integral.

Ryota Kawasumi, Minohara 1-6-3 (B-2), Misawa, Aomori 033-0033, Japan,
rykawasumi@gmail.com

Eiichi Nakai, Department of Mathematics, Ibaraki University, Mito, Ibaraki 310-8512, Japan,
eiichi.nakai.math@vc.ibaraki.ac.jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.07080v2

Weighted boundedness on weak Orlicz-Morrey spaces 2

In this paper we extend these boundedness to the weighted Orlicz-Morrey space
L®#)(R", w) and its weak version wL(®#)(R™ w), where ® is a Young function and
@ is a variable growth function. Namely, we prove the following boundedness:

1T flwrceor @ewy < ClF L @ w): (1.1)
HTfHL@w)(Rn,w) < C”JCHL@W(Rn,w)a (1-2)
|T fllwr@er @nwy < Cllflwr@e @ w, (1.3)

where T is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator or a Calderéon-Zygmund opera-
tor. The function spaces L(®%)(R", w) and wL®#)(R" w) contain weighted Orlicz,
Morrey and Lebesgue spaces and their weak versions as special cases. Then we also
get the boundedness for these function spaces as corollaries.

For a measurable set G C R", we denote its Lebesgue measure and characteristic
function by |G| and y¢, respectively. A weight is a locally integrable function on R"
which takes values in (0, 00) almost everywhere. For a weight w and a measurable
set G, we define w(G) = [, w(z)dz. For p € (0,00], the weighted Lebesgue space
and its weak version with respect to the measure w(z) dz are denoted by LP(R", w)
and wLP(R™, w), respectively.

For a function ¢ : R™ x (0,00) — (0,00) and a ball B = B(a,r), we denote
©(a,r) by p(B). For a weight w, a measurable set G and a function f, let

w(G, f.it)=w({zre G:|f(x)]>1}), tel000).
In the case G = R", we briefly denote it by w(f,t).

Definition 1.1 (Orlicz-Morrey space and weak Orlicz-Morrey space). For a Young
function @ : [0, o] — [0, 00|, a function ¢ : R™ x (0,00) — (0,00), a weight w and
a ball B, let

1 llopw,8 = inf{A >0: méé(@)w(x) dx < 1} ,

1 f
fll®pw B weak = inf § A >0 ————— sup (Ith(B,—,t)gl .
|| ||<I>SO B k gO(B)'LU(B) tg(opo) ( ) )\

Let L(®¥)(R™ w) and wL(®#)(R",w) be the sets of all functions f such that the
following functionals are finite, respectively:

||f||L(<I>7‘P)(R",w) = S%p 1/ l|o,6,0,5

”fHWL(‘I’AP)(]R",w) = Slép ”f”@,ap,w,B,weaku

where the suprema are taken over all balls B in R". (For the definition of the Young
function, see the next section.)
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Then || f|| 1(#.¢)(rn ) is @ norm and thereby L®#)(R", w) is a Banach space, and
1l oz (n ) 18 & quasi norm and thereby wL(®#)(R™, w) is a quasi Banach space.
The Orlicz-Morrey space L(®#)(R") was first studied in [27]. The spaces L(®¥)(R")
and wL(®%)(R") were investigated in [12, 28, 29, 31], etc. For other kinds of Orlicz-
Morrey spaces, see [4, B, [7, [10, B2], etc. See also [13, [14] for Morrey-Banach spaces.

The function spaces L(®#)(R" w) and wL(®¥*)(R",w) contain several function
spaces as special cases. If ¢(B) = 1/w(B), then L®#)(R" w) and wL(®¥) (R" w)
coincide with the weighted Orlicz space L® (R™, w) and its weak version wL®(R", w),
respectively. If ®(t) = 7, 1 < p < oo, then L(®¥)(R" w) and wL(®¥)(R" w) are
denoted by L®#)(R", w) and wL®#)(R™ w), respectively, which are the generalized
weighted Morrey space and its weak version. If o(B) = w(B)" ' 0 < rk < 1,
then L®#)(R™ w) and wL®¥)(R™ w) are denoted by LP**(R", w) and wLP*(R", w),
respectively, which were introduced by Komori and Shirai [21]. If ®(¢) = 7, 1 <
p < 00, and ¢(B) = 1/w(B), then L) (R" w) = LP(R", w) and wL®#)(R" w) =
wLP(R" w). Therefore, by (L1), (L2) and ([L3]), we also have the norm inequalities
for these function spaces as corollaries.

Let A, be the Muckenhoupt class of weights, see Definition Let p € [1,00)
and w is a weight. Muchenhoupt [26] proved that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
operator M is bounded from LP(R", w) to wLP(R", w) if and only if w € A,. He
also proved that, for p € (1,00), M is bounded from LP(R"™, w) to itself if and only
if w € A,. For the boundedness of the Hiibert transform, the same conclusions
hold, see [15].

Let p € (1,00) and w is a weight. It is also known that M is bounded from
wLP(R™, w) to itself if and only if w € A,. We learned from [20] two kinds of simple
proofs of this boundedness by Grafakos and by Yabuta. By our results, we see that
any Calderén-Zygmund operator is bounded from wLP(R™, w) to itself if w € A,.
In particular, the Reisz transforms are bounded from wLP (R, w) to itself if and only
if w e A,, see Corollary £.3

In the next section we state on the functions ®, ¢ and w by which we define
L@ (R", w) and wL®®) (R" w). Then we state main results in Section Bl We
recall the properties of Young functions and show a lemma in Section @l To prove
the norm inequalities (L)), (L2) and (L3]) we need the modular inequalities

sup B(u(T1.0) < C [ lelf@)hu() s

te(0,00)
/Rn ST f(x))w(z) dx < C/Rn O(c|f(2))w(z) dz,
sup <I>(t)w(Tf, f}) < C sup (I)(t)U)(f, f}),

t€(0,00) t€(0,00)

respectively, in which the first and the second are known. We prove the third
in Section Then, using the results in Sections [ and B we prove the main
results in Section [6 In the above, each modular inequality means that it holds
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for any function f such that the left-hand side is finite, and that the constant C'
is independent of f. We will make similar abbreviated statements involving other
modular and (quasi-)norm inequalities; they will be always interpreted in the same
way.

At the end of this section, we make some conventions. Throughout this paper,
we always use C' to denote a positive constant that is independent of the main
parameters involved but whose value may differ from line to line. Constants with
subscripts, such as C),, is dependent on the subscripts. If f < Cg, we then write
f<Sgorg 2 fiand if f < g < f, we then write f ~ g.

2  On the functions ¢, ¢ and w

In this section we state on the functions ®, ¢ and w by which we define L(®%) (R, w)
and wL(®#)(R" w). We first recall the Young function and its generalization.
For an increasing (i.e. nondecreasing) function ® : [0, co] — [0, o0], let

a(®) =sup{t > 0: ®(t) =0}, b(P)=inf{t >0:P(t) = oo},

with convention sup () = 0 and inf {) = co. Then 0 < a(®) < b(®) < oco.
Let @ be the set of all increasing functions @ : [0, oc] — [0, co] such that

(i) 0<a(P) <oo, 0<b(P) < oo,
(i) lim ®(t) = ®(0) =0,

t—+0
(iii) @ is left continuous on [0, b(P)),

(iv) if b(®) = oo, then lim &(t) = P(o0) = o0,

t—o00

(v) ifb(P) < o0, then lim @(t) = ¢(b(P)) (< 0).

t—b(®)—0

In what follows, if an increasing and left continuous function ® : [0, c0) — [0, c0)

satisfies and tlim ®(t) = oo, then we always regard that ®(co) = oo and that
— 00

e D B

For &, ¥ € &, we write ® ~ VU if there exists a positive constant C' such that

O(C™M) < U(t) < ®(Ct) forall t € [0, 00].
Now we recall the definition of the Young function and give its generalization.

Definition 2.1. (i) A function ® € @ is called a Young function (or sometimes
also called an Orlicz function) if ® is convex on [0, b(®)). Let @y be the set of
all Young functions, and let @y be the set of all ® € & such that ® ~ ¥ for
some ¥ € ®y. (Each ® € @y is also called a quasi-convex function, see [19]).
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(ii) Let Y be the set of all Young functions such that a(®) = 0 and b(P) = oo,
and let ) be the set of all & € @ such that ® ~ ¥ for some ¥ € ).

By the convexity, any Young function @ is continuous on [0, b(®)) and strictly
increasing on [a(®),b(P®)]. Hence ® is bijective from [a(P),b(P)] to [0, D(b(D))]. If
® € Y, then ® is continuous and bijective from [0, oo] to itself.

Definition 2.2. (i) A function ® € @ is said to satisfy the Ay-condition, denoted
by ® € A,, if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

O(2t) < CP(t) forallt>D0.

(ii) A function ® € @ is said to satisfy the V,-condition, denoted by ® € V,, if
there exists a constant £ > 1 such that

1
O(t) < %(I)(kt) for all t > 0.

(111) Let AQ = Spy N ZQ and VQ = Spy N vg.

For ® € &, we recall the dilation indices which are also called the Orlicz-
Matuszewska-Maligranda indices:

Definition 2.3. For ® € @ with a(®) = 0 and b(®) = oo, let

D(\)
ho()\) = AP
a(M) tES(})lEO) (1) € (0,00),

and define the lower and upper indices of ¢ by

'l(q)) = lim M = sup M
A=+0  log A ac(,1)  logA
1 1
[(®) = lim logha(d) _ ., M’
A—oo  log A Ae(l00)  log A

respectively, with convention log oo = oo.

Remark 2.1. By the definition we see that he(l) = 1 and that he is increasing
(i.e. non-decreasing) and submultiplicative which means that hg (A1 A2) < he(A1)he(A2)
for all A;, Ay € (0,00). In this case the above limits exist (permitting oc) and

0 < i(®) < I(®) < oo, see [24] for example. If & € Ay, then a(®) = 0 and
b(®) = co. In this case 0 < i(P) < I(P) < oo, see [LI], 24] for example.

Remark 2.2. Let ®, ¥ € @ with a(®) = a(¥) = 0 and b(®) = b(¥) = oco.
(i) If ® ~ U, then i(®) = i(¥) and [(D) = I(D).
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(ii) If ® € Y, then 1 < i(®) < I(P) < 0.

(iii) ® € V, if and only if 1 < i(®) < I(®) < .

(iv) @ € Ay NV, if and only if 1 < i(®) < I(P) < oco.

(v) Let ® € Y. Then ® € A, if and only if 1 <i(®) < I(P) < .
) <

(vi) Let 0 < i(®) < I(P) < oc0. If 0 < p < i(P) < I(P) < q¢ < 00, then there
exists a positive constant C' such that, for all ¢, A € (0, 00),

O(At) < Cmax (A, \1) (1),

D(t t
that is, t — ¥ is almost increasing and t % is almost decreasing.

o(1)

(vii) ® € Y if and only if t 4 is almost increasing ([19, Lemma 1.1.1]).

Next, we say that a function 6 : R" x (0,00) — (0, 00) satisfies the doubling
condition if there exists a positive constant C' such that, for all x € R™ and r, s €
(0, 00),

1 (x,r)

— < - <O, if

C =~ O(x,s) = '
We say that € is almost increasing (resp. almost decreasing) if there exists a positive
constant C' such that, for all x € R" and r, s € (0, 00),

>

<

W | =

<2. (2.1)

N | —

O(xz,r) < CO(x,s) (resp. O(z,s) < CO(x,r)), ifr<s.

For two functions 0,k : R" x (0,00) — (0,00), we write 6 ~ k if there exists a
positive constant C' such that, for all x € R™ and r € (0, 00),

1

— <
o <

>

(2, 7)
(x,r

<C.

~—

=

As same as Definition [LTwe also define L®#)(R", w) and wL(®#) (R™ w) by us-
ing generalized Young functions ¢ € Py together with |||,z and ||| o e.w, B weak
respectively. Then || - || @) gn ) and || - |lyr@ ) @ ) are quasi norms and thereby

L®#) (R, w) and wL(®%) (R", w) are quasi Banach spaces.

Remark 2.3. Let ®, ¥ € &y and ¢,1 : R® x (0,00) — (0,00). If ® ~ ¥ and
@ ~ 1, then L9 (R" w) = LYY (R" w) and wL(®?)(R", w) = wLY¥)(R", w)
with equivalent quasi norms. It is also known by [16, Proposition 4.2] that, for
® € &y and a measurable set G,

sup C(H)w(G, f,t) = sup tw(G,P(|f]),1). (2.2)

te(0,00) te(0,00)
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In this paper we consider the following classes of ¢:

Definition 2.4. For a weight w, let G4 be the set of all functions ¢ : R" x (0, 00) —
(0,00) such that ¢ is almost decreasing and that r — @(x,r)w(B(z, 7)) is almost
increasing. That is, there exists a positive constant C' such that, for all x € R" and
r,s € (0,00),

Cola,r) > p(@,5), ¢l w(B(r,1) < Colw, s)w(B(z,s)), ifr<s.
If w(z) = 1, we denote G by G9° simply.
On the weights we consider the following Muckenhoupt A, classes:

Definition 2.5. For p € [1,00), let A, be the set of all weight functions w such
that the following functional is finite:

1 .
[w] 4, = sup —/ w(z) dx ||w_1||Loo(B), if p=1,
B |B‘ B
1 1 pl
[w]a, = Slll3 (E/Bw(x) d;z:) (ﬁ/Bw(x)l/(pl) dx) : if p € (1,00),

where the suprema are taken over all balls B in R". Let
A= | 4
PE[L,00)

Then the following properties are known: Let w is a weight. Then w € A, if
and only if there exist positive constants ¢ and C' such that, for any ball B and its

subset F, )
w(E) 1Z]
o <0 (i) 2

If1<p<qg<oo, then A, C A, Let p € (1,00). If we A,, then w € A, for some

r € [1,p).
Let w € A, for some p € [1,00). Then, for any ball B,

(ﬁ/gf(x)ldx)pé [w]APw(lB)/B|f($)|”w(:zc)dx. (2.4)

Moreover, there exists a positive constant C' such that, for any ball B and k €
(1,00),

w(kB) < Ck™[w]|a,w(B). (2.5)

If we A, for some p € [1,00) and ¢ € GI then ¢ satisfies the doubling
condition (2], since w satisfies (2.3]).
For the properties of A,-weights, see [8, 0] for example.
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3 Main results

The Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator is defined by

B>x

for locally integrable functions f, where the supremum is taken over all balls B
containing x. It is known that, if ® € @y and ¢ € G4, then the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal operator M is bounded from L®#)(R") to wL(®¥)(R"). Moreover, if
® € V,, then M is bounded from L®#)(R") to itself and from wL(®%)(R") to
itself, see [17, 2§].

Next we state known results for the boundedness of the Calderén-Zygmund
operator. First we recall its definition following [36]. Let S(R™) be the set of all
Schwartz functions on R™ and S’(R™) be the dual spaces of S(R"). Let Q be the

set of all increasing functions w : (0,00) — (0, 00) such that f dt < 00.

Definition 3.1 (standard kernel). Let w € €. A continuous function K(z,y) on
R"™ x R"\ {(z,z) € R?"} is said to be a standard kernel of type w if the following
conditions are satisfied;

C
K (z,y)] < o for = #y,

|z —

_ €T,z T) — Z,T < w |y_Z|
|K(z,y) — K(x,2)| + |K(y,z) — K(z,2)| < iz — gy (Ix—y|>

for 2y —z| < |z —y|.

Definition 3.2 (Calderén-Zygmund operator). Let w € Q. A linear operator T
from S(R™) to S'(R") is said to be a Calderén-Zygmund operator of type w, if T" is
bounded on L?(R") and there exists a standard kernel K of type w such that, for

f S comp(Rn)
/ K(x,y)f(y)dy, x ¢ supp [. (3.1)
Remark 3.1. If ¢ supp f, then K (:L’ y) is bounded on supp f with respect to y.

Therefore, if (31 holds for f € C (R™), then (B holds for f € L} (R™).

It is known by [36] that any Calderén-Zygmund operator of type w € 2 is
bounded on LP(R") for 1 < p < oo. This result was extended to Orlicz-Morrey
spaces L(®¥)(R") by [29] as the following: Let ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00). Assume that
¢ € G and that there exists a positive constant C such that, for all € (0, 00),

/OO @ dt < Co(r).

comp comp
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Let ® € Ay NV, For f € L®¥)(R"), we define T'f on each ball B by

Tf(z) = T(fxos)(z) + / K(r.9)f(y)dy. =€ B.

R"™\2B

Then the first term in the right hand side is well defined, since fx25 € Lg’;mp(R”) C
Llowp(R™), and the integral of the second term converges absolutely. Moreover,
T f(x) is independent of the choice of the ball B containing z. By this definition we
can show that T is a bounded operator from L(®#)(R") to itself. For the weighted
boundedness, it is also known by [36] that, if w € A;, then T is bounded from
LYR™ w) to wL(R™,w), and, if w € A,, 1 < p < oo, then T is bounded from
LP(R™, w) to itself.

In this paper we extend the above results to the weighted Orlicz-Morrey space
and its weak version. As a corollary we also get the boundedness of T from

wLP(R™, w) to itself if w € A,, 1 < p < co. The main result is the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let M be the Hardy-Littlewood mazimal operator, and let T' be a
Calderdn-Zygmund operator of type w € 1. Let ® € Y, w € Ayqy and ¢ € Gdec,

(i) If i(®) = 1, then M is bounded from L9 (R™ w) to wL®¥)(R™ w). If
1 < i(®) < oo, then M is bounded from L(®®)(R" w) to itself and from
wL( @) (R™, w) to itself.

(ii) Assume that there exists a positive constant C' such that, for all x € R™ and
r € (0,00),

/OO SO(J;’ ) dt < Co(x,r). (3.2)

Ifi(®) =1 < I(®) < oo, then T is bounded from L®¥) (R™ w) to wL(®*) (R", w).
If 1 < i(®) < I(®) < oo, then T is bounded from L(®*)(R™ w) to itself and
from wL®®)(R", w) to itself.

Ho [12] proved the boundedness of M on L{®¥)(R", w) under stronger conditions.
He treated the vector valued inequality.

To prove Theorem [B.I]we need the modular inequalities for which the assumption
w € Ay is necessary, see Corollary 5.3

From the theorem above, for the operators M and T, we get the following
corollaries immediately:

Corollary 3.2. Let €Y, w € Aj@y and ¢ € Glec,

(i) Ifi(®) = 1, then M is bounded from L®(R™ w) to wL*(R™, w). If1 < i(®) <
0o, then M is bounded from L®(R™, w) to itself and from wL*® (R™ w) to itself.

(ii) Assume that ¢ satisfies B2). Ifi(P) =1 < I(P) < oo, then T is bounded
from L*(R™, w) to wL®(R™, w). If 1 < i(®) < I(®) < oo, then T is bounded
from L®(R™, w) to itself and from wL®(R™ w) to itself.
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Corollary 3.3. Let p € [1,00), w € A, and p € Gd.

(i) If p=1, then M is bounded from L) (R™ w) to wLH9) (R™,w). If1 <p <
o0, then M is bounded from LP¥)(R"™ w) to itself and from wLP®) (R", w) to
itself.

(ii) Assume that ¢ satisfies [B2). Then T has the same boundedness as M.

Let w € A, for some p € [1,00). If ¢(B) = w(B)""! for some k € [0,1), then
o(kB) < k™™01=%(B) for some § > 0 and all k¥ > 1 by (Z3). Hence, ¢ satisfies
[B2). Then we also have the following corollary:

Corollary 3.4. If w € A; and ¢ € G, then both M and T are bounded from

LYS(R™, w) to wLbS(R™ w). If1 < p < oo, w € A, and p € GI*¢, then both M and
T are bounded from LP*(R™ w) to itself and from wLP"(R™ w) to itself.

4 Properties on Young functions

In this section we state the properties of Young functions and their generalization.
For the theory of Orlicz spaces, see [I8, 23] 25] for example.

For ® € &, we recall the generalized inverse of @ in the sense of O’Neil [30]
Definition 1.2].

Definition 4.1. For ® € @ and u € [0, 00}, let

2 (u) = {f“ 20:0(0) >}, ue o)

Let ® € @. Then ®~! is finite, increasing and right continuous on [0, c0) and
positive on (0,00). If ® is bijective from [0,00] to itself, then ®~' is the usual
inverse function of ®. In general, if & € &, then

P Hu) <u< d HP(u)) forall u € [0,o00],

which is a generalization of Property 1.3 in [30], see [33, Proposition 2.2]. Let
® U e P. Then

O(C™M) < U(t) < ®(Ct) forall t € [0, 00],
if and only if
Clol(t) <V '(t) < 0P (t) forallte|0,00],

see [33, Lemma 2.3]. That is, ® ~ ¥ if and only if ! ~ ¥~1,
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Definition 4.2. For a Young function @, its complementary function is defined by

B(1) {sup{tu —®(u) :ue0,00)}, te]0,00),

00, t = oo.

Then @ is also a Young function, and (P, 213) is called a complementary pair. For
example, if ®(t) = t*/p, then ®(t) =t /p' for p,p’ € (1,00) and 1/p+1/p' = 1. If

®(t) = t, then
= . J0, telo,1],
() = {oo, t € (1,00].

Namely, d is not necessary in Y even if & € V.
Let (®,®) be a complementary pair of Young functions. Then the following
inequality holds ([35] (1.3)]):

t< OO N(t) <2t for te€0,00] (4.1)

Let ® be a Young function and (X, i) a measure space, and let L®(X, i) be the
Orlicz space with the norm || - || #(x, ). Then a simple calculation shows that, for
any measurable subset G C X with pu(G) > 0,

1

”XG”DP(X,M) = m (4.2)

Let (P, 213) be a complementary pair of Young functions. Then the following gener-
alized Holder’s inequality holds (see [30]):

/X F@)g(@)] diale) < 201l x, 9l o (4.3)

Let & € @y, ¢ : R" x (0,00) — (0,00) and B = B(a,r) C R", and let
pp = wdz/(p(B)w(B)). Then by the definition of || - ||¢ 4w 5 and [@2) we have

1 1
- = = . 44
Ixsllecos = Ixslr o = gom0m) ~ omy O
Moreover, by (3] we have
1
i | @@ de <Aool (45)

Here we show the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.1. Let w be a weight, ® € Y and ¢ : R™ x (0,00) — (0,00). Then there
exists a positive constant C' such that, for all balls B,

1 -1
—B)/B\f(x)\w(x) dr < C2™ (o(B))||fllo.pw.5- (4.6)

Moreover, assume that t — ®(t)/t? is almost increasing for some p € (1,00). Then
there exists a positive constant C, such that

1/p
(ﬁ [ 1t@put) dy) < OO GBI fllopup (A7)

and, for all ¢ € [1,p), there exists a positive constant C, , such that

1 1/q B
(w(B) B |f()|"w(z) dy) < Cpg® 1(90(3))||f||<1>,go,w,B,weak- (4.8)
Proof. We may assume that & € ). By (45), ([£4) and ({LI) we have

/|f w(z) dz < 26(B) | Flle 5150500
2p(B)

= m”f”@%wﬁ
< 291

(BN @005

Next, we assume that ¢t — ®(t)/t? is almost increasing for some p € (1, 00). Then
t — ®(tY/?)/t is almost increasing, which implies ®((-)'/?) € Y, see Remark
Let ®, € Y such that ®, ~ ® ((-)'/?). Then @, ~ (® 1) and ||| f|?|le,pw.5 ~
(1 fl®,4,w,8)P- Using (AG), we have

1/p
(o5 L P e@de) 5 (@, DIl )
~ & (Bl 5

Finally, we show ([8). We may assume that || f||¢ s w,Bweak = 1. Then

p(B)w(B)
o(t)

Let ¢ € [1,p) and tg = @' (p(B)). Then ®(ty) = p(B). Since t — P(t)/t? is almost

w(B, f,t) < for all ¢ € (0,00).
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increasing,

@) o= /0 (B, f ) dt+ / T LB, £, 1) dt

q © L o(Bu(B)
< to w(B)+Q/ t EEORE

to
p

— to"w(B) + qo(Byuw(B >/°° st

S to'w(B) + qp(B) / tPratdt

q
tolw(B).
o ()

dt

=to'w(B) +
o'w(B) 5

This shows the conclusion. O
At the end of this section we state another lemma.

Lemma 4.2 ([34, Lemma 4.4]). Let ® € Ay and ¢ : R" x (0,00) — (0,00). If ¢
satisfies [B2), then there exists a positive constant C such that, for all x € R™ and

€ (0, 00),
/r w dt < Cd Hep(z,r)).

Note that [34] Lemma 4.4] is the case ¢ : (0,00) — (0, 00). However the proof
is the same.

5 Modular inequalities

In this section we show the modular inequalities with ® € Y by using the indices
i(®) and I(P).
We first state known weighted inequalities.

Theorem 5.1 ([I], 2, 15, 26, B6]). Let M be the Hardy-Littlewood mazximal operator,
and let T' be a Calderdn-Zygmund operator of type w € ). Let w € Ay, 1 < p < oo0.

(i) If 1 < p < o0, then

[ tr@rea i <c | 1@l d

If p=1, then
sup tw(Mf,t)SC Nf(@)lw(z) dz.

te(0,00)
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(ii) If 1 < p < oo, then
. T f(2)[Pw(z)de < C . | f () |Pw(z) dz.

If p=1, then
sup tw(Tf,t) <C/ |f(x)|w(zx

te(0,00)

Coifman and Fefferman [2] prove the inequality

T@)lPw() dr < C [ (M F@)Pul)ds 6.1)
R™ R™

for any w € A, and any Calderén-Zygmund operator with standard kernel (the
case w(t) = t in Definition B]). By the kernel estimates in [36] we see that the
inequality (B.1]) valids for any Calderén-Zygmund operator of type w € €. From the
inequality (5.J)) Curbera, Garcia-Cuerva, Martell and Perez [3] proved the following
inequalities:

/R (T (@) do < € / (M f()u) de, (5.2)
Sup )<I>(t)w(Tf, t) < Ctes&]lp ) () w(Mf,1). (5.3)

Then they proved the following modular inequalities except (5.3) and (B.8), see [3
Theorem 3.7]. In this section we prove (.0) and then (5.8]). That is, we have the
following theorem:

Theorem 5.2. Let M be the Hardy-Littlewood mazimal operator, and let T be a
Calderdn-Zygmund operator of type w € (2. Let ® € Y, and let w € Ayq).

(i) If 1 < i(®) < oo, then

/ B(Mf()wlr) dr < O / B(O1 () ) d, (5.4)
sup P(H)w(Mf,t) <C sup P(t)w(Cf,t). (5.5)

te(0,00) te(0,00)

If i(®) =1, then

sup C(H)w(Mf,t) <C | P(C|f(x))w(z)d. (5.6)

te(0,00) R™

(i) If 1 <i(®) < I(P) < o0, then

[ a(ri@h@ar<c [ aciwhu@an (651
sup P(t)w(Tf,t) < C sup P(t)w(Cf,t). (5.8)

te(0,00) te(0,00)
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If i(P) =1 < I(P) < oo, then

sup ¢(Hw(Tf,t) < C’/n O(C|f(x))w(zx) dz. (5.9)

te(0,00)

Kokilashvili and Krbec [19] also investigated the modular inequalities except
ED) and B8). If 1 < i(P) < I(P) < oo and w is a weight, then the modular
inequality (0.4) implies w € Ajq). see [19, Theorem 2.1.1). If T = R;, i =
1,...,n, which are the Reisz transforms, then (5.9) also implies w € A;q), see [19,
Theorem 3.1.1]. From this fact, (5.2)) and (5.3]) we have the following corollary:

Corollary 5.3. Let M be the Hardy-Littlewood mazimal operator, and let R;, i =
1,...,n, be the Reisz transforms. Let w be a weight and ® € Ay NV, de., 1 <
i(P) < I(P) < co. Then the following are equivalent:

W [ earr@@dr<c [ sCi@)ue s

n

(i) sup PH)w(Mf,t) <C sup P(t)w(Cf, 1),

te(0,00) te(0,00)

(iii) sup P(H)w(Mf,t) < C’/n O(C|f(z))w(z) dz,

te(0,00)

(iv) / (IR f(z)w(x)de < C [ S(C|f(z))w(z) d,

Rn Rn

(v) sup @(t)w(R;f,t) <C sup P(t)w(Cf, 1),
te(0,00) te(0,00)

() sup @(tu(Rifit) < C [ B(CIf@) i) dr
te(0,00) n

(Vii) w € Ai((b).

Note that another pair of indices agp and be are defined by

L tD(b) te'(t)
ap = inf , be = su .
® 7 1e(0,00) (1) ® te(O,Izo) o(t)

Then t — ®(t)/t*® is increasing and t — ®(t)/t** is decreasing (not almost), see
[6, Proposition 2.1 (ii) and (iii)] for example. However, these indices agp and be are
not sharp for the modular inequalities, see the following example.
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Example 5.1. Let

t2, t€10,1/4],
O(t)=4t/2—1/16, te (1/4,1/2),
2/24+1/16, te (1/2,00).

Then
’L((I)) = I((I)) = 2, but ap = 4/3, bq;. =2.

Liu and Wang [22] also considered the weighted Orlicz spaces and they showed
the modular inequality (B.3]) by using the Marcinkiewicz-type interpolation theorem,
see the proof of [22] Theorem 5.1]. However, they used indices agp and bg, which
are not sharp as shown by Example B.1]

To prove (B.5]) we prepare the following lemma:

Lemma 5.4. Forw € Ay, let

1
My f(x) = P B

/B F@)lw(y) dy.

Let ® € Y. If i(®) > 1, then there exists a positive constant ¢, such that

sup ¢(Hw(My,f,t) <c; sup P(Hw(cif,t).

te(0,00) te(0,00)

Proof. We may asssume that & € ). First note that M,, is bounded from wLP(R", w)
to itself as same as M is bounded from wLP(R") to itself if p € (1, 00]. If i(®) > 1,
then ®’ € &y for some 0 € (0,1). In this case we have the inequality

O(M,, f () < (eMy(D(c| f)%) ()7,
for some constant ¢ by the same way as [3, Proof of Proposition 5.1]. Then
sup tw(®(M, f),t) < sup tw((eMy((c|f1)"), 1)

te(0,00) te(0,00)

= sup ¢ w(eM,(2(cf])"), 1)

te(0,00)

< sup Y w(®(cl f])%, 1)
te(0,00)

= sup tw(®(c|f]).1).
te(0,00)

By (22) we have the conclusion. O

Proof of (B.H). We may asssume that ® € ). We use a similar way to the proof of
(E4) in [3]. Let w € A;(®). In both cases 1 < i(P) < oo and i(P) = oo, there exists
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r € (1,i(®)) such that w € A,. Set ®,.(t) = ®(t'/"). Then i(®,) = i(®)/r > 1. By
(Z4) we have M f(z) < ([w]a, My(|f]") ()" and then

O(Mf(x)) < 0 (M, f(z)),
where f = [w]4 |f(z)|". By Lemma E and () we have

sup tw(®(Mf),t) < sup tw(®,(M,f),t)

te(0,00) te(0,00)
< sup tw(®,(cf),t)
te(0,00)
— sup tw(@(C),8),
te(0,00)
which shows the conclusion. O

6 Proofs

To prove Theorem [B.Il we prepare three lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Let ® € Y, w € Ayqy and ¢ € GI. Let B be a ball. If i(®) = 1 and
£l L) (n ) = 1, then

I M (fx28)l|0pwBweak < C  and || T(fx28)|lopmwBweak < C.
If1 <i(®) < I(®) < o0 and || f]| @ergnw) = 1 o7 ([ fllwp@eo)®nwy = 1, then
”M<fXQB>H<I>,<p,w,B S C or HM(fX2B)”<I>,Lp,w,B,weak S 07

respectively. If 1 < i(®) < I(®) < oo and || f|| p@.e)gnw) = 1 o7 | fllwr@er @nw) = 1,
then
IT(fx28) 0,008 <C or [T(fx28)ll0pwBweax < C,

respectively. In the above the constant C' is independent of f and B.

Proof. We use Theorem 0.2l We only prove the case i(®) = 1 and M, since the
other cases are similar. If (®) = 1 and || f| @) gn ) = 1, then by (B.6) we have

sup (1) w (B, M(fxap)/Cit) < sup @(t)w (M(fx2p)/C;t)

te(0,00) t€(0,00)
<c [ a(su@ i
2B
< Cp(2B)w(2B) < C'p(B)w(B).
We may assume that € > 1. Then
sup O(t)w (B, M(fx2p)/(C'C),t) < o(B)w(B),

te(0,00)

which shows the conclusion. O
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Lemma 6.2. Let ® € Y, w € Ayqg) and ¢ € G, Let B be a ball. If one
of the following three conditions holds; (1) i(®) = 1 and ||f||p@e@nw = 1, (2)
1 <i(®) < oo and ||f||pee@mw =1, (3) 1 <i(®) < oo and || fllwr@o) (@ w) = 1,

then

M(fxppe) (@) < Co® ' (p(B)), € B, (6.1)
where the constant Cy is independent of f and B.
Proof. Let f2 = fX(@pe: B = B(a,r) and x € B. We show that, for all balls B’ > z,

71 || 1l ds £ 07 ().

Let B' = B(z,7'). If v’ < r/2, then [, |fo(y)|dy = 0, since B’ C 2B. If v’ > /2,
then B’ C B(a 3r'). Setting B” = B(a, 3r’), we have

T ISR TR

71 L 1@ de S8 (B, (62

If we show

then we have (G.IJ), since ¢ is almost decreasing and ®~! satisfies the doubling
condition.

Case (1): We use (Z4) and ([6]). Since w € Ay, we have

i 1l S — o [ elute) do S 07 ().

Case (2): We use ([Z4) and (@T). Since i(®) > 1 and w € Ajq), we can take
p € (1,i(P)) such that w € A,. In this case t — ®(¢)/t? is almost increasing and

| 1pe L[ | p@pue@de) o7 (8.
B |/ ( <B>/ )

Case (3): We use (24)) and (48). Since i(®) > 1 and w € Aj;q), we can take
q € (1,i(P)) such that w € A,. In this case t — ®(¢)/t? is almost increasing for

p € (¢,i(®)) and

o [l s (o [ i@ e) £ e )

Therefore, we have the conclusion. O
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Lemma 6.3. Let ® € Y, w € Ayja) and ¢ € GI°. Assume that ¢ satisfies [B2).
Let B be a ball. If one of the following three conditions holds; (1) i(®) = 1 and
F ooy = 1 (2) 1< i(@) < 1(®) < o0 and | |ymomen = L (3) 1 <
i(®) < I(®) < oo and || f|lwp@e)®nw) = 1, then

/Rn\QB ‘K@,y)f(y)‘ dy < CO(I)il(SO(B))a r € B,

where the constant Cy is independent of f and B.

Proof. By Remark we may assume that & € Ay, Let B = B(a,r) and
By, = B(a,2*r), k =1,2,.... Then

[e.e]

/Rn\QB K (2, 9) f ()l dy =)

k=2

=1
5;@/lgk|f<y>|dy.

For each case of (1), (2) and (3), by the same way as in the proof of the previous
lemma, we have

/B K r)dy

ﬁ 11wy s 07 (B,

instead of (6.2)). By the doubling condition of ®~!(,(+)) and Lemma F2 we have

/ IRLCOROITED SUREES)

N :Q/j ¢ (plast)

k=1, t

< [T s anem),

which shows the conclusion. O
Now we prove Theorem [B.1l

Proof of Theorem B0 (i). Let f € L®¥Y)(R",w) or f € wL®¥?) (R w). We
may assume that [|f[| @ @n ) = 1 o [|f]lyr@e®n,w) = 1, respectively. We will
show that ||M flepwps < C or [|[Mfllepwnsweax < C for any ball B = B(a,r).
Let f = fi+ fo with fi = fxep. If i(®) = 1 and [[f|[ @wygnw = 1, or, if
1 <i(®) < oo and || flyyr@e) (mn ) = 1, then || M fi[le o w B weak < C' by Lemma B.1]
If 1 <i(®) <ooand | f| @ (rnw =1, then |[Mfillspwr < C by Lemma [G11
Moreover, by Lemma we have

||Mf2||<l>,<p,w7B7weak S ||Mf2||<l>,<p,w7B S C10-

The proof is complete. 0
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Proof of Theorem B.1] (ii). Let f € L®?(R", w) or f € wL®¥)(R" w). We
may assume that || f|| @ @) = 1 o ||fllyr@e) e = 1, respectively. For any
ball B = B(a,r), let f = f1 + fo with f; = fx2p, and let

Tf(x)=Tfi(x)+ | K(z,y)foly)dy, x€B. (6.3)

R
We will show that 7'f(x) in ([6.3]) is well defined and independent of the choice of
B containing x and that 7" is bounded.

For the part T'f;, by Lemma [611 if i(®) = 1 and ||| @.e(gnw = 1, or, if
1 <i(®) < I(®) < oo and || f||yp@.e)(gn ) = 1, then

”Tfl”cb,tp,w,B,weak S C. (64)
If 1 <i(®) <I(®) <ooand ||f|lp@e gnu =1, then
1T fille o5 < C- (6.5)

Moreover, by Lemma [6.3] we have

K pd| < [ K@l < 0o 6(B), ze b

Then
/B <UR” xc‘qfofz dy})w(:p)dxg/B<I>(<I>_1(cp(B)))w(x)dx
= ¢(B)w(B),
that is,
WMWM@@ < WMW%@@ <C,.  (6.6)

Moreover, if z € BN B’ and
f=h+lh=9a+g9 =[x ¢g=9x0p
then supp(fe — ¢2) is compact and = ¢ supp(fe — ¢2). From (B.1]), it follows that

/ K(2,9) (f2y) — 02() dy = T(fo — 92)(x).

Hence

(Tr@+ [ Kenswi) - (Ta@ + [ Kepemi) -o

Therefore, T'f(z) in ([63]) is well defined and independent of the choice of B con-
taining x. Further, by (6.4]), (6.5]) and (6.6) we have
| T fllo,pw,Bweax < C or || Tf|lopws <C, forall balls B,

which shows the conclusion. O
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