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SINGULAR INTEGRAL OPERATORS, T1 THEOREM,
LITTLEWOOD-PALEY THEORY AND HARDY SPACES

IN DUNKL SETTING

CHAOQIAN TAN, YANCHANG HAN, YONGSHENG HAN, MING-YI LEE AND JI LI

Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to introduce a new class of singular integral oper-
ators in the Dunkl setting involving both the Euclidean metric and the Dunkl metric. Then
we provide the T 1 theorem, the criterion for the boundedness on L2 for these operators.
Applying this singular integral operator theory, we establish the Littlewood-Paley theory
and the Dunkl-Hardy spaces. As applications, the boundedness of singular integral oper-
ators, particularly, the Dunkl-Rieze transforms, on the Dunkl-Hardy spaces is given. The
L2 theory and the singular integral operator theory play crucial roles. New tools developed
in this paper include the weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formulae, new test func-
tions and distributions, the Littlewood-Paley, the wavelet-type decomposition, and molecule
characterizations of the Dunkl-Hardy space, Coifman’s approximation to the identity and
the decomposition of the identity operator on L2, Meyer’s commutation Lemma, and new
almost orthogonal estimates in the Dunkl setting.
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1. Introduction and statement of main results

It is well known that group structures enter in a decisive way in harmonic analysis. In
this paper, we develop harmonic analysis in the Dunkl setting which is associated with fi-
nite reflection groups on the Euclidean space. This particular group structure is conducting
the analysis. Indeed, in the Dunkl setting, there are corresponding Dunkl transform, the
Dunkl translation and convolution operators. Therefore, the Dunkl setting does not fall in
the scope of spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss. More precisely,
in the Dunkl setting, we introduce the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators
with operator kernels involving both the Euclidean metric and the so called Dunkl ”met-
ric” deduced by the finite reflection groups. This new class of singular integrals covers the
well-known Dunkl Riesz transforms and generalizes the classical Calderón-Zygmund singular
integrals on space of homogeneous type. Moreover, we establish the T1 theorem to provide
the criterion for the boundedness on L2 for the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral op-
erators. Further, we also establish the Littlewood-Paley theory and the Dunkl-Hardy spaces
Hp

d for p 6 1 and close to 1, in which Hp
d when p < 1 was missing in the Dunkl literature. We

characterize Hp
d via Littlewood–Paley theory, the wavelet-type and atomic decomposition,

and molecule theory in the Dunkl setting. As applications, we obtain the boundedness of
this new singular integrals on the Dunkl-Hardy spaces. The crucial ideas used in this paper
are the L2 theory and the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator theory. New
tools developed in this paper are new test functions and distributions, the weak-type discrete
Calderón reproducing formula, and several almost orthogonal estimates in the Dunkl setting.

We now state the background and main results in more details.
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1.1. Preliminaries and questions in the Dunkl setting.

The classical Fourier transform, initially defined on L1(RN ), extends to an isometry of
L2(RN) and satisfies certain properties with translation, dilation and rotation groups. Dunkl
introduced a similar transform, the Dunkl transform, which enjoys properties similar to the
classical Fourier transform. This transform is defined by

f̂(x) = ch

ˆ

RN

E(x,−iy)f(y)h2κ(y)dy,

where the usual character e−i〈x,y〉 is replaced by E(x,−iy) = Vκ(e
−i〈.,y〉)(x) for some positive

linear operator Vκ and the weight functions hκ are invariant under a finite reflection group G
on RN , see [19]. Particularly, the Dunkl transform satisfies the Plancheral identity, namely,

‖f̂‖2 = ‖f‖2 and if the parameter κ = 0, then hκ(x) = 1 and Vκ = id, thus the Dunkl
transform becomes the classical Fourier transform.

The classical Fourier transform behaves well with the translation operator. However, the
measure h2κ(x)dx is no longer invariant under the usual translation. In [44] the translation
operator related to Dunkl transform then is defined on the Dunkl transform side by

τ̂yf(x) = E(y,−ix)f̂(x)

for all x ∈ RN .
When the function f is in the Schwartz class, the above equality holds pointwise. As an

operator on L2(RN , h2κ), τy is bounded. However, it is not at all clear whether the translation
operator can be defined for Lp functions with p 6= 2. Even the Lp boundedness of τy on the
dense subspace of Schwartz class for p 6= 2 is still open. So far, an explicit formula for τy is
known only in the cases: when f is a radial function or when G = ZN

2 . To be precise, in [40]
it was proved that if f is a radial Schwartz function and f(x) = f0(‖x‖), then

τyf(x) = Vκ[f0((‖x‖2 + ‖y‖2 − 2‖x‖‖y‖〈x′, ·〉) 1
2 )](y′),

where x′ = x
‖x‖ for non-zero x ∈ RN .

For f, g ∈ L2(RN , h2κ), their convolution can be defined in terms of the translation operator
by

f∗κg(x) =
ˆ

RN

f(y)τxg
∨(y)h2κ(y)dy,

where g∨(y) = g(−y).
In [19], Dunkl also introduced so-called Dunkl operators, that is a family of first order

differential-difference operators which play the role similar to the usual partial differentiation
for the reflection group. To be precise, denote the standard inner product in the Euclidean

space RN by 〈x, y〉 =
N∑
j=1

xjyj and the corresponding norm by ‖x‖ = {
N∑
j=1

|xj |2}
1
2 . Let

B(x, r) := {y ∈ RN : ‖x − y‖ < r} stand for the ball with center x ∈ RN and radius
r > 0. Let R be a root system in RN normalized so that 〈α, α〉 = 2 for α ∈ R with R+ a
fixed positive subsystem, and G be the finite reflection group generated by the reflections σα
(α ∈ R), where σαx = x− 〈α, x〉α for x ∈ RN . We set

V (x, y, r) := max{ω(B(x, r)), ω(B(y, r))}
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and denote d(x, y) = min
σ∈G

‖x− σ(y)‖ by the distance (the so-called Dunkl ”metric”) between

two G-orbits O(x) and O(y). Obviously, d(x, y) 6 ‖x − y‖, d(x, y) = d(y, x) and d(x, y) 6
d(x, z)+d(z, y) for all x, y, z ∈ RN . Moreover, ω(B(x, r)) ∼ ω(B(y, r)) when d(x, y) ∼ r, and
ω(B(x, r)) 6 ω(Bd(x, r)) 6 |G|ω(B(x, r)), where Bd(x, r) := {y ∈ RN : d(x, y) < r}.

A multiplicity function κ defined on R (invariant under G) is fixed ≥ 0 throughout this
paper. Let

dω(x) =
∏

α∈R
|〈α, x〉|κ(α)dx

be the associated measure in RN , (see [8]), where, here and subsequently, dx stands for the
Lebesgue measure in RN . We denote by N = N +

∑
α∈R

κ(α) the homogeneous dimension of

the system. Clearly,
ω(B(tx, tr)) = tNω(B(x, r))

and
ˆ

RN

f(x)dω(x) =

ˆ

RN

1

tN
f(
x

t
)dω(x)

for f ∈ L1(RN , ω), t > 0.
Observe that for x ∈ RN and r > 0,

ω(B(x, r)) ∼ rN
∏

α∈R

(
|〈α, x〉|+ r

)κ(α)

and hence, inf
x∈RN

ω(B(x, 1)) > c > 0.

Moreover,

(1.1) C−1

(
r2
r1

)N

6
w(B(x, r2))

w(B(x, r1))
6 C

(
r2
r1

)N

for 0 < r1 < r2.

This implies that dω(x) satisfies the doubling and reverse doubling properties, that is, there
is a constant C > 0 such that for all x ∈ RN , r > 0 and λ > 1,

C−1λNω(B(x, r)) 6 ω(B(x, λr)) 6 CλNω(B(x, r)).(1.2)

The Dunkl operators Tj are defined by

Tjf(x) = ∂jf(x) +
∑

α∈R+

κ(α)

2
〈α, ej〉

f(x)− f(σα(x))

〈α, x〉 ,

where e1, · · · , eN are the standard unit vectors of RN .

The Dunkl Laplacian related to R and κ is the operator △ =
N∑
j=1

T 2
j , which is equivalent

to

△f(x) = △RNf(x) +
∑

α∈R
κ(α)δαf(x),

where δαf(x) =
∂αf(x)
〈α,x〉 − f(x)−f(σα(x))

〈α,x〉2 .

The operator △ is essentially self-adjoint on L2(RN , ω)([8]) and generates the heat semi-
group

Htf(x) = et△f(x) =

ˆ

RN

ht(x, y)f(y)dω(y),
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where the heat kernel ht(x, y) is a C
∞ function for all t > 0, x, y ∈ RN and satisfies ht(x, y) =

ht(y, x) > 0 and
´

RN ht(x, y)dω(y) = 1.
The Poisson semigroup is given by

Ptf(x) = π− 1
2

ˆ ∞

0

e−uexp(
t2

4u
△)f(x)

du

u
1
2

and u(x, t) = Ptf(x), so-called the Dunkl Poisson integral, solves the boundary value problem
{

(∂2t +△x)u(x, t) = 0,

u(x, 0) = f(x)

in the half-space RN
+ , see [8].

All these tools, the Dunkl transform, Laplacian and Poisson integral together with the
Dunkl translation and convolution operators, opened the door for developing the harmonic
analysis related to the Dunkl setting, which includes the Littlewood-Paley theory, Hardy
spaces and singular integral operators. To be more precise, in [8], the Littlewood-Paley
theory was established and the Hardy space H1(RN) was characterized by the area integrals,
maximal fuction and the Riesz transforms, see also [7]. The atomic decomposition of H1(RN )
was provided in [21]. The boundedness of singular integral convolution operators and the
Hörmander multipliers was given by [22] and [23], respectively. See [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 15, 14, 16,
18, 20, 32, 33, 37, 38, 39, 41, 42, 43, 45] for other topics related to the Dunkl setting.

Some natural questions arise: Are there the Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator
theory, particularly, the T1 theorem, the Littlewood-Paley theory and Hardy spaces Hp(RN )
for p ≤ 1 in the Dunkl setting?

In this paper, we answer these questions. To reach our goal, it is well known that in the
RN and, even more general setting, spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman
and Weiss, the Littlewood-Paley theory gives a uniform treatment of function spaces and
provides a powerful tool for providing the boundedness for Calderón-Zygmund singular inte-
gral operators on these function spaces. The key point is that before developing the classical
Littlewood-Paley theory, one should establish the Calderón reproducing formula. To see this,
let ψ be a Schwartz function satisfying the following conditions:

(i) supp ψ̂ ⊂
{
ξ ∈ RN : 1/2 6 |ξ| 6 2

}
;

(ii)
∣∣∣ψ̂(ξ)

∣∣∣ > C > 0 for all 3/5 6 |ξ| 6 5/3.

Calderón in [10] provided the following formula:

(1.3) f =
∞∑

k=−∞
φk ∗ ψk ∗ f,

where φ satisfies the properties similar to ψ, ψk(x) = 2kNψ(2kx), the series converges in
L2(RN).We point out that the Fourier transform is the main tool to show the above formula.

This formula is called to be the Calderón reproducing formula. Based on this formula, one
can define the following square function

S(f)(x) =

{ ∞∑

k=−∞
|ψk ∗ f(x)|2

}1/2

.
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The Littlewood-Paley Lp, 1 < p <∞, theory is given by the following estimates:

‖S(f)‖p ∼ ‖f‖p.
It is well known that the classical Hardy space Hp can be characterized by such a square
function. However, in applications, for example, to get the atomic decomposition and the
dual space of Hp, the discrete square function is a powerful version. To this end, one needs
the following discrete Calderón reproducing formula:

(1.4) f(x) =

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q

|Q|φQ(x− xQ)ψQ ∗ f(xQ),

where φ and ψ are same as in the formula (1.3), Q are all dyadic cubes with the side length
2−k, φQ = φk, ψQ = ψk, xQ are all dyadic points at the left lower corner of Q and the series
converges in Lp(RN), 1 < p <∞, S∞

(
RN
)
, Schwartz functions with all moment cancellation

conditions, and S ′ (RN
)
/P
(
RN
)
, the space of Schwartz distributions modulo the space of

all polynomials. Again, the proof of this discrete Calderón reproducing formula depends on
the compact support of the Fourier transform.

This discrete Calderón reproducing formula leads the following discrete Littlewood-Paley
square function

(1.5) Sd(f)(x) =

{ ∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q

|ψQ ∗ f(xQ)|2χQ(x)

}1/2

.

See [25] for more details.
To generalize the classical Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator theory to more

general setting, Coifman and Weiss introduced spaces of homogeneous type, see [11]. As we
point out that the classical harmonic analysis rely on the Fourier transform. Needless to say,
the Fourier transform does not exist on spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman
and Weiss. However, David, Journé and Semmes in [13] developed the Littlewood-Paley
theory for spaces of homogeneous type. The key tools they used are Coifman’s approximation
to the identity and Coifman’s decomposition of the identity on L2. To be precise, spaces
they considered are (X, ρ, µ) with quasi-metric ρ satisfying some regularity properties and
measure µ satisfying the condition µ(B(x, r)) ∼ rn, n > 0, which is much stronger than the
doubling condition. Applying Coifman’s approximation to the identity, that is, {Sk}∞k=−∞ is
an approximation to the identity on L2(X, µ) where {Sk(x, y)}∞k=1, the kernels of {Sk}∞k=−∞,
satisfy certain size and regularity conditions, and together using Coifman’s decomposition of
the identity on L2, namely

(1.6)

I =

∞∑

k=−∞
Dk =

( ∞∑

k=−∞
Dk

)( ∞∑

j=−∞
Dj

)

=
∑

|k−j|6N

DkDj +
∑

|k−j|>N

DkDj = TN +RN ,

where Dk = Sk+1 − Sk, David, Journé and Semmes proved that RN is bounded on Lp(X),
1 < p < ∞, with the operator norm less than 1 if N is large enough and thus, T−1

N , the
inverse of TN , is bounded on Lp(X), 1 < p < ∞. Denote DN

k =
∑

|j|6N

Dk+j for k ∈ Z, they
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obtained the following Calderón-type reproducing formulae:

(1.7) f =
∞∑

k=−∞
T−1
N DN

k Dk(f) =
∞∑

k=−∞
DkD

N
k T

−1
N (f)

where the series converge in Lp(X), 1 < p <∞. Using this formula, they were able to obtain
the Littlewood-Paley theory for the space Lp(X): There exists a constant C > 0 such that
for all f ∈ Lp(X), 1 < p <∞,

C−1‖f‖Lp(X) 6
∥∥∥
{ ∞∑

k=−∞
|Dk(f)|2

} 1
2
∥∥∥
Lp(X)

6 C‖f‖Lp(X).

Applying the above Littlewood-Paley estimates, they showed the remarkable T1 theorem on
such spaces of homogeneous type.

However, the presence of the operator T−1
N prevents one from developing Littlewood-Paley

characterizations for other spaces, such as the Hardy spaces, by simply applying the Calderón-
type formula in (1.3). To obtain the Calderón reproducing formula similar to one given in
(1.3), in [31], the space of test functions, M(X), a suitable analogue of S∞

(
Rd
)
was intro-

duced. The key idea is to show that T−1
N is a Calderón-Zygmund operator whose kernel has

some additional second order smoothness and is bounded on M(X). Since then T−1
N DN

k sat-
isfy nice estimates sufficiently similar to those satisfied by Dk itself. Precisely, the Calderón
reproducing formula provided in [31] is given by the following: There exist families of oper-

ators
{
D̃k

}∞

k=−∞
and

{
D̄k

}∞
k=−∞ such that

(1.8) f =
∞∑

k=−∞
D̃kDk(f) =

∞∑

k=−∞
DkD̄k(f),

where the series converge in the norms of the space Lp(X), 1 < p <∞, the space M(X) and
the dual space (M(X))′, respectively.

Note that the formula in (1.8) is similar to that in (1.3). In [28], applying Coifman’s
decomposition of the identity together with the boundedness of Calderón-Zygmund operators
satisfying the second order smoothness on the test function space, the following discrete
Calderón reproducing formula was established:

(1.9) f =

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q

µ(Q)
˜̃
Dk(x, xQ)Dk(f)(xQ) =

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q

µ(Q)Dk(x, xQ)
¯̄Dk(f)(xQ),

where Q are dyadic cubes in the sense of Christ, xQ are any fixed point in Q, and the series
converge in the norms of the space Lp(X), 1 < p < ∞, the space M(X) and the dual space
(M(X))′, respectively.

We remark that the Calderón-Zygmund operator theory plays a crucial role for the proofs
of the Calderón reproducing formulae in (1.8) and (1.9). Using formulae (1.9), the Hardy
space Hp theory was established, which includes the Littlewood-Paley characterization of
Hp, atomic decomposition and dual space of Hp, and the T1 theorem of the boundedness of
singular integrals on these spaces. See [27, 28, 31].

In [30], motivated by the work of Nagel and Stein on the several complex variables in
[36], they considered spaces of homogeneous type (X, ρ, µ), where the quasi-metric ρ satisfies
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some regularity properties and the measure µ satisfies the doubling condition and the reverse
doubling condition, that is, there are constants κ > 0 and c ∈ (0, 1] such that

cλκµ(B(x, r)) 6 µ(B(x, λr))(1.10)

for all x ∈ X , 0 < r < sup
x,y∈X

ρ(x, y)/2 and 1 6 λ < sup
x,y∈X

ρ(x, y)/2r.

Applying Coifman’s approximation to the identity and Coifman’s decomposition of the
identity together with some modified test functions, they provided the discrete Calderón
reproducing formulae as in (1.9) and established the Hardy space theory in this setting. We
would like to point out that the reverse doubling condition of µ and the Calderón-Zygmund
operator theory play a crucial role for the boundedness of T−1

N on the space of test functions.
See [30] for the Littlewood-Paley characterization of the Hardy space and its applications in
this setting.

Notice that the regularity of the quasi-metric ρ is key fact for constructing Coifman’s
approximation to the identity and the reverse doubling condition is crucial to get the bound-
edness of T−1

N on the space of test functions. To develop the Littlewood-Paley theory on space
of homogeneous (X, ρ, µ), where the quasi-metric ρ has no any regularity and the measure µ
satisfies the doubling condition only, a new approach is required.

Adapting the developed randomized dyadic structure on space of homogeneous type (X, ρ, µ)
where ρ is the quasi-metric without any regularity and the measure µ satisfies the doubling
condition only, in [9], Auscher and Hytönen builded a remarkable orthonormal basis of Hölder-
continuos wavelet with exponential decay. Using this wavelet basis they provided a universal
Calderón reproducing formula to study and develop function spaces theory and singular in-
tegrals. More precisely, they discussed Lp, 1 < p < ∞ spaces, BMO and gave a proof of
the T1 theorem in this general setting. See more details in [9]. Applying Auscher-Hytönen’s
orthonormal basis, the Hardy space and the product Hardy space were developed in [26, 29].

1.2. Statement of main results.

The main results of this paper are (i) the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral op-
erators and the T1 theorem; (ii) the Littlewood-Paley theory and the Hardy spaces; (iii) the
boundedness for the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators, particularly, the
Dunkl-Rieze transforms, on the Dunkl-Hardy space.

1.2.1. Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator and T1 theorem.

As mentioned above, we can consider the Dunkl setting, (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω), as a space of ho-
mogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Wiess. Note that the measure ω satisfies the
doubling and the reverse doubling properties. Let Cη

0 (R
N), η > 0, denote the space of con-

tinuous functions f with compact support and

‖f‖η := sup
x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|
‖x− y‖η <∞.

The classical Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator in (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) is defined by the
following
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Definition 1.1. An operator T : Cη
0 (R

N ) → (Cη
0 (R

N))′ with η > 0, is said to be a Calderón-
Zygmund singular integral operator if K(x, y), the kernel of T, satisfies the following esti-
mates: for some 0 < ε 6 1,

|K(x, y)| 6 C

ω(B(x, ‖x− y‖))(1.11)

for all x 6= y;

|K(x, y)−K(x′, y)| 6
(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε C

ω(B(x, ‖x− y‖))(1.12)

for ‖x− x′‖ 6 1
2
‖x− y‖;

|K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| 6
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε C

ω(B(x, ‖x− y‖))(1.13)

for ‖y − y′‖ 6 1
2
‖x− y‖. Moreover,

〈T (f), g〉 =
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)f(x)g(y)dω(x)dω(y)

for supp f ∩ supp g = ∅.
See [30] for more details.
However, the following motivation leads to consider a new class of the Calderón-Zygmund

singular integral operators in the Dunkl setting. Recall that pt(x, y) is the Dunkl-Poisson ker-
nel. Applying the size and smoothness conditions of pt(x, y)(see [21]) implies that K(x, y) =
´∞
0
pt(x, y)

dt
t
satisfies the following estimates( see the Proposition 2.1 in Section 2): for any

0 < ε < 1,

|K(x, y)| . 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)

‖x − y‖

)ε

for all x 6= y;

|K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| .
(‖y − y′‖
d(x, y)

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)

‖x − y‖

)ε

for ‖y − y′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2;

|K(x′, y)−K(x, y)| .
(‖x− x′‖
d(x, y)

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)

‖x − y‖

)ε

for ‖x− x′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2.
This motivation leas to introduce the following Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral

operators.

Definition 1.2. An operator T : Cη
0 (R

N ) → (Cη
0 (R

N))′ with η > 0, is said to be a Dunkl-
Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator ifK(x, y), the kernel of T , satisfies the following
estimates: for some 0 < ε 6 1,

(1.14) |K(x, y)| . 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)

‖x − y‖

)ε
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for all x 6= y;

(1.15) |K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| .
(‖y − y′‖

‖x − y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

for ‖y − y′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2;

(1.16) |K(x′, y)−K(x, y)| .
(‖x − x′‖

‖x − y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

for ‖x− x′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2.
Moreover,

〈T (f), g〉 =
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)f(x)g(y)dω(x)dω(y)

for suppf ∩ suppg = ∅.
A Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator is said to be the Dunkl-Calderón-

Zygmund operator if it extends a bounded operator on L2(RN).

We remark that the size and regularity conditions of the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular
integral operator are much weaker than the classical Calderón-Zygmund singular integral
operators given in space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss. Indeed, by

the reverse doubling condition on the measure ω in (1.2), ω(B(x, ‖x− y‖)) = ω(B(x, ‖x−y‖
d(x,y)

·
d(x, y)) > C

(‖x−y‖
d(x,y)

)N
ω(B(x, d(x, y))). Thus,

1

ω(B(x, ‖x− y‖)) .
( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)N 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
(1.17)

.
( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
(1.18)

and if ‖x− x′‖ 6 1
2
d(x, y) 6 1

2
‖x− y‖, then,

(1.19)

(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, ‖x− y‖)) 6 C
(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)N

6 C
(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

Further, ifK(x, y) satisfies the above size condition (1.14), thenK(x, y) is locally integrable
in {RN × RN : x 6= y}. Indeed, for any fixed x ∈ RN and 0 < δ < R < ∞, by the doubling
properties of the measure ω, (see the details in Section 2)

ˆ

δ<‖x−y‖<R

|K(x, y)|dω(y) 6 C
1

δ

ˆ

d(x,y)<R

d(x, y)

ω(B(x, d(x, y))
dω(y) 6 C

R

δ
<∞.

It is well known that if T is the classical Calderón-Zygmund operator on RN , then T is
bounded on Lp(RN), 1 < p <∞, from H1(RN) to L1(RN) and from L∞(RN) to BMO(RN).
These results still hold for the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operators.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator. Then T is bounded
on Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p <∞, from H1

d(R
N , ω) to L1(RN , ω) and from L∞(RN , ω) to BMOd(R

N , ω).
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Here H1
d(R

N , ω) is the Dunkl-Hardy space introduced in [8] and BMOd(R
N , ω) is the

classical BMO function defined in (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω), as a space of homogeneous type in the sense
of Coifman and Wiess.

If T is a Dunkl-convolution operator, the Dunkl transform is the main tool for providing
the L2(RN , ω) boundedness of T. However, beyond the convolution operators, it becomes
indispensable to obtain a criterion for L2(RN , ω) continuity. As Meyer pointed out that
without such a criterion of the L2(RN , ω), the theory of the Calderón-Zygmund singular
integral operators collapses like a house of cards. In the classical case, one such criterion is
the remarkable T1 theorem of David and Journé. In Dunkl setting, we have a similar T1
theorem.

Before describing the T1 theorem, we need to extend the definition of the Dunkl-Calderón-
Zygmund operators to bounded functions in Cη(RN). The idea for doing this is to define T (b)
for b ∈ Cη(RN ), as a distribution on Cη

0,0(R
N) = {f : f ∈ Cη

0 ,
´

RN f(x)dω(x) = 0}. To this

end, given f ∈ Cη
0,0(R

N) with the support contained in the ball B(x0, R) for some x0 ∈ RN

and R > 0. Let η(x) = 1 for x ∈ Bd(x0, 2R) and η(x) = 0 for x ∈
(
Bd(x0, 4R)

)c
. Write

b = ηb+ (1 − η)b and formlly, 〈Tb, f〉 = 〈T (bη), f〉+ 〈T (1− η)b, f〉. The first term 〈Tbη, f〉
is well defined. By the cancellation condition of f and the fact that if x ∈ supp f and
y ∈ supp η, we can write

〈T (1− η)b, f〉 =
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)(1− η(y))b(y)f(x)dω(y)dω(x)

=

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

[K(x, y)−K(x0, y)](1− η(y))b(y)f(x)dω(y)dω(x).

Observe that when x ∈ B(x0, R) and y /∈ Bd(x0, 2R), ‖x − x0‖ 6 R 6 1
2
d(x0, y). Applying

the smoothness condition of K(x, y) implies that
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

|K(x, y)−K(x0, y)||f(x)|dω(y)dω(x)

6 C

ˆ

‖x−x0‖6R

ˆ

d(x0,y)>2R

1

ω(B(x0, y))

(‖x− x0‖
‖x0 − y‖

)ε
|f(x)|dω(y)dω(x)

6 C

ˆ

‖x−x0‖6R

ˆ

d(x0,y)>2R

1

ω(B(x0, y))

(‖x− x0‖
d(x0, y)

)ε
|f(x)|dω(y)dω(x)

6 C‖f‖1
and thus, 〈Tb, f〉 is well defined. It is easy to see that this definition is independent of the

choice of the function η. Therefore, T (b) is a distribution in
(
Cη

0,0

)′
. Now T (1) = 0 means

that for any f ∈ Cη
0,0, 〈T1, f〉 = 0. This is equivalent to T ∗(f) = 0 for any f ∈ Cη

0,0. The
definition of T ∗(1) = 0 is defined similarly.

If considering (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) as a space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and
Wiess, the classical weak boundedness property of T says that for f, g ∈ Cη

0 (R
N) with

suppf, g ⊆ B(x0, t) and x0 ∈ Rn, t > 0, then there exists a constant C such that

|〈Tf, g〉| 6 Cω(B(x0, t))t
2η‖f‖η‖g‖η.

Indeed, if f ∈ Cη
0 (R

N) with suppf ⊆ B(x0, t) and x0 ∈ Rn, t > 0, then

‖f‖22 =
ˆ

B(x0,t)

|f(x)|2dω(x) =
ˆ

B(x0,t)

|f(x)− f(x1)|2dω,
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where t < ‖x1−x0‖ 6 2t and thus, f(x1) = 0. This implies that
´

B(x0,t)
|f(x)−f(x1)|2dω(x) 6

Ct2η‖f‖2ηω(B(x0, t)) and we get

‖f‖2 6 C
(
ω(B(x0, t))

)1/2
tη‖f‖η.

Suppose that T is bounded on L2(RN , ω) and f, g ∈ Cη
0 (R

N) with suppf, g ⊆ B(x0, t) and
x0 ∈ Rn, t > 0, then

|〈Tf, g〉| 6 ‖T‖‖f‖2‖g‖2 6 Cω(B(x0, t))t
2η‖f‖η‖g‖η.

In our situation, the weak boundedness property (WBP) in the Dunkl setting is defined by
following

Definition 1.4. The Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator T with the distri-
bution kernel K(x, y) is said to have the weak boundedness property if there exist η > 0 and
C <∞ such that

|〈K, f〉| 6 Cmax{ω(B(x0, r)), ω(B(y0, r))}
for all f ∈ Cη

0 (R
N×RN) with supp(f) ⊆ B(x0, r)×B(y0, r), x0, y0 ∈ RN , ‖f‖∞ 6 1, ‖f(·, y)‖η 6

r−η for all y ∈ RN and ‖f(x, ·)‖η 6 r−η for all x ∈ RN .

If the operator T has the weak boundedness property, we denote by T ∈ WBP. It is easy
to see that if the operator T is bounded on L2(RN), then T satisfies the weak boundedness
property defined by the Definition 1.4.

It is well known that in the classical case, the almost orthogonal estimates are fundamental
tools for the proof of the T1 theorem. The following result provides such a tool in the Dunkl
setting.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that T is the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator

with T (1) = T ∗(1) = 0 and T ∈ WBP. Then T maps M(β, γ, r, x0) to M̃(β, γ′, r, x0) with
0 < β < ε, 0 < γ′ < γ < ε, where ε is the exponent of the regularity of the kernel of T.
Moreover, there exists a constant C such that

‖T (f)‖
M̃(β,γ′,r,x0)

6 C‖f‖M(β,γ,r,x0).

Here M(β, γ, r, x0) and M̃(β, γ, r, x0) are defined by following

Definition 1.6. A function f(x) is said to be a smooth molecule for 0 < β 6 1, γ > 0, r > 0
and some fixed x0 ∈ RN , if f(x) satisfies the following conditions:

(1.20) |f(x)| 6 C
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + ‖x − x0‖

)γ
;

(1.21)

|f(x)− f(x′)| 6 C
(‖x− x′‖

r

)β{ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + ‖x − x0‖

)γ

+
1

V (x′, x0, r + d(x′, x0))

( r

r + ‖x′ − x0‖

)γ}
;

(1.22)

ˆ

RN

f(x)dω(x) = 0.
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If f(x) is a smooth molecule, we denote f(x) by f ∈ M(β, γ, r, x0) and define the norm of f
by

‖f‖M(β,γ,r,x0) := inf{C : (1.20)− (1.21) hold}.
Observe that t∂tpt(x, y) with pt, the Poisson kernel, is the smooth molecule with β, γ <

1, r = t, x0 = y for fixed y, and it is also the smooth molecule for x0 = x for x is fixed.

Definition 1.7. A function f(x) is said to be a weak smooth molecule for 0 < β 6 1, γ >
0, r > 0 and some fixed x0 ∈ RN , if f(x) satisfies the following conditions:

(1.23) |f(x)| 6 C
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
;

(1.24)

|f(x)− f(x′)| 6 C
(‖x− x′‖

r

)β{ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ

+
1

V (x′, x0, r + d(x′, x0))

( r

r + d(x′, x0)

)γ}
;

(1.25)

ˆ

RN

f(x)dω(x) = 0.

If f(x) is a weak smooth molecule, we denote f(x) by f ∈ M̃(β, γ, r, x0) and define the norm
of f by

‖f‖
M̃(β,γ,r,x0)

:= inf{C : (1.23)− (1.24) hold}.
We remark that all ‖x− x0‖ and ‖x′ − x0‖ in the smooth molecule are placed by d(x, x0)

and d(x′, x0) in the weak smooth molecule, respectively.
Now we can state the T1 theorem for Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators

by the following

Theorem 1.8. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator.
Then T extends to a bounded operator on L2(RN , ω) if and only if (a) T (1)(x) ∈ BMOd(R

N , ω);
(b) T ∗(1)(x) ∈ BMOd(R

N , ω); (c) T ∈ WBP.

We remark that the theory of Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators plays
a fundamental role for establishing the weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formulae,
the Littlewood-Paley theory and the Hardy spaces in the Dunkl setting.

1.2.2. Calderón reproducing formula and Littlewood-Paley theory on Lp, 1 < p <∞.

We begin with the Calderón reproducing formula. Thanks [8], the authors provided such
a formula as follows: for f ∈ L2(RN , ω),

(1.26) f(x) =

ˆ ∞

0

ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)
dt

t
,

where qtf = t ∂
∂t
ptf with pt is the Poisson kernel as mentioned above and ψ ∈ C∞

0 (B(0, 1/4))
is a radial function with

´

RN ψ(x)dω(x) = 0.
Write

f(x) =

ˆ ∞

0

ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)
dt

t
= TM (f)(x) +R1(f)(x) +RM (f)(x),
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where

TM(f)(x) = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψj(x, xQ)qj ∗ f(xQ),

R1(f)(x) = −
∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

[
ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)− ψj ∗ qj ∗ f(x)

]dt
t

and

RM(f)(x) = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

[
ψj(x, y)qj ∗ f(y)− ψj(x, xQ)qj ∗ f(xQ)

]
dω(y),

where ψj = ψrj , qj = qrj , with 1 < r 6 r0 for some fixed r0, Q
j is the collection of all ”r-dyadic

cubes” Q with the side length r−M−j for M is some fixed large integer, and xQ is any fixed
point in the cube Q.

Applying the Coifman’s decomposition of the identity on L2(RN) gives

I = TM +R1 +RM .

We will show that R1 and RM are Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operators and the boundedness
of R1 and RM on L2(RN , ω) and Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p <∞, follows from the Cotlar-Stein Lemma
and Theorem 1.3, respectively. Moreover, ‖R1 +RM‖p,p < 1 which implies that (TM)−1, the
inverse of TM , exists and is bounded on Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p < ∞. This yields the following
weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula:

Theorem 1.9. If f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p < ∞, then there exists a function
h ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ Lp(RN , ω), such that ‖f‖2 ∼ ‖h‖2 and ‖f‖p ∼ ‖h‖p,

f(x) =

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψj(x, xQ)qjh(xQ),

where qjh(x) = qj ∗ h(x), the series converges in L2(RN , ω) ∩ Lp(RN , ω) with ψj = ψrj , qj =
qrj , 1 < r 6 r0, for some fixed r0, Q

j is the collection of all ”r-dyadic cubes” Q with the side
length r−M−j for M is some fixed large integer, and xQ is any fixed point in the cube Q.

This weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula leads to the following discrete
Littlewood-Paley square function.

Definition 1.10. For f ∈ L2(RN , ω), S(f), the discrete Littlewood–Paley square function of
f, is defined by

S(f)(x) :=
{ ∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

|qQf(xQ)|2χQ(x)
}1/2

,(1.27)

where qQ = qj when Q ∈ Qj and χQ(x) is the characteristical function of the cube Q.

Applying the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator theory, the Littlewood-
Paley Lp, 1 < p <∞, estimates are given by the following

Theorem 1.11. There exist two constants C and C ′ such that for Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p <∞,

C ′‖f‖p 6 ‖S(f)‖p 6 C‖f‖p.
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1.2.3. Littlewood-Paley theory and Hardy space.

The above discrete Littlewood-Paley theory leads to introduce the Dunkl-Hardy space
norm for f ∈ L2(RN , ω) as follows:

Definition 1.12. For f ∈ L2(RN , ω), ‖f‖Hp
d
, the Dunkl-Hardy space norm of f, is defined

by ‖f‖Hp
d
:= ‖S(f)‖p for 0 < p 6 1.

Using the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator theory, the weak-type dis-
crete Calderón reproducing formula for f ∈ L2(RN , ω) with respect to the Dunkl-Hardy space
norm is given by the following:

Theorem 1.13. If f ∈ L2(RN , ω) with ‖f‖Hp
d
< ∞, for N

N+1
< p 6 1, then there exists a

function h ∈ L2(RN , ω), such that ‖f‖2 ∼ ‖h‖2, ‖f‖Hp
d
∼ ‖h‖Hp

d
and

f(x) =

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ),

where ψQ = ψj , qQ = qj for Q ∈ Qj and the series converges in L2(RN , ω) norm and the
Dunkl-Hardy space norm.

We remark that the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator theory plays a
crucial role to obtain the sharp range N

N+1
< p 6 1 which is the same as the classical case.

Applying the above Theorem 1.13 implies the following duality estimate which will be a
key idea for developing the Dunkl-Hardy space theory:

Proposition 1.14. For f, g ∈ L2(RN , ω) and N
N+1

< p 6 1, then there exists a constant C
such that

|〈f, g〉| 6 C‖f‖Hp
d
‖g‖CMOp

d
.

Here for L2(RN , ω) function, the norm of the Dunkl-Carleson measure space CMOp
d(R

N , ω)
is defined by

Definition 1.15. Suppose that f ∈ L2(RN , ω). The norm of f ∈ CMOp
d(R

N , ω) is defined
by

‖f‖CMOp
d
:= sup

P

{ 1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

ω(Q)
∣∣ψQf(xQ)

∣∣2
}1/2

<∞

for 0 < p 6 1, where P runs over all dyadic cubes and ψQ = ψj when Q ∈ Qj.

The above Proposition 1.14 means that each function f ∈ L2(RN , ω) with ‖f‖Hp
d
<∞ can

be considered as a continuous linear functional on L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d(R

N , ω), the subspace
of g ∈ L2(RN , ω) with the Dunkl-Carleson measure space norm ‖g‖CMOp

d
< ∞. Therefore,

one can consider L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d(R

N , ω) as a new test function space and define the
Dunkl-Hardy space Hp

d as the collection of some distributions on L2(RN , ω)∩CMOp
d(R

N , ω).
More precisely, the Dunkl-Hardy space is defined by the following

Definition 1.16. The Dunkl-Hardy space Hp
d(R

N , ω), N
N+1

< p 6 1, is defined by the collec-

tion of all distributions f ∈ (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d(R

N , ω))′ such that

f(x) =

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ)
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with ‖
{ ∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ

}1/2

‖p < ∞, where the series converges in the distribution sense

and ψQ = ψj if Q ∈ Qj .
If f ∈ Hp

d(R
N , ω), the norm of f is defined by

‖f‖Hp
d
:= inf

{∥∥∥
{ ∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ(x)
}1/2∥∥∥

p

}
,

where the infimum is taken over all f(x) =
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

ω(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ).

We remark that if ‖
{ ∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ

}1/2

‖p <∞, then the series
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

ω(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ)

defines a distribution in (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d(R

N , ω))′. See the proof in the Section 4.
The following theorem is very useful in the proof of the boundedness for the Dunkl-

Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators on the Dunkl-Hardy spaces Hp
d(R

N , ω).

Theorem 1.17.

Hp
d(R

N , ω) = L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
d(R

N , ω),

where L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
d is the collection of all distributions f ∈ (L2(RN , ω)∩CMOp

d(R
N , ω))′

such that there exists a sequence {fn}∞n=1 in L2(RN , ω) with ‖fn − fm‖Hp
d
→ 0 as n,m→ ∞.

Moreover, fn converges to f in (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d(R

N , ω))′.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.17, we obtain the following

Corollary 1.18. The subspace L2(RN , ω)∩Hp
d(R

N , ω) is dense in Hp
d(R

N , ω) for N

N+1
< p 6

1.

It is well known that the atomic decomposition is a powerful tool for the boundedness of the
classical Calderón-Zygmund operator on the classical Hardy space. The following theorem
gives such an atomic decomposition for the Dunkl-Hardy space. We recall that a function

a(x) is an (p, 2) atom if (i) supp(a) ⊆ Q, where Q is a cube in RN ; (ii) ‖a‖2 ≤ ω(Q)
1
2
− 1

p ; (iii)
´

RN a(x)dω(x) = 0.

Theorem 1.19. Suppose N

N+1
< p 6 1. If f ∈ Hp

d(R
N , ω) then f has an atomic decomposi-

tion. More precisely, f(x) =
∞∑

j=−∞
λjaj(x), where all aj are (2, p) atoms and

∞∑

j=−∞
|λj|p 6 C‖f‖p

Hp
d

for some constant C.

Conversely, if f has an atomic decomposition f(x) =
∞∑

j=−∞
λjaj(x), then f ∈ Hp

d(R
N , ω)

and

‖f‖p
Hp

d

6 C

∞∑

j=−∞
|λj|p.
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1.2.4. Boundedness of Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator on Dunkl-Hardy
space.

Let’s recall the singular integrals convolution operators in the rational Dunkl setting, which
was introduced in [23].

Definition 1.20. For a positive integer s, consider a kernel K ∈ Cs(RN \ {0}) such that

(i) sup
0<a<b<∞

∣∣∣
ˆ

a<|x|<b

K(x)dω(x)
∣∣∣ <∞,

(ii)
∣∣∣ ∂

β

∂xβ
K(x)

∣∣∣ 6 C‖x‖−N−|β| for all |β| 6 s,

(iii) lim
ε→0

ˆ

ε<|x|<1

K(x)dω(x) = L, where L ∈ C.

Set Kt(x) = K(x)(1− φ(x
t
)), where φ is a fixed radial C∞-function supported by the unit

ball B(0, 1) such that φ(x) = 1 for ‖x‖ < 1
2
. The following result was shown in [23]:

Theorem 1.21. Suppose that T t(f)(x) = f ∗ Kt(x) where K(x) satisfies the above condi-
tions. Then the limit lim

t→0
f ∗Kt(x) exists. Moreover, T (f)(x) = lim

t→0
f ∗Kt(x) is bounded on

Lp(RN , ω) for 1 < p <∞ and is of weak type (1, 1) as well.

The boundeness of the Hörmander multiplier was proved in [22] as follows:

Theorem 1.22. Let ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) be a non-zero radial function such that supp ψ ⊆ RN \{0}.

If m is a function on RN which satisfies the Hömander condition

M = sup
t>0

‖ψ(·)m(t·)‖W s
2
<∞

for some s > N, then the multiplier operator

Tm(f) = (mf̂)
∨
,

originally defined by the Dunkl trasform on L2(RN , ω) ∩ L1(RN , ω), is
(A) of weak type (1,1),
(B) of strong type (p,p) for 1 < p <∞,
(C) bounded on the Hardy space H1

atom.

Here the classical Sobolev norm is defined by

‖m‖W s
2
= ‖m̂(x)(1 + ‖x‖)s‖L2(dx).

The boundedness of the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operators on the Dunkl-Hardy space
are following:

Theorem 1.23. Suppose that the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator with the kernel K(x, y)
satisfies the smoothness conditions only: for 0 < ε 6 1,

(1.28) |K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| 6 C
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
for ‖y − y′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2.

Then T is bounded from the Dunkl-Hardy space Hp
d(R

N , ω) to Lp(RN , ω) for N

N+ε
< p 6 1.
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When p = 1, the above smoothness condition can be replaced by the following Hörmander
condition:

ˆ

‖y−y′‖6d(x,y)/2

|K(x, y)−K(x, y′)|dω(x) 6 C

and T is also bounded from H1
d(R

N , ω) to L1(RN , ω).

It is well known that the molecule theory of the Hardy space is a powerful tool for providing
the boundedness of the classical Calderón-Zygmund operators on the cassical Hardy space.
The molecule theory for the Hardy spaces was developed by Coifman and Weiss for space
of homogeneous type (X, ρ, µ) where ρ is the measure distance and the measure µ satisfies
the doubling property, see page 594 in [12]. In [26], the molecule theory was established for
(X, ρ, µ), where ρ is the quasi-metric without any regularity and the measure µ satisfies the
doubling property only. In this paper, applying the similar idea as in [26], we develop the
molecule theory for (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) in the Dunkl seting.

Definition 1.24. Suppose N
N+1

< p ≤ 1. A function m(x) ∈ L2(RN , ω) is said to be an

(p, 2, ε, η) molecule centered at x0 ∈ RN for the Dunkl-Hardy space Hp
d(R

N , ω) if 1 > ε >
η > 0, N

N+ε−η
< p ≤ 1,

´

RN m(x)dω(x) = 0 and

(ˆ

RN

m(x)2dω(x)
)(ˆ

RN

m(x)2ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))1+
2ε−2η

N dω(x)
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6 1.

(1.29)

Note that the fact that N
N+ε−η

< p implies ε−η
N

> 1
p
− 1 = 1−p

p
. Thus,N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

− 1 =

(1 + 2ε−2η
N

) p
2−p

− 1 > (1 + 2−2p
p

) p
2−p

− 1 > 0.

The following result shows that each (p, 2, ε, η) molecule m(x) belongs to Hp
d(R

N).

Theorem 1.25. Suppose that m is an (p, 2, ε, η) molecule. Then m ∈ Hp
d (R

N , ω) and more-
over,

‖m‖Hp
d
6 C,

where the constant C is independent of m.

Applying the above Theorem 1.25, we obtain the T1 Theorem for the bounedness of Dunkl-
Calderón-Zygmund operators on the Hardy space Hp

d(R
N).

Theorem 1.26. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator with the kernel
K(x, y) satisfying the following smoothness condition only: when M > N

2
, 0 < ε 6 1 and

‖y − y′‖ 6 1
2
d(x, y),

|K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| 6 C
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)M
.

Then T is bounded on the Dunkl-Hardy space Hp
d(R

N , ω), N

N+ε
< p 6 1, if and only if T ∗(1) =

0.

We remark that the size condition on the kernel of T is not required. Moreover, if T is
a classical Calderón-Zygmund operator on space of homogeneous type (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω). Then,
by the estimate in (1.19) with N > N

2
, K(x, y), the kernel of T, satisfies the smoothness

condition of the above Theorem 1.26.
The general T1 Theorem for the Dunkl-Hardy space Hp

d(R
N , ω) is the following
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Theorem 1.27. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator. Then T is bounded
on Hp

d(R
N , ω), N

N+ε
< p 6 1, where ε is the exponent of the regularity of the kernel of T, if

and only if T ∗(1) = 0.

As a consequence of Theorems 1.23 and 1.27, we obtain the boundedness of the Dunkl-Riesz
transforms in the Dunkl-Hardy space Hp

d(R
N , ω).

Theorem 1.28. The Dunkl-Riesz transforms Rj , 1 6 j 6 N, are bounded on the Hardy space
Hp

d(R
N , ω) and from Hp

d(R
N , ω) to Lp(RN , ω), N

N+1
< p 6 1.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, the almost orthogonal estimates,
the main tools in this paper will be provided. The proofs of Theorems 1.3, 1.5 and 1.8 will
be given. In section 3, we show Theorem 1.9, the weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing
formula Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.11, Littlewood-Paley theory on Lp, 1 < p < ∞. In
section 4, we discuss the Dunkl-Hardy theory and demonstrate Theorem 1.13, Proposition
1.14 and Theorems 1.17 and 1.19. The boundedness of operators on the Hardy space, molecule
theory, Theorems 1.23, 1.25 and 1.26-1.27 will be included in the last section.

Before ending this section, some remarks must be in order. As mentioned above, one can
consider the Dunkl setting (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) as a space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coif-
man and Wiess. As Meyer remarked in his preface to [17], “One is amazed by the dramatic
changes that occurred in analysis during the twentieth century. In the 1930s complex meth-
ods and Fourier series played a seminal role. After many improvements, mostly achieved by
the Calderón–Zygmund school, the action takes place today on spaces of homogeneous type.
No group structure is available, the Fourier transform is missing, but a version of harmonic
analysis is still present. Indeed the geometry is conducting the analysis.” The geometry
involved in the Dunkl setting, namely, the finite reflaction goups on RN , plays a crucial role.
More precisely, the geometric consideration is conducting the Dunkl transform, translation
and convolution operators. They are not appeared in genaral spaces of homogeneous type in
the sense of Coifman and Weiss. Morever, they are also conducting the Riesz transforms, the
Dunkl-Hölmander multipliers and the Dunkl-Hardy space in the Dunkl setting. The results
of this paper indicate: (1) the operators, namely, the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular in-
tegral theory conducted by the geometry involved in the Dunkl setting are different from
those defined on spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss and this
theory still plays a fundamental role in the Dunkl setting; (2) the Dunkl-Hardy spaces de-
duced by this geometry are same as those defined on spaces of homogeneous type; (3) many
methods, such as, almost orthogonal estimates, Coifman’s approximation to the identity and
the decomposition of the identity operator, Meyer’s commutation Lemma still can be applied
to the Dunkl setting.

2. Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund Singular Integral Operators and T1 Theorem

2.1. Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund Singular Integral Operators.

We begin with the following proposition which is the motivation for introducing the Dunkl-
Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that St(x, y) satisfy the following conditions:

(i) |St(x, y)| .
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t + ‖x− y‖ ,
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(ii) |St(x, y)− St(x
′, y)|

.
‖x− x′‖

t

( 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖ +
1

V (x′, y, t+ d(x′, y))

t

t+ ‖x′ − y‖
)
,

(iii) |St(x, y)− St(x, y
′)|

.
‖y − y′‖

t

( 1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖ +
1

V (x,y′, t+ d(x,y′))

t

t + ‖x− y′‖
)
,

then K(x, y) =
´∞
0
St(x, y)

dt
t
satisfies the following estimates: for any 0 < ε < 1,

(2.1) |K(x, y)| .
( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
;

(2.2) |K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| .
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
for ‖y − y′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2;

(2.3) |K(x′, y)−K(x, y)| .
(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
for ‖x− x′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2.

Proof. We first verify (2.1). By the condition (i),

|K(x, y)| .
ˆ ∞

0

|St(x, y)|
dt

t
=

ˆ d(x,y)

0

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖
dt

t

+

ˆ ‖x−y‖

d(x,y)

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖
dt

t

+

ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖
dt

t

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

Note that ω(B(x, d(x, y))) ∼ ω(B(y, d(x, y))) ∼ V (x, y, d(x, y)), we obtain

I1 .
1

‖x− y‖

ˆ d(x,y)

0

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))
dt .

d(x, y)

‖x− y‖
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

If d(x, y) 6 t 6 ‖x− y‖, by using the reverse doubling condition on the measure ω, we get

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y)) > ω(B(x, t)) > C
(

t
d(x,y)

)N
ω(B(x, d(x, y))). Thus, we have

I2 .
1

‖x− y‖

ˆ ‖x−y‖

d(x,y)

(d(x, y)
t

)N 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
dt.

Hence, if N > 1,

I2 .
d(x, y)

‖x− y‖
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

If N = 1, then there exists 0 < ε < 1 such that

I2 .
d(x, y)

‖x− y‖ ln
(‖x− y‖
d(x, y)

) 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.
( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.
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Again, by the reverse doubling property of the measure ω, we see that V (x, y, d(x, y)) =

V (x, y, d(x,y)
t
t) .

(d(x,y)
t

)N
V (x, y, t) for d(x, y) 6 ‖x−y‖ 6 t <∞. Thus, I3 can be estimated

as follows

I3 .

ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖

1

V (x, y, d(x, y))

(d(x, y)
t

)N dt
t
.
( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)N 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

.
d(x, y)

‖x− y‖
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

Hence we obtain that (2.1) holds.
To verify (2.2), we write

|K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| .
ˆ ∞

0

|St(x, y)− St(x, y
′)|dt
t

=

ˆ ‖y−y′‖

0

|St(x, y)− St(x, y
′)|dt
t
+

ˆ ‖x−y‖

‖y−y′‖
|St(x, y)− St(x, y

′)|dt
t

+

ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖
|St(x, y)− St(x, y

′)|dt
t

=: II1 + II2 + II3.

Observe that when d(y, y′) 6 ‖y − y′‖ 6 1
2
d(x, y) 6 1

2
‖x − y‖, d(x, y) ∼ d(x, y′) and

‖x− y‖ ∼ ‖x− y′‖. Then applying condition (i), we get

II1 .

ˆ ‖y−y′‖

0

|St(x, y)− St(x, y
′)|dt
t

.

ˆ ‖y−y′‖

0

{ 1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖ +
1

V (x,y′, t+ d(x,y′))

t

t+ ‖x− y′‖
}dt
t

.
‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

Applying condition (iii) implies that for any fixed 0 < ε < 1,

II2 .

ˆ ‖x−y‖

‖y−y′‖

‖y − y′‖
t

( 1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖

+
1

V (x,y′, t+ d(x,y′))

t

t+ ‖x− y′‖
)dt
t

.
‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖ ln

( ‖x− y‖
‖y − y′‖

)
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

.
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

Similarly,

II3 .

ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖

‖y − y′‖
t

( 1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖

+
1

V (x,y′, t+ d(x,y′))

t

t+ ‖x− y′‖
)dt
t
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.

ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖

‖y − y′‖
t

( 1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))
+

1

V (x,y′, t+ d(x,y′))

)dt
t

.
‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖ · 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

The verification for (2.3) is similar and we omit the details here.
The proof of Proposition 2.1 is complete. �

Before proving Theorem 1.3, we first give the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. For any ε, t > 0, y ∈ RN , there exists a constant C depending on ε such that,
ˆ

RN

1

ω(x, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε
dω(x) 6 C.

Proof. Let S =

ˆ

RN

1

ω(x, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε
dω(x), then

S .

∞∑

j=1

ˆ

t2j−16d(x,y)<t2j

1

ω(x, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t + d(x, y)

)ε

dω(x)

+

ˆ

d(x,y)<t

1

ω(x, t+ d(x, y))
dω(x).

Note that
ˆ

d(x,y)<t

1

ω(x, t+ d(x, y))
dω(x) .

∑

σ∈G

ˆ

‖σ(y)−x‖<t

1

ω(B(x, t))
dω(x)

.
∑

σ∈G

ˆ

‖σ(y)−x‖<t

1

ω(B(σ(y), t))
dω(x)

. 1.

And for j > 1,
ˆ

t2j−16d(x,y)<t2j

1

ω(x, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε

dω(x)

. 2−jε
∑

σ∈G

ˆ

‖σ(y)−x‖<t2j

1

ω(B(x, t2j))
dω(x)

. 2−jε
∑

σ∈G

ˆ

‖σ(y)−x‖<t2j

1

ω(B(σ(y), t2j))
dω(x)

. 2−jε.

Therefore,

S .

∞∑

j=1

2−j(ε) + 1 . 1.

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. �

We now show Theorem 1.3.
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The proof of Theorem 1.3. To begin with, we first show the week type (1,1) estimate.
The idea is to apply the classical Calderón-Zygmund decomposition. To this end, let f ∈
L2(RN , ω)∩L1 and let λ be a positive real number. Then there exist disjoint cubes Qj and f
can be written as the sum of a function g ∈ L1 ∩L2, and of a series of functions {bj}∞j=1 such
that each function bj is contained in the corresponding cube Qj .More precisely, g(x) = f(x) if

x /∈ ∪Qj , whereas g(x) = |Qj |−1
´

Qj
f(x)dω(x) for x ∈ Qj and b(x) = f(x)− g(x) =

∞∑
j=1

bj(x)

where bj(x) = f(x)− |Qj |−1
´

Qj
f(x)dω(x) for x ∈ Qj . It is easy to see that

(i) f(x) = g(x) +

∞∑

j=1

bj(x), x ∈ R
N ,

(ii) |g(x)| = |f(x)| 6 λ, for almost all x /∈
∞⋃

j=1

Qj ,

(iii) |g(x)| 6 2Nλ, ∀x ∈
∞⋃

j=1

Qj,

(iv) |
∞⋃

j=1

Qj | 6 λ−1‖f‖1,

(v) ‖g‖2 6 2Nλ1/2‖f‖1/21 ,

(vi)

ˆ

Qj

|bj(x)|dω(x) 6 2N+1λ|Qj|,

(vii)

ˆ

Qj

bj(x)dω(x) = 0.

Let O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj) = {x : d(x, xQj

) 6 l(4
√
NQj), for each j} with xQj

, the center of Qj and

l(4
√
NQj) the side length of 4

√
NQj . Then

ω
(
O(

∞⋃

j=1

4
√
NQj)

)
.

∞∑

j=1

|Qj | . λ−1‖f‖1

and

λ|
{
x ∈ O(

∞⋃

j=1

4
√
NQj)

c : |Tb(x)| > λ
}
| 6
ˆ

O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj)c

|Tb(x)|dω(x).

We estimate the last term above as follows. For x ∈ O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj)

c,

T bj(x) =

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)bj(y)dω(y) =

ˆ

Qj

[K(x, y)−K(x, xQj
)]bj(y)dω(y),

where the cancellation condition of bj is used.
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Observe that if x ∈ O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj)

c, y ∈ Qj and yj is the center of Qj , then d(x, y) >

2‖y − xQj
‖ and hence, applying the smoothness condition of K(x, y) gives
ˆ

O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj)c

|Tbj(x)|dω(x)

.

ˆ

O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj)c

ˆ

Qj

(‖y − xQj
‖

d(x, y)

)ε 1

ω(x, d(x, y))
|bj(y)|dω(y)dω(x)

.

ˆ

Qj

ˆ

RN

( ‖y − xQj
‖

‖y − xQj
‖+ d(x, y)

)ε 1

ω(x, ‖y − xQj
‖+ d(x, y))

dω(x)|bj(y)|dω(y)

.

ˆ

Qj

|bj(y)|dω(y)

. 2N+1λ|Qj|,

where we applying the Lemma 2.2 in the second inequality and the property(vi) in the last
inequality above. And hence, by (iv),

ˆ

O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj)c

|Tb(x)|dω(x) .
∞∑

j=1

λ|Qj| . ‖f‖1.

All these estimates together with the L2 boundedness of T and (v) imply that

ω
({
x : |Tf(x)| > λ

})
. ω

({
x : |Tg(x)| > λ

2

})
+ ω

({
x : |Tb(x)| > λ

2

})

.
(‖g‖2

λ

)2
+ ω

(
O(

∞⋃

j=1

4
√
NQj)

)
+ λ−1

ˆ

O(
∞⋃
j=1

4
√
NQj)c

|Tb(x)|dω(x)

. λ−1‖f‖1,

which implies that T is of weak type (1,1).
By interpolation, T is bounded on Lp, 1 < p 6 2. The same proof applies to T ∗ gives the

Lp, 1 < p 6 2 boundedness of T ∗ and then, by the duality, T is bounded on Lp, 2 6 p <∞.
To show that T is bounded from H1

d(R
N , ω) (introduced in [8]) to L1(RN , ω), we apply the

the atomic decomposition of H1
d(R

N , ω) provided in [21]. it suffices to show that if a(x) is an

atom, that is, a satisfies (i) support of a is contained in a cube Q in RN ; (ii) ‖a‖2 6 ω(Q)−
1
2 ;

(iii)
´

RN a(x)dω(x) = 0; then ‖T (a)‖1 6 C, where the constant C is independent of a. To

this end, let B = {x : d(x, xQ) 6 4
√
Nl(Q)}, where xQ is the center of Q and l(Q) is the side

length of Q. Write
ˆ

RN

|T (a)(x)|dω(x) =
ˆ

B

|T (a)(x)|dω(x) +
ˆ

Bc

|T (a)(x)|dω(x).

The Hölder inequality, the L2 boundedness of T, and the size condition of a imply that
ˆ

B

|T (a)(x)|dω(x) 6 Cω(B)
1
2‖a‖2 6 Cω(Q)

1
2‖a‖2 6 C.
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If x ∈ Bc and y ∈ Q, then ‖y − xQ‖ 6 1
2
d(x, xQ). By the cancellation condition of a and the

smoothness condition of the kernel K(x, y),

T (a)(x) =

ˆ

Q

K(x, y)a(y)dω(y) =

ˆ

Q

[K(x, y)−K(x, xQ)]a(y)dω(y)

6 C
( l(Q)

‖x− xQ‖
)ε 1

ω(x, d(x, xQ))
‖a‖1.

Therefore,
ˆ

Bc

|T (a)(x)|dω(x) .
ˆ

Bc

( l(Q)

‖x− xQ‖
)ε 1

ω(x, d(x, xQ))
‖a‖1dω(x)

.

ˆ

d(x,xQ)>l(Q)

( l(Q)

d(x, xQ)

)ε 1

ω(x, d(x, xQ))
dω(x)

. 1,

since ‖a‖1 6 C and hence, T is bounded from H1
d(R

N , ω) to L1(RN , ω).
We now prove the L∞−BMOd(R

N , ω) boundedness of T.We first provide a strict definition
of Tf(x) when f ∈ L∞. To this end, we follow the idea given in [35]. If f ∈ L∞(RN , ω),
we define the functions fj(x) by fj(x) = f(x), when ‖x‖ 6 j, and fj(x) = 0, if ‖x‖ > j.
Since fj ∈ L2(RN , ω), T (fj) is well defined by the action of T on L2(RN , ω). We claim that
there exists a sequence {cj}j of constants such that T (fj) − cj converges, uniformly on any
compact set in RN , to a function in BMOd(R

N , ω) which will be defined by T (f) modulo
the constant functions. Indeed, set cj =

´

16d(0,y)6j
K(0, y)dω(y). Observe that, by the size

condition on the kernel K(x, y),

cj 6 C

ˆ

16d(0,y)6j

1

ω(B(0, d(0, y)))

(d(0, y)
‖y‖

)ε
dω(y)

6 C
ω(B(0, j))

ω(B(0, 1))
jε <∞.

To show T (fj)−cj converges uniformly on the compact ball B(0, R), we split fj into g+hj,
where g(x) = f(x), when d(0, x) 6 2R, and g(x) = 0, if d(0, x) > 2R. Taking j > 2R, we
have, for ‖x‖ 6 R,

T (fj)(x) = T (g)(x) + T (hj)(x) = T (g)(x) +

ˆ

2R6d(0,y)≤j

K(x, y)f(y)dω(y)

= T (g)(x) +

ˆ

2R6d(0,y)≤j

[K(x, y)−K(0, y)]f(y)dω(y) + cj − C(R),

where C(R) =
´

16d(0,y)62R
K(0, y)dω(y). Observe that when ‖x‖ 6 R, by the smoothness

condition on the kernel K(x, y), we get
ˆ

2R6d(0,y)

|K(x, y)−K(0, y)| · |f(y)|dω(y)

6 C

ˆ

2R6d(0,y)

1

ω(B(0, d(0, y)))

(‖x‖
‖y‖

)ε
dω(y)‖f‖∞

6 C

ˆ

2R≤d(0,y)

1

ω(B(0, d(0, y)))

( R

d(0, y)

)ε
dω(y)‖f‖∞
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6 C‖f‖∞.
Thus the integral

´

2R6d(0,y)≤j
|K(x, y)−K(0, y)| · |f(y)|dω(y) converges uniformly on ‖x‖ 6 R

as j tends to ∞, which implies that T (fj) − cj converges uniformly on any compact set in
RN . We remark that the smoothness condition on the kernel K(x, y) can be replaced by

ˆ

d(x,y)>2‖x−x′‖
|K(x, y)−K(x′, y)|dω(y) 6 C.

Once the T (f) is defined with f ∈ L∞(RN , ω) by the above claim, we can show that T (f) ∈
BMOd(R

N , ω) and moreover, ‖T (f)‖BMOd
6 C‖f‖∞. To this end, let B denote an arbitrary

ball with center x0 and radius R, and OB = {y : d(x0, y) 6 2R}. Then we write f = f1 + f2,
where f1 is the multiplication of f with the characteristic function of OB. We now define
T (f2)(x) for x ∈ B by the following absolutely convergent integral

T (f2)(x) =

ˆ

d(x0,y)>2R

[K(x, y)−K(x0, y)]f(y)dω(y).

Indeed, by the smoothness condition of T,
ˆ

d(x0,y)>2R

|K(x, y)−K(x0, y)| · |f(y)|dω(y)

6 C‖f‖∞
ˆ

d(x0,y)>2R

1

ω(x0, d(y, x0))

( R

d(x0, y)

)ε
dω(y)

6 C‖f‖∞.
Moreover, since f1 ∈ L∞ is supported in a bounded set OB, we see that f1 ∈ L2(RN , ω).
Hence T (f1)(x) is well-defined.

We can now give a strict definition of T (f)(x) as follows: T (f)(x) = T (f1)(x) + T (f2)(x).
Further, this definition of T (f)(x) is only differing by a constant, depending on x0 and R.
To see the proof that T (f) belongs to BMOd(R

N , ω), we have

‖T (f2)‖∞ 6 C‖f‖∞
and, further,

‖T (f1)‖2 6 ‖T‖‖f1‖2 6 C‖f‖∞ω(OB)
1/2‖T‖.

We thus get
(ˆ

B

∣∣∣T (f)(x)− 1

ω(B)

ˆ

B

T (f)(y)dω(y)
∣∣∣
2

dω(x)
)1/2

6 C‖f‖∞ω(B)1/2 + Cω(OB)
1/2‖f‖∞‖T‖

6 C ′(ω(B)
)1/2‖f‖∞,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ω(OB) ∼ ω(B). The proof of Theorem
1.3 is complete. �

2.2. Meyer’s commutation Lemma.

Now we prove the Theorem 1.5. To this end, we first recall Meyer’s commutation Lemma,
which plays a fundamental role in the Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator theory.
Given φ(x) ∈ C∞

0 with supp φ ⊆ B(x0, r), r > 0. Let θ(x) be a function in C∞
0 (RN) with
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θ(x) = 1 if |x| 6 1 and θ(x) = 0 if |x| > 2, and η0(x) = θ( |x−x0|
2r

). Meyer’s commutation
Lemma is the following

Lemma 2.3. ([34]) Suppose that T is a classical Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator
with the kernel K(x, y) satisfing the size and smoothness conditions. Moreover, T has the
weak boundedness property and T (1) = 0. Then

T (φ)(x) =

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]η0(y)dy + φ(x)

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)η0(y)dy

with
´

RN K(x, y)[φ(y) − φ(x)]η0(y)dy = lim
δ→0

´

|x−y|≥δ
K(x, y)[φ(y) − φ(x)]η0(y)dy, where the

limit exists.

Applying this lemma, Meyer obtained the boundedness of Calderón-Zygmund singular
integral operators on smooth molecule space. As a consenquence, Meyer proved that all
classical Calderón-Zygmund operators with the conditions T (1) = T ∗(1) = 0 form an algebral.
See [34] for more details.

In [13], David, Journé and Semmes stated Meyer’s commutation Lemma as follows.

Lemma 2.4. ([13]) Suppose that T is a coutinuous operator from C∞
0 (RN) to

(
C∞

0 (RN )
)′

with the kernel K(x, y) satisfing the size condition and T has the weak boundedness property.
Then for all f, g, h ∈ C∞

0 (RN),

〈f, T (gh)〉 − 〈fg, T (h)〉 =
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

f(x)K(x, y)[g(y)− g(x)]h(y)dydx,

where the integral absolutely converges.

Using this lemma, they showed that if T has the weak boundedness property with Cη
0 (R

N )
for η > 0, then T has the weak boundedness property with C∞

0 (RN). See [13] for more details.
In [31], Meyer’s commutation Lemma was proved for spaces of homogeneous type in the

sense of Coifman and Weiss. More precisely, suppose that (X, ρ, µ) is a space of homogeneous
type with the measure satisfying µ(B(x, r)) ∼ r with B(x, r) = {y ∈ X : ρ(x, y) < r}
and r > 0. Let θ be the same as above and η0(x) = θ(ρ(x0,x)

2r
), η0 + η1 = 1. Then Meyer’s

commutation Lemma is given by

Lemma 2.5. ([31]) Suppose that T is a classical Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator
defined on space (X, d, µ) with the kernel K(x, y) satisfing the size and smoothness conditions.
Moreover, T has the strong-weak boundedness property and T (1) = 0. Then

〈Tφ, ψ〉 =
ˆ

RN

ˆ

{y:y 6=x}
K(x, y)

{
[φ(y)− φ(x)]η0(y)− η1(y)φ(x)

}
dµ(y)dµ(x)

and

〈K(x, y), [φ(y)− φ(x)]η0(y)〉 = lim
δ→0

ˆ

ρ(x,y)≥δ

K(x, y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]η0(y)dy

where the limit exists.

Applying this lemma, the boundedness on the test function space for classical Calderón-
Zygmund integral operators defined on space (X, ρ, µ) with the kernel K(x, y) satisfying the
size and smoothness conditions together with some additional second order smoothness and
T (1) = T ∗(1) = 0. And the Calderón reproducing formulae were established. See [31] for
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more details. See also [30] for similar results on spaces of homogeneous type with the measure
satisfing doubling and reverse doubling conditions.

To establish the T1 theorem for non-doubling measures, Tolsa introduced the following
definition.

Definition 2.6. ([46]) Let T be an SCZO with the kernel K(x, y).We say that T satisfies the
commutation lemma of Meyer, and we write T ∈ CLM, if for compactly supported functions
φ, ψ, w ∈ L∞(µ), with ψ Lipschitz, the following identity holds:

〈Tφ, ψw〉 − 〈T (φψ), w〉 =
ˆ

RN

K(x, y)
(
ψ(y)− ψ(x)

)
φ(x)w(y)dµ(y)dµ(x).

This definition plays a crucial role in the proof of the T1 theorem for non-doubling mea-
sures. See [46] for more details.

In this paper, we prove Meyer’s commutation Lemma in the Dunkl setting as follows.

Lemma 2.7. (Meyer’s commutation Lemma) Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund
singular integral operator from Cη

0 to (Cη
0 )

′ satisfying T ∈ WBP and T (1) = 0. Then for
any M > 1, there exists a positive constant CM depending on M such that

‖Tφ‖L∞(B(0,Mr))) 6 CM

whenever there exist x0 ∈ RN and r > 0 such that supp (φ) ⊆ B(x0, r) with ‖φ‖∞ 6 1 and
‖φ‖η 6 r−η.

Proof. Fix a function θ ∈ C∞(R) with the following properties: θ(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1 and

θ(x) = 0 for |x| > 2. Let χ0(x) = θ(d(x,x0)
2r

) and χ1 = 1 − χ0. Then φ = φχ0 and for all
ψ ∈ Cη

0 (R
N) with suppψ ⊆ B(x0,Mr),

〈Tφ, ψ〉 = 〈K(x, y), φ(y)ψ(x)〉 = 〈K(x, y), χ0(y)φ(y)ψ(x)〉
= 〈K(x, y), χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉+ 〈K(x, y), χ0(y)φ(x)ψ(x)〉
=: p+ q,

where K(x, y) is the distribution kernel of T .

To estimate p, let λδ(x, y) = θ(‖x−y‖
δ

). Then

(2.4)

p = 〈K(x, y), (1− λδ(x, y))χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉
+ 〈K(x, y), λδ(x, y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉

=: p1,δ + p2,δ.

Since K is locally integrable on Ω = {(x, y) ∈ RN ×RN : x 6= y}. By the size condition on
K(x, y) and the smoothness condition on φ together with the fact that if χ0(y) 6= 0, ψ(x) 6= 0
and 1 − λδ(x, y) 6= 0, then δ 6 ‖x− y‖ and d(x, y) 6 (M + 4)r. Thus, the first term on the
right side of (2.4) satisfies

|p1,δ| =

∣∣∣∣
¨

Ω

K(x, y)(1− λδ(x, y))χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)dω(y)dω(x)

∣∣∣∣

.

¨

d(x,y)6(M+4)r

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)η(‖x− y‖
r

)η
|ψ(x)|dω(y)dω(x)

. ‖ψ‖1.
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It remains to show that lim
δ→0

p2,δ = 0, that is,

(2.5) lim
δ→0

〈K(x, y), λδ(x, y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉 = 0.

To this end, let {yj}j∈Z ∈ RN be the maximal collection of points satisfying

(2.6)
1

2
δ < inf

j 6=k
‖yj − yk‖ 6 δ.

By observing that {yj}j∈Z is a maximal collection, we get that for each x ∈ RN there exists a

point yj such that ‖x− yj‖ 6 δ. Let ηj(y) = θ(
‖y−yj‖

δ
) and η̄j(y) = [

∞∑
i=1

ηi(y)]
−1ηj(y). To see

that η̄j is well defined, it suffices to show that for any y ∈ RN , there are only finitely many ηj
with ηj(y) 6= 0. This follows from the following fact: ηj(y) 6= 0 if and only if ‖y−yj‖ 6 2δ and
hence this implies that B(yj, δ) ⊆ B(y, 4δ). Inequality (2.6) shows B(yj,

δ
4
) ∩ B(yk,

δ
4
) = ∅

for j 6= k and hence there are at most C0 points yj ∈ RN such that B(yj,
δ
4
) ⊆ B(y, 4δ). Now

let Γ = {j : η̄j(y)χ0(y) 6= 0}. Then #Γ 6 CrN/δN since supp (χ0) ⊆
⋃
σ∈G

B(σ(x0), 2r) and

supp(η̄j) ⊆ B(yj, 2δ). We write

λδ(x, y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x) =
∑

j∈Γ
λδ(x, y)η̄j(y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x),

and

〈K(x, y), λδ(x, y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉
=
∑

j∈Γ
〈K(x, y), λδ(x, y)η̄j(y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉.

It is then easy to check that supp(λδ(x, y)η̄j(y)χ0(y)[φ(y)−φ(x)]ψ(x)) ⊆ B(yj, 4δ)×B(yj , 2δ)
and

‖λδ(x, y)η̄j(y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)‖∞ 6 Cδη,

where C is a constant depending only on θ, φ, ψ, x0, and r but not on δ and j.
We claim that

(2.7) ‖λδ(·, y)η̄j(y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(·)]ψ(·)‖η . 1,

and

(2.8) ‖λδ(x, ·)η̄j(·)χ0(·)[φ(·)− φ(x)]ψ(x)‖η . 1.

Assuming (2.7) and (2.8) for the moment, since T ∈ WBP , we have

|〈K(x, y), λδ(x, y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉|
6
∑

j∈Γ
|〈K(x, y), λδ(x, y)η̄j(y)χ0(y)[φ(y)− φ(x)]ψ(x)〉|

6
∑

j∈Γ
ω(B(yj, 4δ))δ

η .
rN

δN
sup
j∈Γ

ω(B(yj, 1))δ
Nδη . sup

j∈Γ
ω(B(yj, 1))r

Nδη.

hence, (2.5) holds.
It remains to show (2.7) nad (2.8). To check (2.7), it suffices to show that for given

x1, x2 ∈ RN with ‖x1 − x2‖ 6 δ,

|η̄j(y)χ0(y)||λδ(x1, y)[φ(y)− φ(x1)]ψ(x1)− λδ(x2, y)[φ(y)− φ(x2)]ψ(x2)| . ‖x1 − x2‖η,
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since if ‖x1 − x2‖ > δ, then the expansion on the left above is clearly bounded by

|η̄j(y)χ0(y)|{|λδ(x1, y)[φ(y)− φ(x1)]ψ(x1)|+ |λδ(x2, y)[φ(y)− φ(x2)]ψ(x2)|}
. δη 6 ‖x1 − x2‖η.

By the construction of η̄j , it follows that

|η̄j(y)χ0(y)| . 1

for all y ∈ RN . Thus

|η̄j(y)χ0(y)||λδ(x1, y)[φ(y)− φ(x1)]ψ(x1)− λδ(x2, y)[φ(y)− φ(x2)]ψ(x2)|
.
∣∣λδ(x1, y)[φ(y)− φ(x1)]ψ(x1)− λδ(x2, y)[φ(y)− φ(x2)]ψ(x2)

∣∣
.
∣∣λδ(x1, y)− λδ(x2, y)|[φ(y)− φ(x1)]ψ(x1)

∣∣+
∣∣λδ(x2, y)[φ(x1)− φ(x2)]ψ(x1)

∣∣
+
∣∣λδ(x2, y)[φ(y)− φ(x2)]|ψ(x1)− ψ(x2)

∣∣
=: I1 + I2 + I3.

Recall that ‖x1 − x2‖ 6 δ. If ‖x1 − y‖ > 4δ, then λδ(x1, y) = λδ(x2, y) = 0, so I1 = 0. Thus
we may assume that ‖x1 − y‖ 6 4δ,

I1 .

∣∣∣∣∣
‖x1 − y‖

δ
− ‖x2 − y‖

δ

∣∣∣∣∣‖x1 − y‖η . δη−1‖x1 − x2‖ . ‖x1 − x2‖η,

since we may assume η ≤ 1. Terms I2 and I3 are easy to estimate:

I2 + I3 . ‖x1 − x2‖η,
since we may assume that δ < 1.

To check (2.8) it suffices to show that for y1, y2 ∈ RN with ‖y1 − y2‖ 6 δ,

|λδ(x,y1)η̄j(y1)χ0(y1)[φ(y1)−φ(x)]ψ(x)−λδ(x,y2)η̄j(y2)χ0(y2)[φ(y2)−φ(x)]ψ(x)| . |y1−y2|η.
Similarly, if ‖y1− y2‖ > δ, then the expansion on the left-hand side above is clearly bounded
by

|λδ(x, y1)η̄j(y1)χ0(y1)[φ(y1)− φ(x)]ψ(x)|+ |λδ(x, y2)η̄j(y2)χ0(y2)[φ(y2)− φ(x)]ψ(x)|
. δη 6 ‖y1 − y2‖η.

Hence, suppose ‖y1 − y2‖ 6 δ and write

|λδ(x, y1)η̄j(y1)χ0(y1)[φ(y1)− φ(x)]ψ(x)− λδ(x, y2)η̄j(y2)χ0(y2)[φ(y2)− φ(x)]ψ(x)|
6
∣∣λδ(x, y1)− λδ(x, y2)|η̄j(y1)χ0(y1)[φ(y1)− φ(x)]ψ(x)

∣∣
+
∣∣λδ(x, y2)[η̄j(y1)− η̄j(y2)]χ0(y1)[φ(y1)− φ(x)]ψ(x)

∣∣
+
∣∣λδ(x, y2)η̄j(y2)[χ0(y1)− χ0(y2)][φ(y1)− φ(x)]ψ(x)

∣∣
+
∣∣λδ(x, y2)η̄j(y2)χ0(y2)[φ(y1)− φ(y2)]ψ(x)

∣∣
=: II1 + II2 + II3 + II4.

If ‖x− y1‖ > 4δ, then λδ(x, y1) = λδ(x, y2) = 0, so II1 = II2 = II3 = II4 = 0. Thus we may
assume that ‖x− y1‖ 6 4δ,

II1 .

∣∣∣∣∣
‖x− y1‖

δ
− ‖x− y2‖

δ

∣∣∣∣∣‖x− y1‖η . δη−1‖y1 − y2‖ . ‖y1 − y2‖η.
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And

II2 .

∣∣∣∣∣
‖y1 − yj‖

δ
− ‖y2 − yj‖

δ

∣∣∣∣∣‖y1 − x‖η . δη−1‖y1 − y2‖ . ‖y1 − y2‖η.

Similarly,

II3 .

∣∣∣∣∣
d(y1, x0)

δ
− d(y2, x0)

δ

∣∣∣∣∣‖y1 − x‖η . δη−1d(y1, y2) . δη−1‖y1 − y2‖ . ‖y1 − y2‖η.

It is clear that

II4 . ‖y1 − y2‖η.
This completes the proofs of (2.7) and (2.8) and we obtain

|p| . ‖ψ‖1.
To finish the proof of Lemma 2.7, we now estimate q. It suffices to show that for x ∈

B(x0, r),

(2.9) |Tχ0(x)| . 1.

To see this, it is easy to check that q = 〈Tχ0, φψ〉, and hence (2.9) implies

|q| 6 ‖Tχ0‖L∞(B(x0,r))‖φψ‖L1(B(x0,r)) . ‖ψ‖1.
To show (2.9), let ψ ∈ Cη(RN) with supp(ψ) ⊆ B(x0, r) and

´

RN ψ(x)dω(x) = 0. By the
facts that T (1) = 0 and

´

RN ψ(x)dω(x) = 0, we obtain

|〈Tχ0, ψ〉| = | − 〈Tχ1, ψ〉|

=
∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

[K(x, y)−K(x0, y)]χ1(y)ψ(x)dω(y)dω(x)
∣∣∣.

Observe that the supports of χ1(y) and ψ(x) imply d(y, x0) > 2r and ‖x− x0‖ 6 r, respec-
tively. The smoothness condition of K yields

|〈Tχ0, ψ〉| .
¨

d(y,x0)>2r>2‖x−x0‖

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x0)))

(‖x− x0‖
‖y − x0‖

)ε
dω(y)|ψ(x)|dω(x)

.

¨

d(y,x0)>2r>2‖x−x0‖

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x0)))

( r

d(y, x0)

)ε
dω(y)|ψ(x)|dω(x)

.

ˆ

RN

|ψ(x)|dω(x).

This implies that Tχ0(x) = α+γ(x) for x ∈ B(x0, r) with α is a constant depending on χ0 and
‖γ(x)‖∞ 6 C0 for some constant C0 independent of χ0. To estimate α, choose ϕ ∈ Cη

0 (R
N )

with supp ϕ ⊆ B(x0, r), 0 6 ϕ 6 1, ‖ϕ‖η 6 r−η and
´

RN ϕ(x)dω(x) = C1ω(B(x0, r)), for
some constant C1 independent of r. We then use T ∈ WBP to get

∣∣∣∣C1ω(B(x0, r))α+

ˆ

RN

ϕ(x)γ(x)dω(x)

∣∣∣∣ = |〈Tχ0, ϕ〉| 6 Cω(B(x0, r)),

which implies |α| 6 C0 +
C
C1

and hence, the proof of Lemma 2.7 is complete. �
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We remark that if the operator T and functions φ, χ0 satisfy the conditions as given in the
Lemma 2.7, then Tφ(x) is a locally bounded function rather than a distribution. This fact
will play a crucial role in the following proof of Theorem 1.5.

2.3. Boundedness of Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund oprators on smooth molecule func-
tions.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Suppose that f(x) is a smooth molecule in M(β, γ, r, x0), we will
show that ‖T (f)‖

M̃(β,γ′,r,x0)
6 C‖f‖M(β,γ,r,x0),where 0 < β < ε,0 < γ < γ′ < ε and ε is the

exponent of the regularity of the kernel of T. We first estimate the size condition for Tf(x).
To this end, we consider two cases: Case (1): d(x, x0) 6 5r and Case (2): d(x, x0) = R > 5r.

For the first case, set 1 = ξ(y) + η(y), where ξ(y) = θ
(

d(y,x0)
10r

)
with θ ∈ C∞

0 (R), θ(x) = 1

for ‖x‖ 6 1 and θ(x) = 0 for ‖x‖ > 2. Applying the Lemma 2.7, we write

Tf(x) = 〈K(x, y), (ξ(y) + η(y))f(y)〉

=

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)ξ(y)(f(y)− f(x))dω(y) + f(x)〈K(x, y), ξ(y)〉

+

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)η(y)f(y)dω(y)

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

Applying the size condition for the kernel K(x, y) in (1.14) and the smoothness condition
for f in (1.19), we have

|I1| .
ˆ

d(x,y)620r

|K(x, y)| · |f(y)− f(x)|dω(y)

.

ˆ

d(x,y)620r

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)β(‖x− y‖
r

)β{ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

×
( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ

+
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + ‖x− x0‖
)γ}

dω(y).

Note that if d(y, x) 6 20r and d(x, x0) 6 5r, then ω(B(y, r + d(x, x0))) ∼ ω(B(x, r +
d(x, x0))). Thus, we obtain

|I1| .
1

rβ
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

ˆ

d(x,y)620r

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
d(x, y)βdω(y)

.
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

.
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

Similar to the proof of (2.9) in Lemma 2.7, we can get |T (ξ)(x)| . 1 and thus

I2 . |f(x)| . 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.
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For the last term I3, observing that d(x, x0) 6 5r and the support of η(y) is contained in
{y | d(y, x0) > 10r}, so d(x, y) > 5r and d(x, y) ∼ d(y, x0), and thus,

|I3| .
ˆ

d(y,x0)>10r
d(x,y)>5r

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ
dω(y)

.
1

ω(B(x, r))

ˆ

d(y,x0)>10r

1

ω(B(x0, d(y, x0)))

( r

d(y, x0)

)γ
dω(y)

.
1

ω(B(x, r))
.

1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

Case 2. d(x, x0) = R > 5r.

Set 1 = I(y) + J(y) + L(y), where I(y) = θ
(16d(y,x)

R

)
, J(y) = θ

(16d(y,x0)
R

)
and f1(y) =

I(y)f(y), f2(y) = J(y)f(y) and f3(y) = L(y)f(y).
Observing that, if y is in the support of f1(y), then d(y, x0) ∼ d(x, x0) = R, and thus,

(i) |f1(y)| . |I(y)| 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ

.
1

V (x, x0, R)

( r
R

)γ
.

(ii)

ˆ

RN

|f1(y)|dω(y) .
ˆ

d(y,x0)>
7R
8

1

V (y, x0, d(y, x0))

( r

d(y, x0)

)γ
dω(y) .

( r
R

)γ
.

(iii) |f1(y)− f1(x)| .
(‖y − x‖

r

)β 1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r
R

)γ
.

(iv)

ˆ

RN

|f3(y)|ω(y)dy .
ˆ

d(y,x0)>
R
16

1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

d(y, x0)

)γ
dω(y) .

( r
R

)γ
.

By the fact
´

RN f(y)dω(y) = 0, we have

(v)
∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

f2(y)dω(y)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣−
ˆ

RN

f1(y)dω(y)−
ˆ

RN

f3(y)dω(y)
∣∣∣ .

( r
R

)γ
.

We first estimate Tf1(x) as follows.

Set u(y) = θ
(

2d(y,x)
R

)
. Then f1(y) = u(y)f1(y). By using Lemma 2.7, we have

Tf1(x) = 〈K(x, y)u(y)f1(y)〉

=

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)u(y)[f1(y)− f1(x)]dω(y) + f1(x)〈K(x, ·), u(·)〉

=: I + II.

Similar to the proof of (2.9) in Lemma 2.7, we can get |T (u)(x)| . 1 and thus

|II| . |f(x)| . 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

For the term I, we write it in two parts.

I =

ˆ

d(x,y)6r

K(x, y)u(y)[f1(y)− f1(x)]dω(y) +

ˆ

r<d(x,y)6R

K(x, y)u(y)[f1(y)− f1(x)]dω(y)

=: I1 + I2.
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Applying the size condition on the kernel K(x, y) and the property (iii) above implies that

|I1| .
ˆ

d(x,y)6r

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)β(‖x− y‖
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r
R

)γ
dω(y)

=
1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r
R

)γ ˆ

d(x,y)6r

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

(d(x, y)
r

)β
dω(y)

.
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

Applying the size conditions for the kernel K(x, y) and property (i) above, we obtain that
for δ = γ − γ′,

|I2| .
ˆ

r<d(x,y)6R
4

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖y − x‖

)δ
[|f1(y)|+ |f1(x)|]dω(y)

.
1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r
R

)γ(1
r

)δ ˆ

d(x,y)6R
4

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
d(x, y)δdω(y)

.
(R
r

)δ( r
R

)γ 1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))
.

1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ′

.

To estimate Tf2(x), we decompose it in two parts.

Tf2(x) =

ˆ

RN

[K(x, y)−K(x, x0)]f2(y)dω(y)dy+K(x, x0)

ˆ

RN

f2(y)dω(y) =: II1 + II2.

By the estimate in (v) above,

|II2| . |K(x, x0)|
( r
R

)γ
.

1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

( r
R

)γ
.

1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

For the term II1, we write it by

II1 =

(
ˆ

‖y−x0‖6R
4

+

ˆ

d(y,x0)6
R
4
6‖y−x0‖

)
[K(x, y)−K(x, x0)]f2(y)dω(y)

=: II11 + II12.

Applying the size condition for f2 and the smoothness condition on the kernel K(x, y) in
(2.2) with ‖y − x0‖ 6 1

2
d(x, x0) for term II11 implies that

|II11| .
ˆ

d(y,x0)6
R
8

1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

(‖y − x0‖
‖x− x0‖

)γ′( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))
dω(y)

.
1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

( r
R

)γ′ ˆ

d(y,x0)6
R
8

( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ−γ′ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))
dω(y)

.
1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ′

.

For the term II12, since d(y, x0) 6 R
4
implies d(x, y) > d(x, x0) − d(y, x0) > 3

4
d(x, x0).

Applying the size conditions for the kernel K(x, y) and K(x, x0) yields

|II12| .
ˆ

d(y,x0)6
R
4
6‖y−x0‖

{ 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
+

1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

}
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×
( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))
dω(y)

.
1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

( r
R

)γ′ ˆ

RN

( r

r + d(y, x0)

)γ−γ′ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))
dω(y)

.
1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ′

.

Finally,

|Tf3(y)| .
ˆ

d(y,x)> R
16 ,

d(y,x0)>
R
16

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ 1

V (y, x0, d(y, x0))
dω(y)

.
1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

ˆ

d(y,x0)>
R
16

( r

d(y, x0)

)γ 1

V (y, x0, d(y, x0))
dω(y)

.
1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

( r
R

)γ

.
1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

It remains to show the regularity of T (f), that is the following estimate:

|Tf(x)− Tf(x′)| .
(‖x− x′‖

r

)β{ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ′

+
1

V (x′, x0, r + d(x′, x0))

( r

r + d(x′, x0)

)γ′}
.

Observing that we only need to consider the case where ‖x−x′‖ 6 1
20
r. Indeed, if ‖x−x′‖ >

1
20
r, by the size estimate of T (f),

|Tf(x)− Tf(x′)| 6 |Tf(x)|+ |Tf(x′)|

.
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ′

+
1

V (x′, x0, r + d(x′, x0))

( r

r + d(x′, x0)

)γ′

,

which gives the desired regularity estimate of T (f).
Set ‖x− x′‖ = δ 6 1

20
r. We will consider it in the following two cases: d(x, x0) = R > 10r

and d(x, x0) < 10r.

Case (1): d(x, x0) = R > 10r. Let I(y) = θ(8d(y,x)
R

), J(y) = 1 − I(y). Denote f1(y) =
I(y)f(y), f2(y) = J(y)f(y). Write

Tf1(x) =

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)u(y)[f1(y)− f1(x)]dω(y)

+

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)v(y)f1(y)dω(y) +

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)u(y)f1(x)dω(y),

where u(y) = θ(d(y,x)
2δ

) and v(y) = 1− u(y).
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Let p(x) =
´

RN K(x, y)u(y)[f1(y) − f1(x)]dω(y) and q(x) =
´

RN K(x, y)v(y)f1(y)dω(y) +
´

RN K(x, y)u(y)f1(x)dω(y). Then we have

|p(x)| .
ˆ

d(x,y)64δ

|K(x, y)| · |f1(y)− f1(x)|dω(y)

.

ˆ

d(x,y)64δ

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)β(‖x− y‖
r

)β

×
{ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

r + d(y, x0)

)γ
+

1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ}
dω(y)

.
1

rβ
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ ˆ

d(x,y)64δ

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x)))

(
d(x, y)

)β
dω(y)

.
(δ
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
,

since d(y, x) 6 1
4
R and d(x, x0) = R, so d(y, x0) ∼ d(x, x0).

If replacing x by x′, we still have

|p(x′)| .
(δ
r

)β( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))
.

Therefore,

|p(x)− p(x′)| .
(δ
r

)β( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))
.

Observing that by T (1) = 0, we can write

q(x)− q(x′) =

ˆ

d(x,y)>2δ

[K(x, y)−K(x′, y)]v(y)[f1(y)− f1(x)]dω(y)

+ [f1(x)− f1(x
′)]

ˆ

RN

K(x′, y)u(y)dω(y) =: I + II.

Similar to the proof of (2.9) in Lemma 2.7, we can get |T (u)(x′)| . 1 and thus

II . |f1(x)− f1(x
′)|

.
(δ
r

)β{ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ

+
1

V (x′, x0, r + d(x′, x0))

( r

r + d(x′, x0)

)γ}
.

For term I, applying the smoothness condition of K(x, y) with ‖x− x′‖ = δ 6 1
2
d(x, y) and

the smoothness condition for f1 implies that

|I| .
ˆ

d(x,y)>2δ

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x)))

(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε(‖y − x‖
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, d(x, x0))

( r
R

)γ
dω(y)

.
δε

rβ

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

ˆ

d(x,y)>2δ

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x)))

1

(d(x, y))ε−β
dω(y)

.
(δ
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
,
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since d(y, x0) ∼ d(x, x0). The estimates of I and II gives the desired estimate for Tf1(x) −
Tf1(x

′).
To see the estimate for Tf2(x) − Tf2(x

′), note that if f2(y) 6= 0, then d(x, y) > 1
8
R >

2‖x− x′‖. Therefore,
|Tf2(x)− Tf2(x

′)|

6

ˆ

d(y,x)> 3
4
R>2δ

|K(x, y)−K(x′, y)| · |f2(y)|dω(y)

.

ˆ

d(y,x)> 3
4
R

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x)))

(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

r + d(y, x0)

)γ
dω(y)

.
( δ
R

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))

ˆ

RN

1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

r + d(y, x0)

)γ
dω(y)

.
(δ
r

)ε( r

r + d(x, x0)

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, x0)))
.
(δ
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

Cases 2: d(x, x0) < 10r. The proof of this case is easier. Indeed, set 1 = ξ(y)+ η(y), where

ξ(y) = θ
(

d(y,x)
5δ

)
and again write Tf(x) = p(x) + q(x), where p(x) =

´

RN K(x, y)[f(y) −
f(x)]ξ(y)dω(y) and

q(x) =

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)f(y)η(y)dω(y) + f(x)

ˆ

RN

K(x, y)ξ(y)dω(y).

Applying the size condition for K(x, y) and the smoothness condition for f implies that

|p(x)| .
ˆ

d(x,y)610δ

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)β(‖x− y‖
r

)β

×
{ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ

+
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0)))

( r

r + ‖x− x0‖
)γ}

dω(y)

.
1

rβ
1

(V (x, x0, r))

ˆ

d(x,y)610δ

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

(
d(x, y)

)β
dω(y)

.
(δ
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

Repeating the same proof implies that

|p(x′)| .
(δ
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

Similarly, by T (1) = 0, we have

q(x)− q(x′)

=

ˆ

RN

[K(x, y)−K(x′, y)]η(y)[f(y)− f(x)]dω(y) + [f(x)− f(x′)]

ˆ

RN

K(x′, y)ξ(y)dω(y)

:= I + II.
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Observing that if d(y, x) > 5δ, then |K(x, y)−K(x′, y)| .
(

δ
‖x−y‖

)ε
1

ω(B(x,d(y,x)))
and

|f(y)− f(x)| .
(‖x− y‖

r

)β{ 1

V (y, x0, r + d(y, x0))

( r

r + ‖y − x0‖
)γ

+
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0)))

( r

r + ‖x− x0‖
)γ}

.

Note that r + d(x, x0) . r + d(y, x0), therefore

|I| . δε

rβ
1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0)))

ˆ

d(y,x)>5δ

1

d(y, x)ε−β

1

ω(B(x, d(y, x)))
dω(y)

.
(δ
r

)β 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0)))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ
.

Similar to the proof of (2.9) in Lemma 2.7, we can get |T (ξ)(x′)| . 1 and thus

|II| . |f(x)− f(x′)|

.
(δ
r

)β{ 1

V (x, x0, r + d(x, x0)))

( r

r + d(x, x0)

)γ

+
1

V (x′, x0, r + d(x′, x0)))

( r

r + d(x′, x0)

)γ}
.

The fact that
´

RN T (f)(x)dω(x) = 0 follows from T ∗(1) = 0.
The proof of Theorem 1.5 is complete. �

2.4. Proof of T1 Theorem.

To show Theorem 1.8, the T1 theorem, observe that the necessary conditions of the T1
theorem follow from Theorem 1.3, namely T (1), T ∗(1) ∈ BMOd(R

N , ω) and T ∈ WBP by
the definition of the weak boundedness of property.

To show the sufficent conditions of Theorem 1.8, we need to apply Coifman’s approximation
to the identity. For this purpose, we first extend T to a continuous linear operator from
Λs ∩ L2(RN , ω) into (Cs

0)
′ where Λs(RN) denotes the closure of Cη

0 (R
N) with respect to the

norm ‖ · ‖s, 0 < s < η. To be precise, given g ∈ Cs
0 , 0 < s < 1, with the support contained in

a ball B(x0, r), and set θ ∈ Cs
0 with θ(x) = 1 for d(x, x0) 6 2r and θ(x) = 0 for d(x, x0) > 4r.

Given f ∈ Λs ∩ L2(RN , ω), we write

〈Tf, g〉 = 〈T (θf), g〉+ 〈T ((1− θ)f), g〉.
The first term makes sense since θf ∈ Cs

0 . To see that the second term is also well defined,
by the size condition of K(x, y) and the fact f ∈ L2(RN , ω) together with the doubling and
the reverse doubling conditions of the measure ω, we first write

〈T ((1− θ)f), g〉 =
ˆ

RN

g(x)

ˆ

{y:d(x,y)>r}
K(x, y)(1− θ(y))f(y)dω(y)dω(x).

By Hölder’s inequality,

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

{y:d(x,y)>r}
K(x, y)(1− θ(y))f(y)dω(y)

∣∣∣∣
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. ‖f‖2
(ˆ

{y:d(x,y)>r}
|K(x, y)|2dω(y)

)1
2

. ‖f‖2
( ∞∑

j=0

ˆ

{2jr6d(x,y)62j+1r}

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))2
dω(y)

)1
2

. ‖f‖2
( ∞∑

j=0

ˆ

{2jr6d(x,y)62j+1r}

1

ω(B(x, 2jr))2
dω(y)

)1
2

. ‖f‖2
( ∞∑

j=0

2−jN 1

ω(B(x, r))

) 1
2

<∞,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that inf
x
ω(B(x, r)) > 0.

This implies that 〈T ((1− θ)f), g〉 is well defined. Moreover, this extension is independent
of the choice of θ.

We now describe the properties of Coifman’s approximation to the identity acting on
Λs ∩ L2(RN , ω). Let’s begin with considering (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) as space of homogeneous type in
the sense of Coifman and Wiess. Note that the measure ω satisfies the doubling and the
reverse doubling properties. Therefore, in this case, the Littlewood-Paley theory has already
established in [30]. We recall main results for (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω). Here and throughout, Vk(x)
always denotes the measure ω(B(x, r−k)) for r > 1, k ∈ Z and x ∈ RN . We also denote by
V (x, y) = ω(B(x, ‖x− y‖)) for x, y ∈ RN .

Let θ : R 7→ [0, 1] be a smooth function which is 1 for ‖x‖ 6 r and vanishes for ‖x‖ > 2r
with some fixed r > 1. Applying the construction of Coifman’s approximation to the identity,
we define

Tk(f)(x) =

ˆ

RN

θ(rk‖x− y‖)f(y)dω(y), k ∈ Z.

Then

Tk(1)(x) 6

ˆ

‖x−y‖62r−k

dω(y) 6 Cω(B(x, r−k)).

Conversely,

Tk(1)(x) >

ˆ

‖x−y‖<r−k

dω(y) = ω(B(x, r−k)).

Hence, Tk(1)(x) ∼ ω(B(x, r−k)) = Vk(x). It is easy to check Vk(x)∼Vk(y) whenever ‖x−y‖ 6
r5−k. Thus,

Tk

(
1

Tk(1)

)
(x) =

ˆ

RN

θ(rk‖x− y‖) 1

Tk(1)(y)
dω(y)

∼
ˆ

RN

θ(rk‖x− y‖) 1

Vk(y)
dω(y)

∼ 1

Vk(x)

ˆ

RN

θ(rk‖x− y‖)dω(y)

=
1

Vk(x)
Tk(1)(x) ∼ 1.
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Let Mk be the operator of multiplication by Mk(x) := 1
Tk(1)(x)

and let Wk be the operator

of multiplication by Wk(x) :=
[
Tk
(

1
Tk(1)

)
(x)
]−1

. Coifman’s approximation to the identity is

constructed by Sk =MkTkWkTkMk, where the kernel of Sk is

Sk(x, y) =

ˆ

Rn

Mk(x)θ(r
k‖x− z‖)Wk(z)θ(r

k‖z − y‖)Mk(y)dω(z).

In [30], it was proved that kernels Sk(x, y) defined on RN×RN satisfy the following properties.

(i) Sk(x, y) = Sk(y, x);

(ii) Sk(x, y) = 0 if ‖x− y‖ > r4−k and |Sk(x, y)| 6
C

Vk(x) + Vk(y)
;

(iii) |Sk(x, y)− Sk(x
′, y)| 6 C

rk‖x− x′‖
Vk(x) + Vk(y)

for ‖x− x′‖ 6 r8−k;

(iv) |Sk(x, y)− Sk(x, y
′)| 6 C

rk‖y − y′‖
Vk(x) + Vk(y)

for ‖y − y′‖ 6 r8−k;

(v)
∣∣[Sk(x, y)− Sk(x

′, y)]− [Sk(x, y
′)− Sk(x

′, y′)]
∣∣ 6 C

rk‖x− x′‖rk‖y − y′‖
Vk(x) + Vk(y)

for ‖x− x′‖ 6 r8−k and ‖y − y′‖ 6 r8−k;

(vi)

ˆ

RN

Sk(x, y)dω(x) = 1 for all y ∈ R
N ;

(vii)

ˆ

RN

Sk(x, y)dω(y) = 1 for all x ∈ R
N .

Coifman’s decomposition of the identity on L2(RN , ω) is given as follows. Let Dk :=
Sk − Sk−1. The identity operator I on L2(RN , ω) can be written as

I =

∞∑

k=−∞
Dk =

∞∑

k=−∞

∞∑

j=−∞
DkDj = TM +RM ,

where TM =
∑

{j,k∈Z: |k−j|6M}
DkDj =

∑
k∈Z

DkD
M
k with DM

k =
∑

{j∈Z:|j|6M}
Dk+j and RM =

∑
{j,k∈Z: |k−j|>M}

DkDj . It is known, see [30], that there exists a constant C such that

(2.10) |DjDk(x, y)| 6 Cr−|j−k| 1

Vj∧k(x) + Vj∧k(y)
,

where j ∧ k = min{j, k}.
This estimate implies

‖DjDk‖L2(ω)7→L2(ω) . r−|j−k|.

By the Cotlar-Stein Lemma we obtain

‖RM(f)‖L2(ω) 6 Cr−M‖f‖L2(ω)

and then for a fixed large M,T−1
M , the inverse of TM , is bounded on L2(RN , ω). This yields

that TM converges to the identity in the L2 norm and moreover,

I = T−1
M TM =

∞∑

k=−∞
T−1
M DM

k Dk = TMT
−1
M =

∞∑

k=−∞
DM

k DkT
−1
M in L2(RN , ω).

The following lemma describes the properties of operators TM acting on Λs.
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Lemma 2.8. Suppose 0 < s < 1
2
. Then

(i) TM =
∞∑

k=−∞
DkD

M
k converges uniformly and in the norm of Λs,

(ii) TM is bounded on Λs,
(iii) ‖TM − I‖s → 0 as M → +∞.

To prove Lemma 2.8, we need the following estimates for Dk and DM
k .

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < s < 1. Then

(i) ‖Dkf‖L∞ . r−ks‖f‖s,
(ii) ‖Dkf‖s . rks‖f‖L∞,
(iii) ‖Dkf‖β . rk(β−s)‖f‖s if 0 < s 6 β < 1,
(iv) ‖DM

k f‖s .M‖f‖s.
Proof. For (i), the cancellations of Dk gives

Dkf(x) =

ˆ

RN

Dk(x, y)[f(y)− f(x)]dω(y).

Since Dk(x, y) = 0 for ‖x−y‖ > r4−k, the size condition of Dk and the smoothness condition
of f yield

|Dkf(x)| . ‖f‖s
ˆ

‖x−y‖6r4−k

1

Vk(x) + Vk(y)
‖x− y‖sdω(y)

. r−ks‖f‖s.
For (ii), the smoothness condition of Dk gives

|Dkf(x)−Dkf(y)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

(Dk(x, z)−Dk(y, z))f(z)dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

6 ‖f‖L∞

(
ˆ

‖x−z‖6r4−k

+

ˆ

‖y−z‖6r4−k

)
(rk‖x− y‖)s
Vk(x) + Vk(z)

dω(z),

which implies
‖Dkf‖s . rks‖f‖∞.

To estimate (iii), if ‖x− y‖ 6 r6−k, using the the cancellations of Dk and the smoothness
condition of f, we get

|Dkf(x)−Dkf(y)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

[Dk(x, z)−Dk(y, z)]f(z)dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

[Dk(x, z)−Dk(y, z)][f(z)− f(x)]dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

.

(
ˆ

‖x−z‖6r4−k

+

ˆ

‖y−z‖6r4−k

)
(rk‖x− y‖)β
Vk(x) + Vk(z)

‖x− z‖s‖f‖sdω(z)

. ‖x− y‖βrk(β−s)‖f‖s.
When ‖x− y‖ > r6−k, (i) gives

|Dkf(x)−Dkf(y)| . r−ks‖f‖s . ‖x− y‖βrk(β−s)‖f‖s.
(iii) follows from these estimates. The estimate of (iv) follows from (iii) with β = s. �
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We now show Lemma 2.8.

Proof of Lemma 2.8. We first show that TM(f)(x) =
∞∑

k=−∞
DkD

M
k (f)(x) is well defined on

Λs(R
N). To this end, let f ∈ Cη

0 with η > s and set Gkf(x) := DkD
M
k f(x). Observe that

if f ∈ Cη
0 then f ∈ L∞ and hence, ‖DM

k (f)‖1 6 CM‖f‖∞. By (iv), ‖DM
k (f)‖η . M‖f‖η.

Therefore,

|Gk(f)(x)| = |
ˆ

RN

Dk(x, y)D
M
k (f)(y)dω(y)| 6 C

1

Vk(x)
‖f‖∞

. rk
1

V0(x)
‖f‖∞ . rk‖f‖∞

since inf
x
V0(x) > C > 0. And

|Gk(f)(x)| =
∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

Dk(x, y)D
M
K (f)(y)dω(y)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

Dk(x, y)[D
M
K (f)(y)−DM

K (f)(x)]dω(y)
∣∣∣

. ‖f‖η
ˆ

RN

|Dk(x, y)|‖x− y‖ηdω(y) . r−kη‖f‖η.

These two estimates imply that if f ∈ Cη
0 then the series

∞∑
k=−∞

DkD
M
k (f)(x) converges uni-

formly. Moreover, for given x, y ∈ RN , choose k0 ∈ Z such that r−k0 6 ‖x − y‖ 6 r−k0+1.
Then Lemma 2.9 implies that

(2.11)

∣∣∣∣
∞∑

k=−∞
[Gkf(x)−Gkf(y)]

∣∣∣∣ 6
∑

k>k0

|Gkf(x)−Gkf(y)|+
∑

k<k0

|Gkf(x)−Gkf(y)|

.
∑

k>k0

2‖Gkf‖L∞ +
∑

k<k0

‖x− y‖βrk(β−s)‖f‖s

. r−k0s‖f‖s + rk0(β−s)‖x− y‖β‖f‖s

. ‖x− y‖s‖f‖s.
Hence if f ∈ Cη

0 with η > s, then the series
∑
k

DkD
M
k f converges in Λs norm. Observe that

Cη
0 with η > s is dense in Λs. This implies that TM extends to Λs. Indeed, if f ∈ Λs, then

there exists a sequence fn ∈ Cη
0 , η > s, such that ‖fn − f‖s tends to zero as n tends to ∞.

Let TM(f)(x) = lim
n→∞

TM(fn)(x). Then TM is bounded on Λs and moreover, ‖TM(f)‖s . ‖f‖s
for f ∈ Λs.

To show ‖TM − I‖s → 0 as M → +∞, it is sufficient to prove ‖RM‖s,s → 0 as M → +∞.
To this end, we rewrite

RMf =

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

{j∈Z: |k−j|>M}
DkDj =

∑

{ℓ∈Z: |ℓ|>M}

∞∑

k=−∞
DkDk+ℓf

=

∞∑

k=−∞
Dk(I − Sk+M)f +

∞∑

k=−∞
DkSk−M−1f.

Since
´

RN Sk(x, y)dω(y) = 1 for k ∈ Z, we have

|(I − Sk+M)f(x)| = |f(x)− Sk+Mf(x)|



SINGULAR INTEGRAL OPERATORS, LITTLEWOOD-PALEY THEORY AND HARDY SPACES 43

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

Sk+M(x, y)[f(x)− f(y)]dω(y)

∣∣∣∣
6 Cr−(M+k)s‖f‖s

and hence

‖(I − Sk+M)f‖L∞ 6 Cr−(M+k)s‖f‖s.
The above estimate together with Lemma 2.9 and applying the same proof for (2.11) imply

that
∥∥ ∞∑

k=−∞
Dk(I − Sk+M)f

∥∥
s
6 r−Ms‖f‖s, which gives

∥∥ ∞∑
k=−∞

Dk(I − Sk+M)
∥∥
s,s

→ 0 as

M → +∞.

To estimate
∞∑

k=−∞
DkSk−M−1f, the second term of RMf, let Hkf = DkSk−M−1f and denote

Hk(x, y) by the kernel of Hk. Then
´

RN Hk(x, y)dω(y) = DkSk−M−1(1) = Dk(1) = 0 and

Hk(x, y) = 0 if ‖x− y‖ > r6−(k−M). By the cancellation of Dk and the smothness of Sk−M−1,

|Hk(x, y)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

Dk(x, z)
[
Sk−M−1(z, y)− Sk−M−1(x, y)

]
dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

6 C

ˆ

|x−z|6r2−k

(Vk(x))
−1 r

k−M−1‖x− z‖
Vk−M−1(x)

dω(z)

6 Cr−M(Vk−M−1(x))
−1.

Thus, for f ∈ Λs,

|Hkf(x)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

Hk(x, y)[f(y)− f(x)]dω(y)

∣∣∣∣

6 C

ˆ

|x−y|6r6−(k−M)

r−M(Vk−M−1(x))
−1‖x− y‖s‖f‖sdω(y)

6 Cr−Mr−(k−M)s‖f‖s.
This implies that

(2.12) ‖Hkf‖L∞ . r−Mr−(k−M)s‖f‖s.
If ‖x− x′‖ 6 r6−(k−M), then

(2.13)

|Hk(x, y)−Hk(x
′, y)|

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

[
Dk(x, z)−Dk(x

′, z)
]
Sk−M−1(z, y)dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

6 C

ˆ

{‖x−z‖6r2−k or ‖x′−z‖6r2−k}

rk‖x− x′‖
Vk(x) + Vk(z)

(Vk−M−1(y))
−1dω(z)

6 Crk‖x− x′‖(Vk−M−1(y))
−1.

For ‖x− y‖ 6 r6−(k−M), applying (2.13) yields

|Hkf(x)−Hkf(y)|

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

[Hk(x, z)−Hk(y, z)]f(z)dω(z)

∣∣∣∣
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=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

[Hk(x, z)−Hk(y, z)][f(z)− f(x)]dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

.

ˆ

{‖x−z‖6r6−(k−M) or ‖y−z‖6r6−(k−M)}
rk‖x− y‖(Vk−M−1(y))

−1‖x− z‖s‖f‖sdω(z)

. rkr−(k−M)s‖x− y‖‖f‖s.
For ‖x− y‖ > r6−(k−M), the estimate (2.12) implies

|Hkf(x)−Hkf(y)| . r−Mr−(k−M)s‖f‖s . rkr−(k−M)s‖x− y‖‖f‖s.
These estimates imply thatHk(f)(x) is a Lipschitz function with the Lipschitz norm bounded
by

(2.14) ‖Hkf‖Lip . rkr−(k−M)s‖f‖s.
Using the fact that ‖f‖β 6 ‖f‖1−β

∞ ‖f‖βLip, 0 < β < 1, the estimates (2.12) and (2.14) yield

(2.15) ‖Hkf‖β . r−M(1−2β)r−(k−M)(s−β)‖f‖s.
Given x, y ∈ RN , choose k1 ∈ Z such that r−k1 6 ‖x− y‖ 6 r−k1+1. The estimates in (2.12)
and (2.15) imply that for s < β,

∣∣∣∣
∞∑

k=−∞
[Hkf(x)−Hkf(y)]

∣∣∣∣

6
∑

{k:k>k1}
|Hkf(x)−Hkf(y)|+

∑

{k:k<k1}
|Hkf(x)−Hkf(y)|

.
∑

{k:k>k1}
2‖Hkf‖L∞ +

∑

{k:k<k1}
‖x− y‖β‖Hkf‖β

.
∑

{k:k>k1}
r−Mr−(k−M)s‖f‖s +

∑

{k:k<k1}
‖x− y‖βr−M(1−2β)r−(k−M)(s−β)‖f‖s

. r−k1sr−M+Ms‖f‖s + r−M(1−2β)rM(s−β)rk1(β−s)‖x− y‖β‖f‖s

. r−M(1−2β)
(
rM(s−2β) + rM(s−β)

)
‖x− y‖s‖f‖s

. r−M(1−2β)‖x− y‖s‖f‖s.
Therefore, we have

∥∥∥
∞∑

k=−∞
Hkf

∥∥∥
s
. r−M(1−2β)‖f‖s for s < β < 1.

If s < 1
2
, we can choose β so that r−M(1−2β) → 0 as M → +∞. The proof of Lemma 2.8 is

finished. �

We are now ready to give the proof of sufficient conditions of the T1 theorem under the
assumptions that T (1) = T ∗(1) = 0. Notice that TM converges strongly on L2(RN , ω) since,
by the almost orthogonal estimates and the Cotlar-Stein Lemma,

sup
L1,L2

∥∥∥
L2∑

k=L1

DkD
M
k

∥∥∥
L2(RN ,ω)7→L2(RN ,ω)

< +∞.
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Thus, by Lemma 2.8, TM converges strongly on Λs ∩ L2.
It is clear that Λs∩L2(RN , ω) is dense in L2. To prove the sufficient condition of Theorem

1.8, it suffices to show that
∣∣〈g0, T f0〉

∣∣ 6 C‖g0‖L2(RN ,ω)‖f0‖L2(RN ,ω)

for any g0, f0 ∈ Λs ∩ L2(RN , ω) with compact supports. For given f0 ∈ Λs ∩ L2(RN , ω) with
compact support, by Lemma2.8, set f1 = T−1

M f0 ∈ Λs ∩ L2(RN , ω) and let

UL1,L2 =

L2∑

k=L1

DkD
M
k .

By Lemma 2.8, lim
L1→−∞

L2→+∞

UL1,L2f1 = f0 in Λs∩L2(RN , ω). Observe that operator T extends to a

continuous linear operator from Λs∩L2(RN , ω) into (Cs
0)

′. Hence, for each g0 ∈ Λs∩L2(RN , ω)
with compact support,

〈g0, T f0〉 = lim
L1→−∞

L2→+∞

〈g0, TUL1,L2f1〉.

Similarly, let g1 = T−1
M g0. Then g1 ∈ Λs ∩ L2(RN , ω) and lim

L′
1→−∞

L′
2→+∞

UL′
1,L

′
2
g1 = g0 in Λs ∩

L2(RN , ω). Thus,
〈g0, T f0〉 = lim

L1→−∞

L2→+∞

lim
L′
1
→−∞

L′
2→+∞

〈UL′
1,L

′
2
g1, TUL1,L2f1〉.

Observe that

〈UL′
1,L

′
2
g1, TUL1,L2f1〉 =

L2∑

k=L1

L′
2∑

k′=L′
1

〈
DM

k′ g1, D
∗
k′TDkD

M
k f1

〉
.

The following almost orthogonal estimate is crucial.

Lemma 2.10. Let T be a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral satisfying T (1) =
T ∗(1) = 0 and T ∈ WBP . Then

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

Dk(x, u)K(u, v)Dj(v, y)dω(u)dω(v)

∣∣∣∣

. r−|k−j|ε′ 1

V (x, y, r(−j)∨(−k) + d(x, y))

( r(−j)∨(−k)

r(−j)∨(−k) + d(x, y)

)γ

where γ, ε′ ∈ (0, ε) and ε is the regularity exponent of the kernel of T given in (1.12) and
(1.13), a ∨ b = max{a, b}.

Assuming the Lemma 2.10 for the moment, then

‖D∗
kTDk′‖L2(ω)7→L2(ω) . 2−|k−k′|.

Applying the Cotlar-Stein lemma yields

|〈UL1,L2g1, TUL′
1,L

′
2
f1〉| . ‖f1‖L2(RN ,ω)‖g1‖L2(RN ,ω) . ‖f0‖L2(RN ,ω)‖g0‖L2(RN ,ω)

for all L1, L2, L
′
1 and L′

2. Hence,∣∣〈g0, T f0〉
∣∣ 6 C‖g0‖L2(RN ,ω)‖f0‖L2(RN ,ω).
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The proof of Theorem 1.8 with the assumptions T (1) = T ∗(1) = 0 is complete.
To show the Lemma 2.10, we need the following lemma, which will be used to establish

the discrete weak-type Calderón reproducing formula and the boundedness of the Dunkl-
Calderón-Zygmund operators on the Dunkl-Hardy spaces.

Lemma 2.11. Let x, y ∈ RN and ε0, t, s > 0 with t > s. Suppose that ft(x, ·) is a weak smooth

molecule function in M̃(ε0, ε0, t, x) and gs(·, y) is a smooth molecule function in M(ε0, ε0, s, y).
Then for any 0 < ε1, ε2 < ε0, there exists C > 0 depending on ε0, ε1, ε2, such that for all
t > s > 0,

(2.16)

ˆ

RN

ft(x, u)gs(u, y)dω(u) 6 C

(
s

t

)ε1 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε2
.

If ft(x, ·) and gs(·, y) both are smooth molecule functions in M(ε0, ε0, t, x) and M(ε0, ε0, s, y),
respectively, then for any 0 < ε1, ε2 < ε0, there exists C > 0 depending on ε0, ε1, ε2, such that
for all t, s > 0,

ˆ

RN

ft(x, u)gs(u, y)dω(u)(2.17)

6 C

(
s

t
∧ t

s

)ε1 1

V (x, y, (t ∨ s) + d(x, y))

( t ∨ s
(t ∨ s) + ‖x− y‖

)ε2
,

where a ∧ b = min{a, b} and a ∨ b = max{a, b}.
Before proving the above lemma, we first give the following lemma.

Lemma 2.12. For any ε1, ε2, t, s > 0 , Let

T =

ˆ

RN

1

V (x, z, t + d(x, z))

( t

t+ d(x, z)

)ε1 1

V (z, y, s+ d(z, y))

( s

s+ d(z, y)

)ε2
dω(z),

then there exists a constant C depending on ε1, ε2 such that,

T 6
C

V (x, y, (t ∨ s) + d(x, y))
.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume t > s. We just need to show that

T 6
C

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))
.

Case 1: d(x, y) 6 t,

T .

ˆ

RN

1

V (x, z, t)

1

V (z, y, s+ d(z, y))

( s

s + d(z, y)

)ε2
dω(z)

.
1

ω(B(x, t))

ˆ

RN

1

V (z, y, s+ d(z, y))

( s

s+ d(z, y)

)ε2
dω(z).

By the condition d(x, y) 6 t and Lemma 2.2, we have

T .
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))
.

Case 2: d(x, y) > t, since d(x, z) + d(y, z) > d(x, y), we have

T 6

ˆ

d(x,z)> 1
2
d(x,y)

1

V (x, z, t + d(x, z))

( t

t + d(x, z)

)ε1 1

V (z, y, s+ d(z, y))

( s

s + d(z, y)

)ε2
dω(z)
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+

ˆ

d(y,z)> 1
2
d(x,y)

1

V (x, z, t + d(x, z))

( t

t + d(x, z)

)ε1 1

V (z, y, s+ d(z, y))

( s

s+ d(z, y)

)ε2
dω(z)

=: T1 + T2.

For term T1, we have

T1 .

ˆ

d(x,z)> 1
2
d(x,y)

1

ω(B(x, t+ d(x, y)))

1

V (z, y, s+ d(z, y))

( s

s+ d(z, y)

)ε2
dω(z)

.
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

ˆ

RN

1

V (z, y, s+ d(z, y))

( s

s+ d(z, y)

)ε2
dω(z).

By Lemma 2.2, we have

T1 .
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))
.

For term T2,

T2 .

ˆ

d(y,z)> 1
2
d(x,y)

1

V (x, z, t + d(x, z))

( t

t + d(x, z)

)ε1 1

ω(B(y, d(x, y)))
dω(z)

=
1

ω(B(y, d(x, y)))

ˆ

RN

1

V (x, z, t + d(x, z))

( t

t + d(x, z)

)ε1
dω(z).

By the condition d(x, y) > t and Lemma 2.2, we have

T2 .
1

V (x, y, d(x, y))
.

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))
.

This complete the proof of the Lemma 2.12. �

Now we prove the Lemma 2.11.

Proof. We begin with the estimate (2.16). Let ε = max{ε1, ε2}, then we just need to show
that

ˆ

RN

ft(x, u)gs(u, y)dω(u) 6 C

(
s

t

)ε
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε
, for t > s.

we write

S =

ˆ

RN

ft(x, u)gs(u, y)dω(u) =

ˆ

RN

(
ft(x, u)− ft(x, y)

)
gs(u, y)dω(u).

Note that

|S| 6
ˆ

‖u−y‖6t

|ft(x, u)− ft(x, y)| · |gs(u, y)|dω(u)

+

ˆ

‖u−y‖>t

(
|ft(x, u)|+ |ft(x, y)|

)
· |gs(u, y)|dω(u)

=: I + II,

where

I .

ˆ

‖u−y‖6t

(‖u− y‖
t

)ε0( 1

V (x,u, t+ d(x,u))

( t

t + d(x,u)

)ε0

+
1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

( t

t + d(x,y)

)ε0)
× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

( s

s+ ‖u− y‖
)ε0

dω(u)
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and

II .

ˆ

‖u−y‖>t

(
1

V (x,u, t+ d(x,u))

( t

t+ d(x,u)

)ε0
+

1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

( t

t+ d(x,y)

)ε0)

× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

( s

s+ ‖u− y‖
)ε0

dω(u).

For term I, since ‖u− y‖ 6 t, we have

(‖u− y‖
t

)ε0( s

s+ ‖u− y‖
)ε0

6

(‖u− y‖
t

)ε(
s

‖u− y‖

)ε(
s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε0−ε

=

(
s

t

)ε(
s

s + ‖u− y‖

)ε0−ε

.

Thus

I .

(
s

t

)ε ˆ

‖u−y‖6t

(
1

V (x,u, t+ d(x,u))

( t

t + d(x,u)

)ε0
+

1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

( t

t+ d(x,y)

)ε0)

× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε0−ε

dω(u).

Let

I1 =

ˆ

‖u−y‖6t

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

( t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε0 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε0−ε

dω(u)

and

I2 =

ˆ

‖u−y‖6t

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t + d(x, y)

)ε0 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε0−ε

dω(u),

then I .
(
s
t

)ε · (I1 + I2). Note that

I2 6
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε0 ˆ

RN

1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ d(u, y)

)ε0−ε

dω(u)

.
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε

,

where we apply Lemma 2.2 in the last inequality above.
Note that

I1 6

ˆ

d(u,y)6t

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

( t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε0 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ d(u, y)

)ε0−ε

dω(u).

We will discuss it in the following two cases: d(x, y) 6 2t and d(x, y) > 2t.
Case 1: d(x, y) 6 2t, applying the Lemma 2.12, we have

I1 .
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))
.

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t + d(x, y)

)ε

.

Case 2:d(x, y) > 2t, by d(u, y) 6 t < 1
2
d(x, y) and d(x, u) + d(y, u) > d(x, y), we obtain

d(x, u) > 1
2
d(x, y). And hence,

I1 6

ˆ

d(u,y)6t

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

(
t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε(
t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε0−ε
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× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ d(u, y)

)ε0−ε

dω(u)

.

ˆ

RN

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

(
t

t + d(x, y)

)ε(
t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε0−ε

× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ d(u, y)

)ε0−ε

dω(u)

.
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε

,

where we apply the Lemma 2.12 in the last inequality above.
Therefore

I .
(s
t

)ε · (I1 + I2) .
(s
t

)ε 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε
.

For term II, Let

II1 =

ˆ

‖u−y‖>t

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

( t

t + d(x, u)

)ε0 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

( s

s+ ‖u− y‖
)ε0

dω(u)

and

II2 =

ˆ

‖u−y‖>t

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t + d(x, y)

)ε0 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

( s

s+ ‖u− y‖
)ε0

dω(u)

Note that

II2 =
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t + d(x, y)

)ε0 ˆ

‖u−y‖>t

1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

×
(

s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε0−ε(
s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε

dω(u)

.
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε ˆ

RN

1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

×
(

s

s+ d(u, y)

)ε0−ε(
s

t

)ε

dω(u)

.
(s
t

)ε 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε
,

where we apply the Lemma 2.2 in the last inequality above.
For term II1, since d(x, u) + d(y, u) > d(x, y), we have

II1 6

ˆ

d(x,u)> 1
2d(x,y)

‖u−y‖>t

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

( t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε0 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

( s

s+ ‖u− y‖
)ε0

dω(u)

+

ˆ

d(y,u)>1
2 d(x,y)

‖u−y‖>t

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

( t

t + d(x, u)

)ε0 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

( s

s + ‖u− y‖
)ε0

dω(u)

=: II11 + II12.

Note that

II11 6

ˆ

RN

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

(
t

t + d(x, y)

)ε(
t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε0−ε
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× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

t

)ε(
s

s+ d(u, y)

)ε0−ε

dω(u)

.
(s
t

)ε 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε

,

where we apply Lemma 2.12 in the last inequality above. Moreover,

II12 =

ˆ

d(y,u)>1
2 d(x,y)

‖u−y‖>t

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

( t

t + d(x, u)

)ε0

× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε(
s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε0−ε

dω(u).

Since d(y, u) > 1
2
d(x, y) and ‖u− y‖ > t, we have ‖u− y‖ > 1

2
(t+ ‖u− y‖) > 1

2
(t+ d(u, y)) >

1
4
(t + d(x, y)).
Therefore (

s

s+ ‖u− y‖

)ε

.

(
s

t+ d(x, y)

)ε

=

(
s

t

)ε(
t

t+ d(x, y)

)ε

,

which implies

II12 .

(
s

t

)ε(
t

t + d(x, y)

)ε ˆ

RN

1

V (x, u, t+ d(x, u))

( t

t+ d(x, u)

)ε0

× 1

V (u, y, s+ d(u, y))

(
s

s+ d(u, y)

)ε0−ε

dω(u)

.
(s
t

)ε 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

(
t

t + d(x, y)

)ε

,

where we apply the Lemma 2.12 in the last inequality above. This completes the proof of the
estimate (2.16). The proof of the estimate (2.17) is almost the same. To be precise, replacing
d(x, u) by ‖x − u‖ for all fractions t

t+d(x,u)
and d(x, y) by ‖x − y‖ for all fractions t

t+d(x,y)
,

respectively, yields the proof of the estimate (2.17). We leave the details to the reader. �

We point out that the estimate (2.16) of Lemma 2.11 will be used for the proof of Lemma
2.10 and while the estimate (2.17) will be needed for establishing the weak-type discrete
Calderón reproducing formula in next Section.

We return to the proof of Lemma 2.10, that is, we show that if T is a Dunkl-Calderón-
Zygmund singular integral satisfying T (1) = T ∗(1) = 0 and T ∈ WBP, then

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

Dk(x, u)K(u, v)Dj(v, y)dω(u)dω(v)

∣∣∣∣

. r−|k−j|ε′ 1

V (x, y, r−j∨−k + d(x, y))

( r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + d(x, y)

)γ
,

where γ, ε′ ∈ (0, ε) and ε is the regularity exponent of the kernel of T.
To this end, we may assume k 6 j. Observe that Dk(x, ·) is a smooth molecule in

M(1, 1, t, x) with t = r−k, x ∈ RN and Dj(·, y) is a smooth molecule in M(1, 1, s, y) with

s = r−j, y ∈ RN Set D̃k(x, v) =
´

RN Dk(x, u)K(u, v)dω(u). By Theorem 1.5, for any 0 <
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ε0 < 1, D̃k(x, ·) is a weak smooth molecule in M̃(ε0, ε0, t, x) with t = r−k. Note that when
k 6 j,then t > s. Applying the estimate (2.16) in the Lemma 2.11 yields

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

Dk(x, u)K(u, v)Dj(v, y)dω(u)dω(v)

∣∣∣∣

. r(k−j)ε′ 1

V (x, y, r−k + d(x, y))

( r−k

r−k + d(x, y)

)γ
,

where ε′, γ < ε0.
Similarly, if j 6 k, then

´

RN K(u, v)Dj(v, y)dω(v) is a weak smooth molecule and repeating
the same proof gives the desired estimate.

Finally, to finish the proof of the Theorem 1.8, it remains to consider the general case:
T (1) ∈ BMO(ω)(RN , ω) and T ∗(1) ∈ BMO(RN , ω). To handle this case, we recall the
paraproduct operators on space of homogeneous type. We begin with the following definition
of the test functions in space of homogeneous type (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) :
Definition 2.13. A function f(x) defined on RN is said to be a test function if there exits
a constant C such that for 0 < β 6 1, γ > 0, r > 0 and x0 ∈ RN ,

(i) f(x) 6
C

V (x, r + ‖x− x0‖)
( r

r + ‖x− x0‖
)γ

;

(ii) |f(x)− f(x′)| 6 C
( ‖x− x′‖
r + ‖x− x0‖

)β 1

V (x, r + ‖x− x0‖)
( r

r + ‖x− x0‖
)γ
,

for ‖x− x′‖ 6
1

2
(r + ‖x− x0‖);

(iii)

ˆ

RN

f(x)dω(x) = 0.

We denote such a test function by f ∈ M(β, γ, r, x0) and ‖f‖M(β,γ,r,x0), the norm inM(β, γ, r, x0),
is defined by the smallest C satisfying the above conditions (i) and (ii).

Applying Coifman’s decomposition for the identity operator and the Calderón-Zygmund
operator theory, the discrete Calderón reproducing formula in space of homogeneous type is
given by the following

Theorem 2.14. Let {Sk}k∈Z be a Coifman’s approximations to the identity and set Dk :=

Sk − Sk−1. Then there exists a family of operators {D̃k}k∈Z such that for any fixed xQ ∈ Q
with k ∈ Z and Q are ”r−dyadic cubes” with the side length r−M−k,

f(x) =
∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)D̃k(x, xQ)Dk(f)(xQ),

where the series converge in Lp(ω), 1 < p < ∞, M(β, γ, r, x0), and in (M(β, γ, r, x0))
′,

the dual of in M(β, γ, r, x0), and moreover, the kernels of the operators D̃k satisfy the the
following conditions:

(i) |D̃k(x, y)| 6 C
1

Vk(x) + Vk(y) + V (x, y)

r−k

r−k + ‖x− y‖ ;

(ii) |D̃k(x, y)− D̃k(x
′, y)| 6 C

‖x− x′‖
r−k + ‖x− x′‖

1

Vk(x) + Vk(y) + V (x, y)

r−k

r−k + ‖x− y‖ ,
for ‖x− x′‖ 6 (r−k + ‖x− y‖)/2;
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(iii)

ˆ

RN

D̃k(x, y)dω(x) = 0 for all y ∈ R
N ;

(iv)

ˆ

RN

D̃k(x, y)dω(y) = 0 for all x ∈ R
N .

Similarly, there exists a family of linear operators { ˜̃Dk}k∈Z such that for any fixed xQ ∈ Q,

f(x) =

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)
˜̃
Dk(f)(xQ),

where the kernels of the operators
˜̃
Dk satisfy the above conditions (i), (iii), (iv) and (ii) with

x and y interchanged,

The papraproduct operator is defined by

Definition 2.15. Supporse that {Sk}, {Dk} and { ˜̃Dk} are same as defined above. The
paraproduct operator of f ∈ M(β, γ, r, x0)

′ is defined by

Πb(f)(x) =

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)
˜̃
Dk(b)(xQ)Sk(f)(xQ),

where b ∈ BMOd(R
N , ω).

We need the following result on space of homogeneous type:

Theorem 2.16. The paraproduct operator is the Calderón-Zygmund operator. Moreover,
Πb(1) = b in the topology (H1

d , BMOd), (Πb)
∗(1) = 0 and there exists a constant C such that

for 1 < p <∞,

‖Πb(f)‖p 6 C‖b‖BMOd
‖f‖p.

See [30] for all these results and the details of the proofs.
Observe that the classical Calderón-Zygmund operator on space of homogeneous type is

also the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator. Suppose now that both T (1) and T ∗(1) belong

to BMOd(R
N , ω). Set T̃ = T − ΠT (1) − (ΠT ∗(1))

∗. Then T̃ is a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund

singular integral operator. Moreover, T̃ (1) = (T̃ )∗(1) = 0 and T̃ ∈ WBP. Therefore, T̃ is
bounded on L2(RN , ω) and hence, T is also bounded on L2(RN , ω).

The proof of Theorem 1.8 is completed.

3. Weak-Type Discrete Calderón Reproducing Formula and

Littlewood-Paley Theory on Lp, 1 < p <∞
In this section, we will apply the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator Theory, namely the

Cotlar-Stein Lemma and the Lp boundedness of the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operators to
establish the weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula and Littlewood-Paley theory
on Lp, 1 < p <∞.

3.1. Weak-Type Discrete Calderón Reproducing Formula.

We begin with the following Calderón reproducing formula provided in [8].
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Theorem 3.1. For f ∈ L2(RN , ω),

f(x) =

ˆ ∞

0

ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)
dt

t
(3.1)

where qt = t∂tpt with the Poisson kernel pt, qt ∗ f(x) =
´

RN qt(x, y)f(y)dω(y) and ψt ∗ f(x) =
´

RN ψt(x, y)f(y)dω(y) with ψ(x) being a radial Schwartz function supported in the unit ball
B(0, 1).

We remark that in [8], the authors established the estimates for pt(x, y), the Poisson kernel,
as follows:

(3.2) |∂mt ∂αx∂βy pt(x, y)| . t−m−|α|−|β|pt(x, y).

In [21], the authors improved the estimates for pt(x, y) by

|pt(x, y)| .
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖
and hence,

(3.3) |∂mt ∂αx∂βy pt(x, y)| . t−m−|α|−|β| 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖ .

These estimates indicade that qt(x, y) for all x, y ∈ RN and t > 0, satisfy the following
conditions:

(i) |qt(x, y)| 6
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t + ‖x− y‖ ,

(ii) |qt(x, y)− qt(x
′, y)|

6
‖x− x′‖

t

( 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖ +
1

V (x′, y, t+ d(x′, y))

t

t+ ‖x′ − y‖
)
,

(iii) |qt(x, y)− qt(x, y
′)|

6
‖y − y′‖

t

( 1

V (x,y, t+ d(x,y))

t

t+ ‖x− y‖ +
1

V (x,y′, t+ d(x,y′))

t

t + ‖x− y′‖
)
,

(vi)

ˆ

RN

qt(x, y)dω(y) =

ˆ

RN

qt(x, y)dω(x) = 0.

And ψt(x, y) for all x, y ∈ RN , t > 0 satisfy the similar conditions as qt(x, y) but ψt(x, y) is
supported in {(x, y) : d(x, y) 6 t}.

It is east to check that qt(x, y) are smooth molecules. Indeed, qt(·, y) ∈ M(1, 1, t, y) for any
fixed y and qt(x, ·) ∈ M(1, 1, t, x) for any fixed x, and similarly for ψt(x, y).

Now we show Theorem 1.9 with p = 2. The main tools are the almost orthogonal estimates
and the Cotlar-Stein Lemme.

Proof of Theorem 1.9 with p = 2. Let 1 < r ≤ r0, where r0 will be chosen later, and
tj = r−j and ψj = ψr−j and qj = qr−j . For given f ∈ L2(RN , ω), we decompose f as follows.

f(x) =

ˆ ∞

0

ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)
dt

t

= −
∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

ψj ∗ qj ∗ f(x)
dt

t
+

∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

[
ψj ∗ qj ∗ f(x)− ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)

]dt
t
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= − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞
ψj ∗ qj ∗ f(x) +R1(f),

where R1f(x) =
∞∑

j=−∞

´ r−j+1

r−j

[
ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)− ψj ∗ qj ∗ f(x)

]
dt
t
. Further, we decompose

− ln r
∞∑

j=−∞
ψj ∗ qj ∗ f(x)

= − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

ψj(x, y)qj ∗ f(y)dω(y)

= − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψj(x, xQ)qj ∗ f(xQ)

+ ln r
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

[
ψj(x, xQ)qj ∗ f(xQ)− ψt(x, y)qj ∗ f(y)

]
dω(y)

= TM (f)(x) +RMf(x),

where

TM(f)(x) = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψj(x, xQ)qj ∗ f(xQ)

and

RM (f)(x) = ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

[
ψj(x, xQ)qj ∗ f(xQ)− ψt(x, y)qj ∗ f(y)

]
dω(y),

M is any fixed integer and Qj are all “r−dyadic cubes” with the side length r−M−j, and xQ
is any fixed point in Q.

The identity operator on L2(RN , ω) can be written by the following

I = TM +R1 +RM .

We claim that there exist r0 for any 1 < r 6 r0 and M such that

‖R1(f)‖2 6 C(r − 1)‖f‖2
and

‖RM(f)‖2 6 r−M‖f‖2.
Assuming the claim for the moment, if we choose r0 to be close to 1 and M to be sufficiently
large, then ‖R1 +RM‖2,2 < 1. Observing that TM = I −R1 −RM , therefore, TM is bounded
on L2(RN , ω) and moreover, (TM)−1, the inverse of TM , is also bounded on L2(RN , ω) since
(TM)−1 = (I−R1−RM)−1. For each f ∈ L2(RN , ω) setting h = (TM)−1f then h ∈ L2(RN , ω)
with ‖f‖2 ∼ ‖h‖2. We obtain the weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula

f(x) = TM(TM)−1f(x) = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψj(x, xQ)qj ∗ h(xQ).



SINGULAR INTEGRAL OPERATORS, LITTLEWOOD-PALEY THEORY AND HARDY SPACES 55

To see that the above series converges in L2(RN , ω), we need the Littlewood-Paley estimates
on L2(RN , ω), namely, ‖S(f)‖2 6 C‖f‖2, where S(f) is the square function of f. See details
in next Subsection. Indeed,

‖
∞∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQ ∗ h(xQ)‖22

6 C‖
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

|qQ ∗ h(xQ)|2χQ(x)
) 1

2‖22,

where the last term tends to zero as n tends to ∞. See more details in next Subsection.
We now return to the proof of the claim. The proof for R1 follows from the Cotlar-Stein

Lemma. To this end, we have

R1f(x) = −
∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

[
ψt ∗ qt ∗ f(x)− ψj ∗ qj ∗ f(x)

]dt
t
= −

∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

Sj(f)(x)
dt

t
,

where Sjf(x) = Sj ∗ f(x) =
´

RN Sj(x, y)f(y)dω(y) with Sj(x, y) = ψt ∗ qt(x, y)−ψj ∗ qj(x, y).
We first show that Sj(·, y) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, y) and the proof for Sj(x, ·) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, x) is

similar. Note that

Sj(x, y) =

ˆ

RN

{(
ψt(x, z)− ψj(x, z)

)
qt(z, y) + ψj(x, z)

(
qt(z, y)− qj(z, y)

)}
dω(z).

To estimate the size condition of Sj(x, y), applying the estimates in (3.3) with ∂tqt(x, y) =
∂tpt(x, y) + t∂2t pt(x, y) implies that for r−j 6 t 6 r−j+1,

(3.4)

|qt(z, y)− qj(z, y)| 6 C
(r−j+1 − r−j)

r−j

1

V (z, y, r−j + d(z, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖z − y‖

6 C(r − 1)
1

V (z, y, r−j + d(z, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖z − y‖ .

Similarly,

(3.5) |ψt(x, z)− ψj(x, z)| 6 C(r − 1)
1

V (x, z, r−j + d(x, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− z‖ .

Therefore, Lemma (2.12) gives

(3.6) |Sj(x, y)| 6 C(r − 1)
1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖ .

To see the smooth condition of Sj(·, y), we write

Sj(x, y)− Sj(x
′, y)

=
(
ψt − ψj

)
qt(x, y) + ψj

(
qt − qj

)
(x, y)−

(
ψt − ψj

)
qt(x

′, y)− ψj

(
qt − qj

)
(x′, y)

=

ˆ

RN

[(
ψt(x, z)− ψt(x

′, z)
)
−
(
ψj(x, z)− ψj(x

′, z)
)]
qt(z, y)dω(z)

+

ˆ

RN

[
ψj(x, z)− ψj(x

′, z)
][
qt(z, y)− qj(z, y)

]
dω(z)
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To estimate the first term for r−j 6 t 6 r−j+1, applying Lemma (3.3) with m = 1, |α| =
1, |β| = 0 yields

|
(
ψt(x, z)− ψt(x

′, z)
)
−
(
ψj(x, z)− ψj(x

′, z)
)
|

6 C
(r−j+1 − r−j)

r−j

‖x− x′‖
r−j

×
[ 1

V (x, z, r−j + d(x, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− z‖ +
1

V (x′, z, r−j + d(x′, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖x′ − z‖
]
.

By Lemma (2.12), for r−j 6 t 6 r−j+1 we have
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

[(
ψt(x, z)− ψt(x

′, z)
)
−
(
ψj(x, z)− ψj(x

′, z)
)]
qt(z, y)dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

6 C
(r−j+1 − r−j)

r−j

‖x− x′‖
r−j

[ 1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖

+
1

V (x′, y, r−j + d(x′, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x′ − y‖
]

6 C(r − 1)
‖x− x′‖
r−j

[ 1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖

+
1

V (x′, y, r−j + d(x′, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x′ − y‖
]
.

To estimate the second term, applying the smoothness condition on ψj and the estimate in
(3.4) and then apply the Lemma (2.12) yield

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

[
ψj(x, z)− ψj(x

′, z)
][
qt(z, y)− qj(z, y)

]
dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

6 C
(r−j+1 − r−j)

r−j

‖x− x′‖
r−j

[ 1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖

+
1

V (x′, y, r−j + d(x′, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x′ − y‖
]

6 C(r − 1)
‖x− x′‖
r−j

[ 1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖

+
1

V (x′, y, r−j + d(x′, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x′ − y‖
]
.

We obtain

|Sj(x, y)| 6 C(r − 1)
1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖
and

|Sj(x, y)− Sj(x
′, y)| 6 C(r − 1)

‖x− x′‖
r−j

[ 1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖

+
1

V (x′, y, r−j + d(x′, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x′ − y‖
]
,
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which together with the fact
´

RN Sj(x, y)dω(x) = 0 implies that for any fixed y, Sj(x, y)) is a
smooth molecule in M(1, 1, r−j, y). Moreover,

‖Sj(·, y)‖M(1,1,r−j,y) 6 C(r − 1).

Similarly, for any fixed x, Sj(x, ·) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, x) and

‖Sj(x, ·)‖M(1,1,r−j ,x) 6 C(r − 1).

Applying the same argument, we also obtain that S∗
j (·, y) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, y) for any fixed y

and S∗
j (x, ·) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, x) for any fixed x.

By (2.17) in the Lemma (2.11), there exists ε < 1 such that

|SjS
∗
k(x, y)| 6 C(r − 1)2r−|j−k|ε 1

V (x, y, r−j∨−k + d(x, y))

(
r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + d(x, y)

)ε

.

Let Tj(x, y) =
´ r−j+1

r−j Sj(x, y)
dt
t
. Then

|TjT ∗
k (x, y)| 6

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

ˆ r−k+1

r−k

|SjS
∗
k(x, y)|

dt

t

ds

s

6 C(r − 1)2r−|j−k|ε 1

V (x, y, r−j∨−k + d(x, y))

(
r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + d(x, y)

)ε

Let f ∈ L2(RN , ω). Then

‖TjT ∗
k f‖2L2(RN ,ω) =

ˆ

RN

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

TjT
∗
k (x, y)f(y)dω(y)

∣∣∣∣
2

dω(x)

By the definition, d(x, y) = min
σ∈G

‖σ(x)− y‖,

|TjT ∗
k (x, y)| 6

∑

σ∈G
C(r − 1)2r−|j−k|ε 1

ω
(
B(y, r−j∨−k + ‖σ(x)− y‖)

)
(

r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + ‖σ(x)− y‖

)ε

∼
∑

σ∈G
C(r − 1)2r−|j−k|ε 1(

B(σ(x), r−j∨−k + ‖σ(x)− y‖)
)
(

r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + ‖σ(x)− y‖

)ε

.

Since G is finite,

‖TjT ∗
k f‖2L2(RN ,ω) .

∑

σ∈G
(r − 1)4r−2|j−k|ε

ˆ

RN

(
Mf(σ(x))

)2
dω(x)

=
∑

σ∈G
(r − 1)4r−2|j−k|ε

ˆ

RN

(
Mf(x)

)2
dω(x)

. (r − 1)4r−2|j−k|ε‖f‖2L2(RN ,ω),

where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω). Hence
‖TjT ∗

k ‖L2(RN ,ω)7→L2(RN ,ω) 6 C(r − 1)2r−|j−k|ε.

By the Cotlar-Stein’s lemma, for 1 < r 6 r0,∥∥∥∥∥
∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

[
ψtqtf(x)− ψr−jqtjf(x)

]dt
t

∥∥∥∥∥
L2(RN ,ω)

≤ C(r − 1)2.
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This implies that ‖R1f‖2,2 6 C(r − 1).
It remains to show the claim for RM . To do this, we write

RMf(x) = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

(
ψQ(x, y)− ψQ(x, xQ)

)
qQf(y)dω(y)

+ ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

ψQ(x, xQ)
(
qQf(xQ)− qQf(y)

)
dω(y)

= R1
Mf(x) +R2

Mf(x),

where Qj are all cubes with the side length r−M−j.
We estimate ‖R2

M(f)‖2 only since the proof for ‖R1
M(f)‖2 is similar.

Denote R2
M(f)(x) =

´

RN Ej(x, z)f(z)dω(z), where

Ej(x, z) =
∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

ψQ(x, xQ)
(
qQ(xQ, z)− qQ(y, z))

)
dω(y).

We show that Ej(x, z) are smooth molecules. Precisely, Ej(·, z) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, z) and Ej(x, ·) ∈
M(1, 1, r−j, x). Moreover, ‖Ej(x, ·)‖M(1,1,r−j ,x) 6 Cr−M and similarly for Ej(·, x). We show
Ej(x, ·) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, x) only. It is clear that

´

RN Ej(x, z)dω(z) = 0. Observe that if
y ∈ Q ∈ Qj ,

|qQ(xQ, z)− qQ(y, z)|

6 C
‖y − xQ‖
r−j

[ 1

V (xQ, z, r−j + d(xQ, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖xQ − z‖ +
1

V (y, z, r−j + d(y, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z‖
]

6 C
r−j−M

r−j

1

V (y, z, r−j + d(y, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z‖ ,

since r−j + d(y, z) ∼ r−j + d(xQ, z) and r
−j + ‖y− z‖ ∼ r−j + ‖xQ− z‖ for y ∈ Q ∈ Qj. Note

that ψQ(x, xQ) ∼ ψQ(x, y), thus,

|Ej(x, z)| 6 C
∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

|ψQ(x, xQ)
(
qQ(xQ, z)− qQ(y, z)

)
|dω(y)

6 Cr−M

ˆ

RN

|ψr−j(x, y)| 1

V (y, z, r−j + d(y, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z‖dω(y)

6 Cr−M 1

V (x, z, r−j + d(x, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− z‖ .

Now we verify the smooth condition of Ej(x, ·). To this end,we write

Ej(x, z)− Ej(x, z
′)

=
∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

ψQ(x, xQ)
[(
qQ(y, z)− qQ(xQ, z)

)
−
(
qQ(y, z

′)− qQ(xQ, z
′)
]
dω(y).

Applying the estimate in (3.3) with |α| = |β| = 1 yields

|[qQ(y, z)− qQ(xQ, z)]− [qQ(y, z
′)− qQ(xQ, z

′)]|
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.
‖y − xQ
r−j

‖z − z′‖
r−j

{
1

V (y, z, r−j + d(y, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z‖

+
1

V (xQ, z, r−j + d(xQ, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖xQ − z‖ +
1

V (y, z′, r−j + d(y, z′))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z′‖

+
1

V (xQ, z′, r−j + d(xQ, z′))

r−j

r−j + ‖xQ − z′‖

}
.

Observe that if y ∈ Q ∈ Qj , then (y, z, r−j+d(y, z)) ∼ (xQ, z, r
−j+d(xQ, z)) and (y, z′, r−j+

d(y, z′)) ∼ (xQ, z
′, r−j + d(xQ, z

′)), and ψQ(x, xQ) ∼ ψQ(x, y) thus,

|Ej(x, z)− Ej(x, z
′)|

6 Cr−M ‖z − z′‖
r−j

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

|ψQ(x, y)|
( 1

V (y, z, r−j + d(y, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z‖

+
1

V (y, z′, r−j + d(y, z′))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z′‖
)
dω(y)

6 Cr−M ‖z − z′‖
r−j

ˆ

RN

|ψr−j(x, y)|
( 1

V (y, z, r−j + d(y, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z‖

+
1

V (y, z′, r−j + d(y, z′))

r−j

r−j + ‖y − z′‖
)
dω(y)

6 Cr−M ‖z − z′‖
r−j

( 1

V (x, z, r−j + d(x, z))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− z‖

+
1

V (x, z′, r−j + d(x, z′))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− z′‖
)
,

which implies that Ej(x, ·) ∈ M(1, 1, r−j, x) with ‖Ej(x, ·)‖M(1,1,r−j ,x) 6 Cr−M .
The same estimates hold for E∗

j , the adjoint operator of Ej . By (2.17) in the Lemma 2.11,

|EjE
∗
k(x, y)| . r−2Mr−|j−k|ε 1

V (x, y, r−j∨−k + d(x, y))

(
r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + ‖x− y‖

)ε

.

Similar to the proof for R1, applying Cotlar-Stein’s Lemma gets ‖R2
Mf‖L2 . r−2M‖f‖L2.

The claim is proved and hence, the proof of Theorem 1.9 with p = 2 is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.9 with 1 < p <∞. The main toll of the proof of the Theorem 1.9
with 1 < p <∞ is the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator theory. Namely,
we will show that R1 and RM are the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operators. To this end,
observe that these two operators have been proved to be bounded on L2(RN , ω) with the
operator norms less than C(r− 1) and Cr−M for 1 < r 6 r0, respectively. It suffices to show
that the kernels of R1 and RM are the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operator
kernels.

We first verify the kernel of R1. We recall

R1f(x) = −
∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

[
ψtqtf(x)− ψjqjf(x)

]dt
t
= −

∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

Sj(f)(x)
dt

t
,



60 CQ. TAN, YA HAN, YO. HAN, M.-Y. LEE, AND J. LI

where Sj(f)(x) =
´

RN Sj(x, y)f(y)dω(y) with Sj(x, y) = ψtqt(x, y)− ψjqj(x, y). R1(x, y), the
kernel of R1, can be written as

R1(x, y) = −
∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

Sj(x, y)
dt

t
.

Observe that if r−j 6 t 6 r−j+1,

|Sj(x, y)| 6 C(r − 1)
1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

( r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖
)ε

6 C(r − 1)
1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ ‖x− y‖
)ε

for any 0 < ε < 1. Hence,

|R1(x, y)| .
∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

|Sj(x, y)|
dt

t

. (r − 1)

∞∑

j=−∞

ˆ r−j+1

r−j

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t+ ‖x− y‖
)εdt

t

. (r − 1)

ˆ ∞

0

1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t + ‖x− y‖
)εdt

t
.

Applying the same proof as given in the Proposition 2.1, implies that for any fixed 0 < ε < 1,

|R1(x, y)| . (r − 1)
( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

To verify the regularity conditions for R1, we apply the following estimate for r−j 6 t 6 r−j+1,

|Sj(x, y)− Sj(x
′, y)|

. (r − 1)
‖x− x′‖
r−j

×
( 1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

( r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖
)ε

+
1

V (x′, y, r−j + d(x′, y))

( r−j

r−j + ‖x′ − y‖
)ε)

. (r − 1)
‖x− x′‖

t

×
( 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t + ‖x− y‖
)ε

+
1

V (x′, y,+d(x′, y))

( t

t+ ‖x′ − y‖
)ε)

.

Therefore, for any 0 < ε < 1 and ‖y − y′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2,

|R1(x, y)− R1(x
′, y)| 6 C(r − 1)

ˆ ∞

0

‖x− x′‖
t

( 1

V (x, y, t+ d(x, y))

( t

t + ‖x− y‖
)ε

+
1

V (x′, y,+d(x′, y))

( t

t+ ‖x′ − y‖
)ε)dt

t

. C(r − 1)
(‖x− x′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
for ‖x− x′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2.
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Similarly, for any 0 < ε < 1 and ‖y − y′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2,

|R1(x, y)− R1(x, y
′)| . (r − 1)

(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

Now we verify that RM is a Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator. We recall

RMf(x) = − ln r
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

(
ψQ(x, y)− ψQ(x, xQ)

)
qQf(y)dω(y)

− ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

ψQ(x, xQ)
(
qQf(xQ)− qQf(y)

)
dω(y)

= R1
Mf(x) +R2

Mf(x).

Denote R1
M(f)(x) = − ln r

∞∑
j=−∞

´

RN Ej(x, z)f(z)dω(z), where

Ej(x, z) =
∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

(
ψQ(x, y)− ψQ(x, xQ)

)
qQ(y, z)dω(y).

Applying the same proof for 0 < ε < 1,

|Ej(x, z)| . r−M 1

V (x, z, r−j + d(x, z))

( r−j

r−j + ‖x− z‖
)ε
.

Note that R1
M(x, z) = − ln r

∞∑
j=−∞

Ej(x, z). Similar to the estimate for R1, we obtain that for

any 0 < ε < 1,

(3.7) |R1
M(x, z)| . r−M

( d(x, z)
‖x− z‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
;

(3.8) |R1
M(x, z)− R1

M(x, z′)| . r−M
(‖z − z′‖
‖x− z‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, z)))

for ‖z − z′‖ 6 d(x, z)/2;

(3.9) |R1
M(x′, z)−R1

M(x, z)| . r−M
(‖x− x′‖
‖x− z‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, z)))

for ‖x− x′‖ 6 d(x, z)/2.

Observe that

R2
M(x, z) = ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ˆ

Q

ψQ(x, xQ)
(
qQ(y, xQ)− qQ(z, y)

)
dω(y).

Similarly, the kernel R2
M(x, z) also satisfies the conditions (3.7)-(3.9).

Suppose that T is the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator. We denote ‖T‖dcz = ‖T‖2,2 +
‖K‖dcz by the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator norm, where ‖K‖dcz the minimum of the
constants in (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3). The L2(RN , ω) boundedness and all size and smoothness
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conditions for R1 and RM obtained above imply that R1 and RM are the Dunkl-Calderón-
Zygmund operator with the operator norm ‖R1‖dcz . (r − 1) and ‖RM‖dcz . r−M , where
1 < r 6 r0.

Applying Theorem 1.3, R1 and RM are bounded on Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p <∞, with ‖R1‖p,p .
(r − 1) and ‖RM‖p,p . r−M . Therefore, if take r0 to be close to 1 and M is large enough,
then TM = I −R1 − RM is invertible and the inverse of TM is bounded on Lp(RN , ω) for all
1 < p <∞. For f ∈ L2(RN , ω)∩Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p <∞, set h = (TM )−1f. Then ‖h‖p ∼ ‖f‖p.
Moreover,

f(x) = TM(TM)−1f(x) = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψj(x, xQ)qjh(xQ).

It remains to show that the above series converges in the Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p < ∞, norm.
The proof will follow from Theorem 1.11, the Littlewood-Paley estimates on Lp(RN , ω) for
1 < p <∞. See the details in next Subsection. �

3.2. Littlewood-Paley Theory on Lp, 1 < p <∞.

We now give the proof of Theorem 1.11.

Proof of Theorem 1.11 with p = 2. We first show

‖S(f)‖22 =
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)|qQf(xQ)|2 6 C‖f‖22.

Te proof follows from a duality argument together with the almost orthogonal estimates.
Indeed,

sup
{( ∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)|qQf(xQ)|2
) 1

2
: f ∈ L2, ‖f‖2 6 1

}

= sup
{ ∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)|qQf(xQ) · gQ| : f ∈ L2, ‖f‖2 6 1,

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)|gQ|2 6 1
}

= sup
{
‖

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)gQqQ(xQ, ·)‖2 :
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)|gQ|2 6 1
}
.

Observe that

‖
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)gQqQ(xQ, ·)‖22 =
〈 ∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)gQqQ(xQ, ·),
∞∑

j′=−∞

∑

Q′∈Qj′

ω(Q′)gQ′qQ′(xQ′, ·)
〉

=

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

∞∑

j′=−∞

∑

Q′∈Qj′

ω(Q)ω(Q′)〈qQ′(xQ′, ·), qQ(xQ, ·)〉gQgQ′

and for Q ∈ Qj and Q′ ∈ Qj′, applying the almost orthogonal estimates implies

|〈qQ′(xQ′, ·), qQ(xQ, ·)〉|

. r−|j−j′|ε 1

ω(B(xQ, r−j−M ∨ r−j′−M + d(xQ, xQ′)))

( r−j−M ∨ r−j′−M

r−j−M ∨ r−j′−M + ‖xQ − xQ′‖
)ε
.
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The above estimate yields
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)|〈qQ′(xQ′, ·), qQ(xQ, ·)〉| 6 C.

Therefore,
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

∞∑

j′=−∞

∑

Q′∈Qj′

ω(Q)ω(Q′)〈qQ′(xQ′ , ·), qQ(xQ, ·)〉gQgQ′

6 C
( ∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)|gQ|2
) 1

2
( ∞∑

j′=−∞

∑

Q′∈Qj′

ω(Q′)|gQ′|2
) 1

2
.

We have proved the estimate ‖S(f)‖2 6 C‖f‖2, which together with the duality argument
implies the estimate ‖f‖2 ≤ C‖S(f)‖2. We leave the detail to the reader. �

Proof of Theorem 1.11 with 1 < p <∞. The idea of the proof is to consider S(f) as a
vector-valued Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator. To this end, we recall

Sf(x) =
(∑

Q

|qQf(xQ)|2χQ(x)
) 1

2

=
(∑

Q

|
ˆ

RN

χQ(x)qQ(xQ, y)f(y)dω(y)|2
) 1

2
.

This leads to introduce the H− valued function {fQ(x)}, where Q are all r-dyadic cubes in
RN and the norm of {fQ(x)} is defined by

‖fQ(x)‖H :=
(∑

Q

|fQ(x)|2
) 1

2
.

Supporse that T is an L2− bounded H− valued operator defined by

T (f)(x) =

{
ˆ

RN

KQ(x, y)(f)(y)dω(y)

}
,

where K(x, y) = {KQ(x, y)} satisfies the following condition: for some 0 < ε 6 1,

(3.10) ‖K(x, y)−K(x, y′)‖H .
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
for ‖y − y′‖ 6 d(x, y)/2;

Then T is bounded from Lp(RN , ω) to Lp(H), that is, there exists a constant C such that for
1 < p <∞,

‖Tf‖Lp(H) 6 C‖f‖p.
The proof of this argument is same as in the proof of Theorem 1.3. We leave the details of
the proof to the reader.

Now we define the H− valued operator Sf(x) = {KQ(f)(x)}, where

KQ(f)(x) = qQ(f)(xQ)χQ(x) =

ˆ

RN

χQ(x)qQ(xQ, y)f(y)dω(y).

Observe that ‖S(f)‖L2(H) = ‖S(f)‖2 and hence

‖S(f)‖L2(H) = ‖S(f)‖2 6 C‖f‖2.
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To see that S(f) is bounded from Lp(RN , ω) to Lp(H), 1 < p <∞, it remains to verify that
the kernel of S satisfies the condition (3.10). To this end, we write K(x, y), the kernel of S,
as K(x, y) = {KQ(x, y)} = {χQ(x)qQ(xQ, y)}. It follows that

‖K(x, y)−K(x, y′)‖H = ‖{χQ(x)[qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′)]}‖H .

Therefore,

‖K(x, y)−K(x, y′)‖H =
(∑

Q

χQ(x)|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′|2)
) 1

2
.

By the size condition on qQ with x ∈ Q and Q ∈ Qj , we have

|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′)| . 1

V (xQ,y, r−j + d(xQ,y))

r−j

r−j + ‖xQ − y‖

+
1

V (xQ,y
′, r−j + d(xQ,y

′))

r−j

r−j + ‖xQ − y′‖ .

and by the smoothness condition on qQ,

|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′)| . ‖y − y′‖

r−j

( 1

V (xQ,y, r−j + d(xQ,y))

r−j

r−j + ‖xQ − y‖

+
1

V (xQ,y
′, r−j + d(xQ,y

′))

r−j

r−j + ‖xQ − y′‖
)
.

Observe that when d(y, y′) 6 ‖y − y′‖ ≤ 1
2
d(x, y) 6 1

2
‖x − y‖ then d(x, y) ∼ d(x, y′)

and ‖x − y‖ ∼ ‖x − y′‖. Moreover, if x ∈ Q and Q ∈ Qj then V (xQ, y, r
−j + d(xQ, y)) ∼

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y)) ∼ V (xQ, y
′, r−j + d(xQ, y

′)) ∼ V (x, y′, r−j + d(x, y′)) and ‖xQ − y‖ ∼
‖x− y‖ ∼ ‖xQ − y′‖ ∼ ‖x− y′‖. This yields

|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′) .

1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖
and

|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′) .

‖y − y′‖
r−j

1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖ .

Thus, if ‖y− y′‖ 6 1
2
d(x, y), we consider three cases: (i) ‖y− y′‖ > r−j ; (ii) ‖y− y′‖ 6 r−j 6

‖x− y‖; (iii) r−j > ‖x− y‖. For the first case, we have
∑

j:(i)

∑

Q∈Qj

χQ(x)|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′)|2

.
∑

j:(i)

∑

Q∈Qj

χQ(x)
( 1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖
)2

.
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

)2
.

For the second case, it follows
∑

j:(ii)

∑

Q∈Qj

χQ(x)|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′)|2
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.
∑

j:(ii)

∑

Q∈Qj

χQ(x)
(‖y − y′‖

r−j

1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖
)2

.
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖ ln

‖x− y‖
‖y − y′‖

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

)2

.
((‖y − y′‖

‖x− y‖
)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

)2
.

The last case gives
∑

j:(iii)

∑

Q∈Qj

χQ(x)|qQ(xQ, y)− qQ(xQ, y
′)|2

.
∑

j:(iii)

∑

Q∈Qj

χQ(x)
(‖y − y′‖
r−j−M

1

V (x, y, r−j + d(x, y))

r−j

r−j + ‖x− y‖
)2

.
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

)2
.

These estimates imply that if ‖y − y′‖ 6 1
2
d(x, y),

‖K(x, y)−K(x, y′)‖H .
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

Again, the estimate ‖S(f)‖p 6 C‖f‖p, 1 < p < ∞, together with the duality argument
implies the estimate ‖f‖p ≤ C‖S(f)‖p, 1 < p <∞.

The proof of Theorem 1.11 is complete. �

We now return to the proof on the convergence in Theorem 1.9, that is, for f ∈ L2(RN , ω)∩
Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p <∞, there exists a function h with ‖h‖p ∼ ‖f‖p such that

f(x) =

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ),

where the series converges in L2(RN , ω) ∩ Lp(RN , ω).
It is sufficient to show that

‖
∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ)‖p → 0

as n→ ∞.
By Theorem 1.11, we only need to show

‖S
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)
‖p → 0

as n→ ∞. Observe that

S
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)
(x)

=
(∑

Q′

∣∣∣qQ′

(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)
(xQ′)

∣∣∣
2

χQ′(x)
) 1

2
.
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Note that

qQ′

(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)
(xQ′) =

∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)qQ′ψQ(xQ′ , xQ)qQh(xQ).

Applying the almost orthogonal estimate 2.17 in the Lemma 2.11 on
(
qQ′ψQ

)
(xQ′, xQ), we

obtain that for any ε ∈ (0, 1) there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|
(
qQ′ψQ

)
(xQ′ , xQ)| . r−|j−j′|ε 1

V (xQ′ , xQ, r−j∨−j′ + d(xQ′ , xQ))

(
r−j∨−j′

r−j∨−j′ + d(xQ′ , xQ)

)ε

.

By the definition, d(x, y) = min
σ∈G

‖σ(x)− y‖, for x ∈ Q′ we get

|qQ′ψQ(xQ′, xQ)|χQ′(x)

. r−|j−j′|ε 1

ω(B(xQ, r−j∨−j′ + d(x, xQ)))

(
r−j∨−j′

r−j∨−j′ + d(x, xQ)

)ε

.
∑

σ∈G
r−|j−j′|ε 1

ω(B(xQ, r−j∨−j′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖))

(
r−j∨−j′

r−j∨−j′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

χQ′(x)

.
∑

σ∈G
r−|j−j′|ε 1

ω(B(σ(x), r−j∨−j′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖))

(
r−j∨−j′

r−j∨−j′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

χQ′(x)

for x ∈ Q′. Let M denote the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on RN . Following a
discrete version of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function estimate, see more detail of the
proof of Lemma 4.1 in next Subsection 4.1, yields

(3.11)

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)
1

ω(B(σ(x), r−j∨−j′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖))

×
(

r−j∨−j′

r−j∨−j′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

|qQh(xQ)|

6 Cr|−j′−(−j′∨−j)|N(1− 1
θ
)

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qj

|qQh(xQ)|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}1/θ

,

where θ satisfies N

N+ε
< θ < 1. Hence,

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)qQ′ψQ(xQ′ , xQ)qQh(xQ)χQ′(x)

.
∑

σ∈G
r−|j−j′|εr|−j′−(−j′∨−j)|N(1− 1

θ
)

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qj

|qQh(xQ)|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}1/θ

χQ′(x).

It is clear that for N

N+ε
< θ < 1,

sup
j′

∑

j∈Z
r−|j−j′|εr|−j′−(−j′∨−j)|N(1− 1

θ
) <∞.

By Hölder’s inequality, we have
∣∣∣
∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)qQ′ψQ(xQ′ , xQ)qQh(xQ)
∣∣∣
2

χQ′(x)
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.
∑

σ∈G

∑

|j|>n

r−|j−j′|εr|−j′−(−j′∨−j)|N(1− 1
θ
)

{
M
(∑

Qj

|qQjh(xQj )|θχQj

)
(σ(x))

}2/θ

χQ′(x).

This implies

S
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)

.

{∑

σ∈G

∑

|j|>n

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qj

|qQh(xQ)|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}2/θ}1/2

,

where the estimate is used: for N

N+ε
< θ < 1,

sup
j

∑

j′∈Z
r−|j−j′|εr|−j′−(−j′∨−j)|N(1− 1

θ
) <∞.

The Fefferman-Stein vector valued maximal function inequality with θ < 1 < p <∞ yields
∥∥∥S
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)∥∥∥

p
.
∑

σ∈G

∥∥∥
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

|qQh(xQ)|2χQ(σ(x))
) 1

2
∥∥∥
p
.

Since G is finite group and
ˆ

RN

f(σ(x))dω(x) =

ˆ

RN

f(x)dω(x),

we get ∥∥∥S
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

ω(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)∥∥∥

p

.
∥∥∥
(∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

|qQh(xQ)|2χQ(x)
) 1

2
∥∥∥
p
,

where the last term tends to zero as n → ∞ since h ∈ Lp(RN , ω), 1 < p < ∞, and hence,
‖S(h)‖p 6 C by Theorem 1.11.

4. Littlewood-Paley Theory and Dunkl-Hardy Space

In this section, we establish the Littlewood-Paley Theory for Lp(RN , ω), p 6 1 and develop
the Dunkl-Hardy Space.

4.1. Littlewood-Paley square function S(f) in Lp, p 6 1.

We begin with the proof of Theorem 1.13.

The proof of Theorem 1.13. As mentioned before, the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund opera-
tor theory plays a crucial role. Let’s recall the proof of Theorem 1.11. First, we decom-
pose the identity operator on L2(RN , ω) by I = TM + R1 + RM and then applying the
Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator theory, namely, Theorem 1.3, to estimate R1 and RM on
Lp(RN , ω).We obtained that the Lp, 1 < p <∞, norm of R1+RM is less than 1. It turns out
that TM is invertibal and (TM)−1, the inverse of TM , is bounded on L2(RN , ω) ∩ Lp(RN , ω).
Applying the same strategy, to show Theorem 1.13, we need to estimate R1 and RM on
L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp

d(R
N , ω) and show that the norms of R1 and RM on L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp

d(R
N , ω)
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are less than 1. To this end, we recall the Littlewood-Paley theory and Hardy space on space
of homogeneous type (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) in the sense of Coifman and Weiss. The discrete Calderón
reproducing formula in Theorem 2.14 leads the following discrete square function on space
of homogeneous type (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω):
Definition 4.1. Suppose that f ∈ (M(β, γ, r, x0))

′. Scw(f), the Littlewood-Paley square
function of f for space of homogeneous type (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω), is defined by

Scw(f)(x) =

{ ∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q∈Qk

|Dkf(xQ)|2χQ(x)

}1/2

,

where Dk, Q
k are the same as given by Theorem 2.14.

See [30] for more details.
The strategy for estimating R1 and RM on L2(RN , ω) is to establish the following estimates:

‖S(R1(f)‖p 6 C‖Scw(R1(f)‖p) 6 C‖R1‖dcz‖Scw(f)‖p 6 C‖R1‖dcz‖S(f)‖p
and the similar estimates hold for RM .

In Theorem 1.11, R1 has been proved to be the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator with
‖R1‖dcz 6 C(r − 1) for some 1 < r 6 r0 with r0 is closed 1. The similar estimates hold for
RM with ‖RM‖dcz 6 Cr−M for 1 < r < r0. Now we show the above estimates for R1 by the
following steps.

Step 1 : ‖S(R1(f)‖p 6 C‖Scw(R1(f))‖p
Indeed, we only need to show that for each f ∈ L2(RN , ω),

‖S(f)‖p 6 C‖Scw(f)‖p
since R1 is bounded on L2(RN , ω).

To this end, by the discrete Calderón reproducing formula of f ∈ L2(RN , ω) on space of
homogeneous type given in Theorem 2.14, we have

f(x) =
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)
˜̃
Dk(f)(xQ)

and hence,

S(f)(x) =
(∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

|qQ′

(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Dk(·, xQ)(xQ′)
˜̃
Dk(f)(xQ)

)
(xQ′)|2χQ′(x)

) 1
2

=
(∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

|
(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)qQ′Dk(xQ′ , xQ)
˜̃
Dk(f)(xQ)

)
|2χQ′(x)

) 1
2
.

To estimate qQ′Dk(xQ′ , xQ), we need the following

Lemma 4.2. Let k and k′ belong to Z. Suppose that Sk,k′(x, y) satisfies the following condi-
tion:

|Sk,k′(x, y)| 6 Cr−|k−k′|ε 1

V (x, y, r−k∨−k′ + d(x, y))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + d(x, y)

)ε

,

for 0 < ε 6 1. Then for N
N+ε

< p 6 1,

∥∥∥
(∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

∣∣∣
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Sk,k′(xQ′, xQ)λQ

∣∣∣
2

χQ′

) 1
2∥∥∥

p
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.
∥∥∥
(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|2χQ

) 1
2∥∥∥

p
.

Proof. Observing that ω(B(x, r−k∨−k′ + d(x, xQk))) ∼ ω(B(y, r−k∨−k′ + d(y, xQk))) for x, y ∈
Qk′ , hence,

|Sk,k′(xQ′, xQ)|χQ′(x)

. Cr−|k−k′|ε 1

V (xQ, xQ′, r−k∨−k′ + d(xQ′ , xQ))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + d(xQ′ , xQ)

)ε

. Cr−|k−k′|ε 1

ω(B(xQ, r−k∨−k′ + d(x, xQ))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + d(x, xQ)

)ε

.

Applying d(x, y) = min
σ∈G

‖σ(x)− y‖ gives

|Sk,k′(xQ′, xQ)|χQ′(x)

.
∑

σ∈G
r−|k−k′|ε 1

ω(B(xQ, r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

.
∑

σ∈G
r−|k−k′|ε 1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

.

Let θ satisfy that N
N+ε

< θ < p 6 1. Then

∑

Q∈Qk

w(Q)
1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

|aQ(xQ)|

6

{ ∑

Q∈Qk

w(Q)θ
1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖)))θ
(

r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)θε

|λQ|θ
} 1

θ

.

Denote by cQ the center point of Q. Let A0 = {Q ∈ Qk : ‖cQ − σ(x)‖ 6 r−k∨−k′} and
Aℓ = {Q ∈ Qk : rℓ−1+(−k∨−k′) < ‖cQ − σ(x)‖ 6 rℓ+(−k∨−k′)} for ℓ ∈ N. We use (1.1) to obtain
that for Q ∈ Qk,

ω(Q)χQ(z) ∼ ω(B(z, r−k))χQ(z) ∼ ω(B(σ(z), r−k))χQ(z) for σ ∈ G

and

ω(B(xQ, r
−k∨−k′)) . r[k+(−k∨−k′)]Nω(B(xQ, r

−k)).

Hence,

∑

Q∈Qk

w(Q)θ
1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖)))θ
(

r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)θε

|λQ|θ

=
∞∑

ℓ=0

∑

Q∈Aℓ

w(Q)θ
1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖)))θ
(

r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)θε

|λQ|θ

. r[−k−(−k∨−k′)]N(θ−1)]
∞∑

ℓ=0

( ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′)))

ω(B(σ(x), rℓ+(−k∨−k′))))

)θ−1 1

rθεℓ
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× 1

ω(B(σ(x), rℓ+(−k∨−k′))))

ˆ

‖σ(x)−z‖62rℓ+(−k∨−k′)

∑

Q∈Aℓ

|λQ|θχQ(z)dω(z)

. r[−k−(−k∨−k′)]N(θ−1)]
∞∑

ℓ=0

1

rℓ[θε+N(θ−1)]
M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

. r[−k−(−k∨−k′)]N(θ−1)]M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|θχQ

)
(σ(x)),

where M denote the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω). Therefore,
∑

Q∈Qk

w(Q)
1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

|aQ(xQ)|

. r[−k−(−k∨−k′)]N(1−1/θ)]

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}1/θ

and
∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Sk,k′(xQ′, xQ)λQ)χQ′(x)

.
∑

σ∈G
r[−k−(−k′∨−k)]N(1− 1

θ
)

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}1/θ

χQ′(x).

It is clear that for N
N+ε

< θ < p 6 1,

sup
k′

∑

k∈Z
r−|k−k′|εr[−k−(−k′∨−k)]N(1− 1

θ
) <∞.

By Hölder’s inequality, we have
∣∣∣
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Sk,k′(xQ′, xQ)λQ

∣∣∣
2

χQ′(x)

.
∑

σ∈G

∑

k∈Z
r−|k−k′|εr[−k−(−k′∨−k)]N(1− 1

θ
)

{
M
(∑

Qk

|λQk|θχQk

)
(σ(x))

}2/θ

χQ′(x).

This implies

∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

∣∣∣
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Sk,k′(xQ′, xQ)λQ

∣∣∣
2

χQ′

.

{∑

σ∈G

∑

k∈Z

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}2/θ}1/2

,

where the estimate is used: for N

N+ε
< θ < p 6 1,

sup
k

∑

k′∈Z
r−|k−k′|εr[−k−(−k′∨−k)]N(1− 1

θ
) <∞.
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The Fefferman-Stein vector valued maximal function inequality with θ < p 6 1 yields
∥∥∥
∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

∣∣∣
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Sk,k′(xQ′ , xQ)λQ

∣∣∣
2

χQ′

∥∥∥
p

.
∑

σ∈G

∥∥∥
(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|2χQ(σ(x))
) 1

2
∥∥∥
p
.

Since G is finite group and
ˆ

RN

f(σ(x))dω(x) =

ˆ

RN

f(x)dω(x),

we have ∥∥∥
∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

∣∣∣
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Sk,k′(xQ′ , xQ)λQ

∣∣∣
2

χQ′

∥∥∥
p

.
∥∥∥
(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|2χQ(x)
) 1

2
∥∥∥
p
.

The proof of the Lemma 4.2 is completed. �

Remark 4.1. Using the similar proof of Lemma 4.2, we also obtain

∥∥∥
(∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

∣∣∣
∑

|k|>j

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Sk,k′(xQ′ , xQ)λQ

∣∣∣
2

χQ′

) 1
2∥∥∥

p

.
∥∥∥
(∑

|k|>j

∑

Q∈Qk

|λQ|2χQ

) 1
2∥∥∥

p
for j ∈ N.

We now return to the proof of Step 1. Applying the almsot orthogonal estimate given in
the Lemma 2.11 for any ε ∈ (0, 1) yields

|qQ′Dk(xQ′ , xQ)|χQ′(x)

. r−|k−k′|ε 1

V (xQ′ , xQ, r−k∨−k′ + ‖xQ′ − xQ‖)

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖xQ′ − xQ‖

)ε

χQ′(x).

The Lemma 4.2 gives

‖S(f)(x)‖p = ‖
(∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

|
(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)qQ′Dk(xQ′, xQ)
˜̃
Dk(f)(xQ)

)
|2χQ′(x)

) 1
2‖p

.

∥∥∥∥
{∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

| ˜̃Dkf(xQ)|2χQ

} 1
2
∥∥∥∥
p

. ‖Scw(f)‖p.
Step 2 : ‖Scw(R1(f)‖p 6 C‖R1‖dcz‖Scw(f)‖p
To show the above inequality, we write

‖Scw(R1f)(x)‖p =
∥∥∥∥
{ ∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q∈Qk

|DkR1(f)(xQ)|2χQ(x)

}1/2∥∥∥∥
p

.
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The L2 boundedness of R1 together with the discrete Calderón reproducing formula of f ∈
L2(RN , ω) on space of homogeneous type given in Theorem 2.14 yields

‖Scw(R1(f)‖p =
∥∥∥∥
{∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

|
∑

k′∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk′

ω(Q′)DkR1Dk′(xQ, xQ′)
˜̃
Dk′(f)(xQ′)|2χQ′(x)

}1/2∥∥∥∥
p

.

Applying the almost orthogonal estimate given in Lemma 2.10 to DkR1Dk′(xQ, xQ′), we
obtain that for any ε ∈ (0, 1),

|DkR1Dk′(xQ, xQ′)|χQ′(x)

. ‖R1‖dczr−|k−k′|ε 1

V (xQ′ , xQ, r−k∨−k′ + d(xQ′ , xQ))

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + d(xQ′ , xQ)

)ε

χQ′(x)

. ‖R1‖dcz
∑

σ∈G
r−|k−k′|ε 1

V (xQ′ , xQ, r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(xQ′ )− xQ)‖

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(xQ′ )− xQ‖

)ε

χQ′(x)

. ‖R1‖dcz
∑

σ∈G
r−|k−k′|ε 1

ω(B(xQ, r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ)‖)

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

χQ′(x)

. ‖R1‖dcz
∑

σ∈G
r−|k−k′|ε 1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ)‖)

(
r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

χQ′(x),

where we use the fact that if x ∈ Q′ then r−k∨−k′ +‖σ(xQ′ )−xQ)‖ ∼ r−k∨−k′ +‖σ(x)−xQ)‖.
Appying the Lemma 4.1 implies

∑

Q′∈Qk

w(Q′)
1

ω(B(σ(x), r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖)

×
(

r−k∨−k′

r−k∨−k′ + ‖σ(x)− xQ‖

)ε

| ˜̃Dk(f)(xQ)|

6 Cr[−k′−(−k′∨−k)]N(1− 1
θ
)

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

| ˜̃Dk(f)(xQ)|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}1/θ

,

where θ satisfies N

N+ε
< θ < p 6 1. By Hölder’s inequality, we have

∣∣∣
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)DkR1Dk′(xQ, xQ′)
˜̃
Dk(f)(xQ)

∣∣∣
2

χQ′ (x)

. ‖R1‖dcz
∑

σ∈G

∑

k∈Z
r−|k−k′|εr[−k′−(−k′∨−k)]N(1− 1

θ
)

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

| ˜̃Dk(f)(xQ)|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}2/θ

χQ′ (x),

which implies

Scw(R1(f)(x) . ‖R1‖dcz
{∑

σ∈G

∑

k∈Z

{
M
( ∑

Q∈Qk

| ˜̃Dk(f)(xQ)|θχQ

)
(σ(x))

}2/θ}1/2

.

The Fefferman-Stein vector valued maximal function inequality with θ < p 6 1 yields

‖ScwR1(f)‖p . ‖R1‖dcz
∥∥∥∥
{∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

| ˜̃Dkf(xQ)|2χQ(σ(x))

} 1
2
∥∥∥∥
Lp(ω)
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. ‖R1‖dcz
∥∥∥∥
{∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

| ˜̃Dkf(xQ)|2χQ(x)

} 1
2
∥∥∥∥
Lp(ω)

. ‖R1‖dcz‖Scw(f)‖p.
Applying the similar proof, we still have ‖ScwRM(f)‖p . ‖RM‖dcz‖Scw(f)‖p.

We remark that the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator theory plays a crucial role for the
proof of this estimate. More precisely, we obtain the sharp range for p : N

N+ε
< θ < p 6 1,

which is same as in the classical case.
Step 3 : ‖Scw(f)‖p 6 C‖S(f)‖p To show this estimate, the key point is to write

f(x) = − ln r
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q

w(Q)ψj(x, xQ)qjf(xQ) +R1(f)(x) +RM(x)

= TM(f)(x) +R1(f)(x) +RM(x).

By the estimates in Step 2 for N

N+1
< p 6 1, we have

‖ScwR1(f)‖p 6 C‖R1‖dcz‖Scw(f)‖p 6
1

4
‖Scw(f)‖p

and

‖ScwRM(f)‖p 6 C‖RM‖dcz‖Scw(f)‖p 6
1

4
‖Scw(f)‖p.

These estimates imply

‖Scw(f)‖pp 6 ‖Scw

(
TM(f)(x) +R1(f)(x) +RM (x)

)
‖pp 6 ‖Scw(TMf)‖pp +

1

2
‖Scw(f)‖pp

and, hence,
‖Scw(f)‖p 6 Cp‖Scw(TMf)‖p.

We claim ‖Scw(TMf)‖p 6 C‖S(f)‖p. Indeed, observing that

TM(f)(x) = − ln r
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQf(xQ),

and ∣∣∣∣DkTM(f)(x)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣Dk

(
− ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQf(xQ)
)
(x)

∣∣∣∣

.

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)|DkψQ(x, xQ)||qQf(xQ)|.

Following the same proof as in Step 1 and applying the estimate (2.17) in the Lemma 2.11,
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for 0 < ε < 1 and xQ ∈ Q,Q ∈ Qj , Q′ ∈ Qk,

|DkψQ(x, xQ)|χQ′(x)

. r−|j−k|ε 1

V (x, xQ, r−j∨−k + d(x, xQ))

(
r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + ‖x− xQ‖

)ε

χQ′(x).

We obtain

|DkTMf(x)|2χQ′(x)
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.
∑

σ∈G

∞∑

j=−∞
r−|j−k|εr[−k−(−k∨−j)]N(1− 1

θ
)

{
M
(∑

Qj

|qjf(xQj
)|θχQ

)
(x)

}2/θ

χQ′(x),

which the fact that N

N+ε
< θ < p 6 1 together with the Fefferman-Stein vector-valued

maximal inequality implies

‖Scw(TMf)‖Lp(ω) =

∥∥∥∥
{∑

k∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk

|DkTMf(xQ′)|2χQ′(x)

} 1
2
∥∥∥∥
Lp

.

∥∥∥∥
{∑

j∈Z

∑

Q∈Qj

|qQf(xQ)|2χQ(x)

} 1
2
∥∥∥∥
Lp

. ‖S(f)‖p.
The proof of Step 3 is complete.

Observing that f(x) = TM(f)(x)+R1(f)(x)+RM(f)(x) and applying the above estimates,
namely, ‖S(R1 +RM )(f)‖p 6 C

(
‖R1‖dcz + ‖RM‖dcz

)
‖S(f)‖p, imply that

‖S
(
I − TM

)
(f)‖p = ‖S

(
R1(f)(x) +RM(f)

)
‖p 6

1

2
‖S(f)‖p.

Therefore, ‖S
(
(TM)−1f

)
‖p 6 C‖Sf‖p. Set h = (TM)−1f, we obtain

f(x) = TMh(x) = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ),

where ‖f‖2 ∼ ‖h‖2 and ‖f‖Hp
d
∼ ‖h‖Hp

d
, for N

N+1
< p 6 1.

It remains to show that the above series converges in L2(RN , ω)∩Hp
d(R

N , ω). To this end,
we only need to prove

∥∥∥∥S
( ∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)∥∥∥∥

p

→ 0

as n→ ∞. Indeed, repeating the same proof as Step 1,

(4.1)

∥∥∥∥S
( ∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ)
)∥∥∥∥

p

.

∥∥∥∥
{∑

|j|>n

∑

Q∈Qj

|qQh(xQ)|2χQ(x)

} 1
2
∥∥∥∥
p

,

where by the fact ‖S(h)‖p 6 C‖f‖p, the last term tends to 0 as n→ ∞.
The proof of Theorem 1.13 is complete. �

4.2. Dunkl-Hardy space Hp
d ,

N
N+1

< p 6 1.

As mentioned, the departure for introducing the Hardy space Hp
d(R

N , ω), N
N+1

< p 6 1, in
the Dunkl setting is the Proposition 1.14.

The proof of Proposition 1.14. Applying the weak-type discrete Calderón-type repro-
ducing formula given in Theorem 1.13 for f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp

d(R
N , ω), we write

f = − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ),



SINGULAR INTEGRAL OPERATORS, LITTLEWOOD-PALEY THEORY AND HARDY SPACES 75

where ‖h‖2 ∼ ‖f‖2 and ‖S(h)‖p ∼ ‖S(f)‖p.
Set Ωℓ =

{
x ∈ RN : S(h)(x) > 2ℓ

}
and

Bℓ =
{
Q : Q are r-dyadic cubes, ω

(
Q ∩ Ωℓ

)
>

1

2
ω(Q) and ω

(
Q ∩ Ωℓ+1

)
6

1

2
ω(Q)

}
.

Denote B∗
ℓ := {Q∗

ℓ} by the maximal r−dyadic cubes in Bℓ for l ∈ Z. We claim that

f = − ln r
∑

ℓ∈Z

∑

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

ω(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ).

In order to prove the above claim, we only need to show that if the dyadic cube Q 6∈ Bℓ

for all ℓ ∈ Z, then

ω(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ) = 0.

Observe that by the stopping time argument, each dyadic cube Q can be in one and only one
in Bℓ, that is, if Q belongs to both Bℓ and Bℓ′, then ℓ = ℓ′.We now can assume that ω(Q) 6= 0.
Otherwise, the above equality holds obviously. Note that ω(Ωℓ) < 2−2ℓ‖SL(f)‖2L2(X) → 0 as

ℓ → +∞. As a consequence, if Q 6∈ Bℓ for all ℓ ∈ Z, then ω(Q ∩ Ωℓ) 6 1
2
ω(Q), for all

ℓ ∈ Z since, otherwise, there exists an ℓ0 ∈ Z, such that ω(Q ∩ Ωℓ0) >
1
2
ω(Q). However

ω(Q ∩ Ωℓ) → 0 as ℓ → +∞ and {ω(Q ∩ Ωℓ)}ℓ is a decreasing sequence. This implies that
there must be one critical index ℓ1 such that ω(Q∩Ωℓ1) >

1
2
ω(Q) and ω(Q∩Ωℓ1+1) 6

1
2
ω(Q),

that is, Q ∈ Bℓ1. This is contradict to the fact that Q is not in Bℓ for all ℓ ∈ Z.
The fact ω(Q ∩ Ωℓ) 6

1
2
ω(Q) for all ℓ ∈ Z implies that µ(Q ∩ Ωc

ℓ) >
1
2
µ(Q) for all ℓ ∈ Z.

Now set K = {x ∈ X : S(h)(x) = 0}. Note that ∩ℓ∈ZΩ
c
ℓ = ∩ℓ∈Z{x ∈ X : S(h)(x) 6 2ℓ} = K.

As a consequence,

ω(Q ∩K) = lim
ℓ→−∞

ω(Q ∩ Ωc
ℓ) >

1

2
ω(Q) > 0.

Since for all x ∈ K, 0 = S(h)(x) =
( ∑

k∈Z

∑
Q∈Qk

|qQh(xQ)|2χQ(x)
) 1

2

, we have qQh(xQ) = 0

and hence, the claim follows.
We get

〈f, g〉 = − ln r
∑

ℓ∈Z

∑

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)qQh(xQ)ψQg(xQ).

Applying first the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and then the p, 0 < p 6 1, inequality in the
last summation implies that

|〈f, g〉| .
∑

ℓ∈Z

∑

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

( ∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)|qQh(xQ)|2
) 1

2
( ∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)|ψQg(xQ)|2
) 1

2

.

{∑

ℓ∈Z

∑

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

( ∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)|qQh(xQ)|2
) p

2
( ∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)|ψQg(xQ)|2
) p

2

} 1
p

.
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Observing that the last summation above is dominated by
( ∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)|ψQg(xQ)|2
)p

2
6 ω

(
Q∗

l

)1− p
2‖g‖p

CMOp
d

,

which implies that

|〈f, g〉| . ‖g‖CMOp
d

{∑

ℓ∈Z

∑

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

ω
(
Q∗

l

)1− p
2

( ∑

Q∈B∗
ℓ

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)|qQh(xQ)|2
)p

2

} 1
p

.

By the Hölder inequality, we have

|〈f, g〉| . ‖g‖CMOp
d

{∑

ℓ∈Z

[ ∑

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

ω
(
Q∗

l

)]1− p
2
( ∑

Q∈Bℓ

w(Q)|qQh(xQ)|2
) p

2

} 1
p

.

To estimate the last term above, let Ω̃ℓ = {x ∈ RN : M(χΩℓ
)(x) > 1

2
}, where M is the

Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on RN with the measure dω and χΩℓ
(x) is the indicate

function of Ωℓ. It is not difficult to see that if Q ∈ Bℓ then Q ⊆ Ω̃ℓ. Since all Q∗
l are disjoint,

thus, [ ∑

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

ω
(
Q∗

ℓ

)]1− p
2
6 ω(Ω̃ℓ)

1− p
2 6 Cω(Ωℓ)

1− p
2 ,

where the first inequality follows from the facts that
⋃

Q∗
ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

Q∗
ℓ ⊆ Ω̃ℓ and

∑
Q∗

ℓ
∈B∗

ℓ

ω(Q∗
ℓ) ≤ ω(Ω̃ℓ)

and, by the L2-boundedness of the Hardy–Littlewood maximal function, the last inequality

follows from the estimate ω(Ω̃ℓ) 6 Cω(Ωℓ).
We claim that ∑

Q∈Bl

w(Q)|qQh(xQ)|2 6 C22ℓω(Ωℓ).(4.2)

Assuming this claim (4.2) for the moment, we get

|〈f, g〉| 6 C‖g‖CMOp
d

( ∞∑

ℓ=−∞
ω(Ωℓ)

1− p
22pℓω(Ωℓ)

p
2

) 1
p

6 C‖g‖CMOp
d

( ∞∑

ℓ=−∞
2pℓω(Ωℓ)

) 1
p

6 C‖S(h)‖p‖g‖CMOp
d

6 C‖S(f)‖p‖g‖CMOp
d
.

It remains to show the claim (4.2). To this end, we begin with the following estimate
ˆ

Ω̃ℓ\Ωℓ+1

S(h)2(x)dω(x) 6 C22ℓω
(
Ω̃ℓ

)
6 C22ℓω

(
Ωℓ

)
.

Note that
ˆ

Ω̃ℓ\Ωℓ+1

S(h)2(x)dω(x) ≥
∑

Q∈Bℓ

|qQh(xQ)|2w
((
Ω̃ℓ/Ωℓ+1

)
∩Q

)
.
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Since for each Q ∈ Bℓ, Q ⊆ Ω̃ℓ and Ωℓ+1 ⊂ Ωℓ, hence,

w
((
Ω̃ℓ/Ωℓ+1

)
∩Q

)
= w(Q)− w(Ωℓ+1 ∩Q) >

1

2
w(Q).

Therefore,
ˆ

Ω̃ℓ/Ωℓ+1

|S(h)(x)|2dω(x) > C
∑

Q∈Bl

w(Q)|qQh(xQ)|2,

which implies the claim (4.2). The proof of Proposition 1.14 is concluded. �

The Proposition 1.14 indicates that if {fn}∞n=1 is a sequence in L2(RN , ω) with ‖S(fn −
fm)‖p → 0 as n,m → ∞, then for each g ∈ L2(RN , ω) with ‖g‖CMOp

d
< ∞, lim

n,m→∞
〈fn −

fm, g〉 = 0. Therefore, there exists f, as a distribution on L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d, such that for

each g ∈ L2(RN , ω) with ‖g‖CMOp
d
<∞,

〈f, g〉 = lim
n→∞

〈fn, g〉.

Before introducing the Dunkl-Hardy space, we need the following

Lemma 4.3. Let N

N+1
< p ≤ 1. Then qj(·, y) is in L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d for any fixed j and

y ∈ RN . Moreover,

sup
P

1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

ω(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2 6 C,

where both P and Q are r−dyadic cubes on RN and the constant C which depends on j but
is independent of y.

Proof. Fix a dyadic cube P with the side length r−M−k0 and the center xP . For Q ∈ Qk, the
almost orthogonal estimate (2.17) in the Lemma (2.10) implies

(4.3)

|ψQ(qj(·, y))(x)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

ψk(x, z)qj(z, y)dω(z)

∣∣∣∣

6 Cr−|k−j|ε 1

V (x, y, r−k∨−j + d(x, y))

(
r−k∨−j

r−k∨−j + ‖x− y‖

)ε

6 Cr−|k−j|ε 1

ω(B(x, r−k∨−j))

6 Cr−|k−j|ε 1

ω(B(x, r−j))
.

For k0 > j, we use (4.3) to get

1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

ω(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2

=
1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∞∑

k=k0

∑

{Q∈Qk:Q⊆P}
ω(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2

.
1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∞∑

k=k0

∑

{Q∈Qk:Q⊆P}

ω(Q)
1

ω(B(xQ, r−j))2
r−2|k−j|ε
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. sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))2
· 1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∞∑

k=k0

∑

{Q∈Qk:Q⊆P}

ω(Q)r−2|k−j|ε

. sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))2
· 1

ω(P )
2
p
−2

∞∑

k=k0

r−2|k−j|ε.

If k0 > j, then doubling property of the measure ω implies,

ω(B(xP , r
−j)) . r(−j+k0)Nω(B(xP , r

−k0)) . r(−j+k0)Nω(B(xP , r
−k0))ω(P ).

Thus,

1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

ω(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2

. sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))2
· 1

ω(B(xP , r−j))
2
p
−2

∞∑

k=k0

r−2|k−j|εr(−j+k0)N( 2
p
−2)

. sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))
2
p

∞∑

k=k0

r−2|k−j|εr(−j+k0)N( 2
p
−2).

Since N

N+ε
< p, we have N(2

p
− 2) − 2ε ≤ 0 and then

∞∑
k=k0

r(−j+k0)N( 2
p
−2)−2(k0−j)ε . 1. The

above inequality yields

sup
P

1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

ω(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2 6 Cj sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))
2
p

.

For k0 6 j, applying (4.3) gets

1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

ω(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2

.
1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∞∑

k=k0

∑

{Q∈Qk:Q⊆P}

ω(Q)
1

ω(B(xQ, r−j))2
r−2|k−j|ε

. sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))2
1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∞∑

k=k0

∑

{Q∈Qk:Q⊆P}

ω(Q)r−2|k−j|ε

. sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))2
1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∞∑

k=k0

ω(P )r−2|k−j|ε

. sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))2
1

ω(P )
2
p
−2

∞∑

k=k0

r−2|k−j|ε.

Since ω(B(xQ, r
−j)) 6 ω(B(xQ, r

−k0)) ∼ ω(P ), we have

1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

µ(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2 . sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))
2
p

∞∑

k=k0

r−2|k−j|ε

6 Cj sup
x∈P

1

ω(B(x, r−j))
2
p

.
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Taking the supremum over all dyadic cubes P and using

inf
x∈RN

ω(B(x, 1)) > C,

we obtain

sup
P

1

ω(P )
2
p
−1

∑

Q⊆P

ω(Q)|ψQ(qj(·, y))(xQ)|2 6 Cj.

and the proof is complete. �

We denote L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d by the subspace of all f ∈ L2(RN , ω) with the norm

‖f‖CMOp
d
<∞. Based on the above Lemma 4.3, if f ∈ (L2(RN , ω)∩CMOp

d))
′, then qj(f)(x)

is well defined since for each fixed x, qj(x, y) ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d.

The following result describes an important property for such a distribution f. More pre-
cisely, we establish the following weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula in the
distribution sense:

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that {fn}∞n=1 is a sequence in L2(RN , ω) with ‖S(fn− fm)‖p → 0
as n,m → ∞. Then there exists f, as a distribution in (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d)
′, such that (i)

‖S(f)‖p = lim
n→∞

‖S(fn)‖p < ∞; (ii) there exists a distribution h ∈ (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d)

′

with ‖f‖2 ∼ ‖h‖2, ‖S(f)‖p ∼ ‖S(h)‖p, such that for each g ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d, f has the

following weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula in the distribution sense:

〈f, g〉 := 〈− ln r
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(·, xQ)qQh(xQ), g〉

= − ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQg(xQ)qQh(xQ),

where the last serise converges absolutely.

Proof. By the Proposition 1.14, there exists f ∈ (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d)

′ such that for each
g ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d,

〈f, g〉 = lim
n→∞

〈fn, g〉.

Observing that ‖S(f − fn)‖p = ‖S( lim
m→∞

(fm − fn))‖p 6 lim inf
m→∞

‖S(fm − fn)‖p, and hence,

‖S(f − fn)‖p → 0 as n → ∞. This implies that ‖S(f)‖p = lim
n→∞

‖S(fn)‖p < ∞. Applying

Theorem 1.13, for each fn there exists an hn such that ‖fn‖2 ∼ ‖hn‖2 and ‖fn‖Hp
d
∼ ‖hn‖Hp

d
.

Thus, by the Proposition 1.14, there exists h ∈ (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d)

′ such that for each
g ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d,

〈h, g〉 = lim
n→∞

〈hn, g〉.

Therefore, ‖S(hn − hm)‖p → 0 and ‖S(h)‖p = lim
n→∞

‖S(hn)‖p ∼ lim
n→∞

‖S(fn)‖p ∼ ‖S(f)‖p.
To show that f has a weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula in the distribution

sense, for each g ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d, applying the proof of the Proposition 1.14,

∣∣∣∣
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQg(xQ)qQh(xQ)

∣∣∣∣ 6 C‖f‖Hp
d
‖g‖CMOp

d
,
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which implies that the series
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ) is a distribution in (L2(RN , ω)∩

CMOp
d)

′. Moreover, by the weak-type discrete Calderón reproducing formula of fn in Theo-
rem 1.13, for each g ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d,

〈f, g〉 = lim
n→∞

〈fn, g〉 = lim
n→∞

〈
− ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQhn(xQ), g
〉
,

where ‖fn‖2 ∼ ‖hn‖2 and ‖S(fn)‖p ∼ ‖S(hn)‖p.
Observe that, by the same proof of Proposition 1.14,

∣∣∣
〈
− ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQ(h− hn)(xQ), g
〉∣∣∣ 6 C‖S(hn − h)‖p‖g‖CMOp

d
,

where the last term above tends to zero as n→ ∞ and hence,

〈f, g〉 = lim
n→∞

〈fn, g〉 =
〈
− ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ), g
〉
.

The proof of Proposition 4.4 is complete. �

The Proposition 4.4 indicates that one can consider L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d, the subspace of

all f ∈ L2(RN , ω) with the norm ‖f‖CMOp
d
<∞, as the test function space and (L2(RN , ω)∩

CMOp
d))

′, as the distribution space. The Dunkl-Hardy space is defined by Definition 1.16. We

remark that in the Definition 1.16, the series
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

w(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ) with ‖{
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ}
1
2‖p <

∞ defines a distribution in (L2(RN , ω)∩CMOp
d)

′. Indeed, applying the proof of Proposition
1.14, for each g ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d,

∣∣∣
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)λQψQg(xQ)
∣∣∣ 6 C

∥∥∥
{ ∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ

} 1
2
∥∥∥
p
‖g‖CMP p

d
.

We now show Theorem 1.17.

The proof of Theorem 1.17. Suppose f ∈ Hp
d(R

N , ω). Then f ∈ (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d)

′

and f has a wavelet-type decomposition f(x) =
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

w(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ) in (L2(RN , ω)∩

CMOp
d)

′ with
∥∥∥{
∑
j

∑
Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ}
1
2

∥∥∥
p
<∞. Set

fn(x) =
∑

|j|6n

∑

Q∈Qj

Q⊆B(0,n)

w(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ).

Then fn ∈ L2(RN , ω)∩Hp
d(R

N , ω) and fn converges to f in (L2(RN , ω)∩CMOp
d)

′ as n tends

to ∞. To see that f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp(RN , ω), by Proposition 4.4, it suffices to show that
‖fn − fm‖Hp

d
→ 0 as n,m → ∞. Indeed, if let En = {(j, Q) : |j| 6 n,Q ∈ Qj ⊆ B(0, n)} and
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Ec
n,m = En/Em with n > m,

‖fn − fm‖Hp
d
=
∥∥∥
(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk

|qQ′(fn − fm)(xQ′)|2χQ′(x)
) 1

2
∥∥∥
p

6
∥∥∥
(∑

k∈Z

∑

Q′∈Qk

|qQ′

(∑

Ec
n,m

w(Q)λQψQ(·, xQ)
)
(xQ′)|2χQ′(x)

) 1
2
∥∥∥
p

6 C
∥∥∥{
∑

Ec
n,m

|λQ|2χQ}
1
2

∥∥∥
p
→ 0,

as n,m tend to ∞, where the last inequality follows from the same proof of Step 1 in the
Theorem 1.13 and hence, f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp(RN , ω).

Conversely, if f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp(RN , ω) by Proposition 4.4, then there exists h ∈
(L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp)′ with ‖S(h)‖p ∼ ‖S(f)‖p such that for each g ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d,

〈f, g〉 =
〈
− ln r

∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)ψQ(x, xQ)qQh(xQ), g

〉
.

Set λQ = − ln rqQh(xQ) with Q ∈ Qj . We obtain a wevelet-type decomposition of f in
(L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d)
′ in the distribution sense:

f =
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

w(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ)

and hence, f ∈ Hp
d (R

N , ω). Moreover

‖f‖Hp
d
= inf

{∥∥∥{
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ}
1
2

∥∥∥
p

}
6 C‖S(h)‖p 6 C‖S(f)‖p.

The proof of Theorem 1.17 is complete. �

To describe the relationship between the Dunkl-Hardy space Hp
d(R

N , ω) and the Hardy
space Hp

cw(R
N , ‖ · ‖, ω) on space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss, we

recall Hp
cw as follows.

Definition 4.5. Hp
cw(R

N , ‖ · ‖, ω) is the collection of all distributions f ∈ (M(β, γ, r, x0))
′

such that ‖f‖Hp
cw

= ‖Scw(f)‖p < ∞, where the square function Scw(f) is defined in the
Definition 4.1.

The relationship between the Dunkl-Hardy spaceHp
d (R

N , ω) and the Hardy spaceHp
cw(R

N , ‖·
‖, ω) is given by the following

Theorem 4.6. Suppose N
N+1

< p 6 1. The Hardy space Hp
d(R

N , ω) is equivalent to the

Hardy space Hp
cw(R

N , ‖ · ‖, ω) in the sense that if f ∈ Hp
d (R

N , ω) then f ∈ Hp
cw and there

exists a constant C such that ‖f‖Hp
cw

6 C‖f‖Hp
d
. Conversely, if f ∈ Hp

cw(R
N , ‖ · ‖, ω) then

f can extend to a distribution f̃ on (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp
d)

′ such that 〈f̃ , g〉 = 〈f, g〉 for all

g ∈ M(β, γ, r, x0))
′ and f̃ ∈ Hp

d(R
N , ω), Moreover, ‖f̃‖Hp

d
6 C‖f‖Hp

cw
.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 4.6 is based on Theorems 1.13 and 1.17. Indeed, for N

N+1
< p 6 1

and f ∈ L2(RN , ω), by Theorem 1.13, ‖S(f)‖p ∼ ‖Scw(f)‖p. Therefore L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
d(R

N , ω) =
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L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
cw(RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) with the equivalent norms. Given f ∈ Hp

d(R
N , ω), by Theorem

1.17, there exists a sequence {fn}∞n=1 such that for each fn ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
d(R

N , ω) and fn
converges to f in (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d)
′. Moreover, ‖S(f)‖p = lim

n→∞
= ‖S(fn)‖p. It is well

known that by a classical result, L2(RN , ω) ∩ Hp
cw(R

N , ‖ · ‖, ω) is dense in Hp
cw(R

N , ‖ · ‖, ω)
and by Lemma 4.3, (L2(RN , ω) ∩ CMOp

d)
′ ⊆ (M(β, γ, r, x0))

′. Hence, fn is also converges to
f in (M(β, γ, r, x0))

′ and ‖Scw(f)‖p = lim
n→∞

‖Scw(fn)‖p. This implies that

‖f‖Hp
cw

6 C‖f‖Hp
d
.

Suppose f ∈ Hp
cw(R

N , ‖ · ‖, ω). there exists a sequence {fn} ∈ L2(RN , ω) such that fn con-
verges f in (M(β, γ, r, x0))

′ and ‖f‖Hp
cw

= lim
n→∞

|fn‖Hp
cw
. By the proof of Theorem 1.13,

‖S(fn − fm)‖p ∼ ‖Scw(fn − fm)‖p and hence, ‖fn − fm‖Hp
d
= ‖S(fn − fm)‖p tends to zero as

n,m tends to ∞. Therefore, by Proposition 4.4, fn tends to f̃ in (L2(RN , ω)∩CMOp
d)

′. It is

clear that f̃ = f in (M(β, γ, r, x0))
′. Moreover, by Theorem 1.17,

‖f̃‖Hp
d
= ‖S(f̃)‖p = lim

n→∞
‖S(fn)‖p 6 C lim

n→∞
‖fn‖Hp

cw
= C‖f‖Hp

cw
.

The proof of Theorem 4.6 is complete. �

The proof of the Theorem 1.19 follows from the Theorem 4.6. This atomic decomposi-
tion of Hp

d(R
N , ω) is crucial for providing the boundedness of the Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund

operators from Hp
d(R

N , ω) to Lp(RN , ω).

5. Boundedness of Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund Operators on Hp
d

5.1. Boundedness of Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund Operator from Hp
d to Lp.

It is well known that the atomic decomposition is the main tool to prove the boundedness
of the classical Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators from Hp(RN) to Lp(RN ) for
0 < p 6 1. Note that the proof of the theorem 1.23 for p = 1 was given in the proof of
Theorem 1.3. We prove the Theorem 1.23 for N

N+ε
< p < 1 only.

The proof of Theorem 1.23. It is well known that the atomic decomposition of the Hardy
spaces is a key method to show the boundedness of operators from Hp

d (R
N , ω) to Lp(RN , ω).

Observe that L2(RN , ω) ∩ Hp
d(R

N , ω) is dense in Hp
d(R

N , ω). Moreoevr, if f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩
Hp

d(R
N , ω), by the Theorem 1.19, then f has an atomic decomposition which converges in

both L2(RN , ω) and Hp
d(R

N , ω), respectively. Therefore, it suffices to show that if a(x) is an
(p, 2) atom of Hp

d (R
N , ω), then ‖T (a)‖p 6 C, where the constant C is independent of a. To

this end, let supp a(x) ⊆ Q and B = {x : d(x, xQ) 6 4
√
Nl(Q)}, where xQ is the center of Q

and l(Q) is the side length of Q. Write
ˆ

RN

|T (a)(x)|pdω(x) =
ˆ

B

|T (a)(x)|pdω(x) +
ˆ

Bc

|T (a)(x)|pdω(x).

The Hölder inequality, the L2 boundedness of T, and the size condition of a imply that
ˆ

B

|T (a)(x)|pdω(x) 6 Cω(B)1−
p
2‖a‖p2 6 Cω(Q)1−

p
2ω(Q)p(

1
2
− 1

p
) 6 C,

where the fact ω(B) ∼ ω(Q) is used.
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If x ∈ Bc and y ∈ Q, then ‖y − xQ‖ 6 1
2
d(x, xQ). By the cancellation condition of a and

the smoothness condition of the kernel K(x, y),

|T (a)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Q

K(x, y)a(y)dω(y)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Q

[K(x, y)− k(x, xQ)]a(y)dω(y)

∣∣∣∣

6 C
( l(Q)

‖x− xQ‖
)ε 1

ω(x, d(x, xQ))
‖a‖1.

Therefore,

ˆ

Bc

|T (a)(x)|pdω(x) 6 C

ˆ

Bc

( l(Q)

‖x− xQ‖
)εp( 1

ω(x, d(x, xQ))

)p
‖a‖p1dω(x).

Applying the doubling on the measure ω and size condition on a(x) yields

ˆ

Bc

( l(Q)

‖x− xQ‖
)εp( 1

ω(x, d(x, xQ))

)p
‖a‖p1dω(x)

=
∑

j>1

ˆ

2j l(Q)6d(x,xQ)<2j+1l(Q)

( l(Q)

d(x, xQ)

)εp( 1

ω(x, d(x, xQ))

)p
‖a‖p1dω(x)

6 C
∑

j>1

2−jεp‖a‖p1
(
ω(xQ, 2

jl(Q))
)1−p

6 C
∑

j>1

2−jεp2jN(1−p)
(
ω(xQ, l(Q))

)1−p(
ω(Q)

1
2‖a‖2

)p

6 C
∑

j>1

2j(N−(εp+Np))

6 C,

since N
N+ε

< p.
This implies ‖T (a)‖p 6 C, where the constant C is independent of a(x). �

We prove Theorem 1.25.

The proof of Theorem 1.25. Set σ = ‖m‖−α
L2 with α = 2p

(2−p)N
. Observe thatB(x0, 2

i+1σ) →
RN as i tends to ∞. Thus, there exists an integer i0 such that

µ(B(x0, 2
i0+1σ)) > σN and µ(B(x0, 2

i0σ)) 6 σN.(5.1)

Set χ0 = B(x0, 2
i0σ) and χi = B(x0, 2

i2i0σ)\B(x0, 2
i−12i0σ) = {x ∈ RN : 2i−12i0σ 6

‖x−x0‖ < 2i2i0σ} for i > 1. Let χi(x) be the characteristic function of χi for i > 0.We claim

that there exists an integer j1 > 1 such that ω
( j1⋃

ℓ=1

χℓ

)
> ω(χ0) and ω

( j1−1⋃
ℓ=1

χℓ

)
6 µ(χ0).

Indeed, suppose that such j1 does not exist. Then for every integer j > 1, we would have

ω
( j⋃

ℓ=1

χℓ

)
6 ω(χ0). This implies that for any j > 1, ω(B(x0, 2

j2i0σ) 6 ω(B(x0, 2
i0σ)), which

is impossible since ω
(
B(x0, 2

j2i0σ)
)
→ +∞ as j → +∞.
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Applying the same stopping time argument yields that there exists a sequence {jk}k such
that jk+1 > jk + 1,

ω
( jk+1⋃

ℓ=jk+1

χℓ

)
> ω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ))

and

ω
( jk+1−1⋃

ℓ=jk+1

χℓ

)
6 ω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ)).

Observe that

ω(B(x0, 2
jk+12i0σ)) = ω(B(x0, 2

jk+12i0σ)) = ω
( jk+1⋃

ℓ=jk+1

χℓ

)
> 2ω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ))(5.2)

for each integer k ≥ 0. Here we set j0 = 0.
Applying (5.2) and the induction together with the doubling condition of the measure ω

yields

(5.3)
ω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ)) > 2kω(B(x0, 2
i0σ))

> C−1
ω 2−N2kω(B(x0, 2

i0+1σ)) > C−1
ω 2−N2kσN.

We point out that for each integer k ≥ 1, if jk = jk−1 + 1, then we directly obtain that
ω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ)) 6 Cω2
Nω(B(x0, 2

jk−12i0σ)) from the doubling property of the measure ω.
While if jk > jk−1 + 1, then

ω(B(x0, 2
jk2i0σ)) 6 Cω2

Nω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ))

= Cω2
Nω(B(x0, 2

jk−12i0σ)\B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ)) + Cω2

Nω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ)).

Note that

ω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ)\B(x0, 2

jk−12i0σ)) = ω
( jk−1⋃

ℓ=jk−1+1

χℓ

)
6 ω(B(x0, 2

jk−12i0σ)),

which, together with the above estimate for the case jk = jk−1 + 1, yields

ω(B(x0, 2
jk2i0σ)) 6 Cω2

N+1ω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ))(5.4)

for each integer k ≥ 1.
We also point out that, by (5.4), we obtain

ω(B(x0, 2
jk+12i0σ)) 6 2N+1Cωω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ)),

which together with the following estimates

ω(B(x0, 2
jk2i0σ)) 6 ω(B(x0, 2

jk−12i0σ)) + ω
( jk⋃

ℓ=jk−1+1

χℓ

)

6 2ω
( jk⋃

ℓ=jk−1+1

χℓ

)
,
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gives

ω(B(x0, 2
jk+12i0σ)) 6 4Cω2

Nω
( jk⋃

ℓ=jk−1+1

χℓ

)
.(5.5)

We now set

χ̃0(x) := χ0(x), χ̃jk(x) :=

jk∑

ℓ=jk−1+1

χℓ(x)

for integer k ≥ 1, and

mk(x) := m(x)χ̃jk(x)−
1

´

RN χ̃jk(z)dω(z)

ˆ

χ̃jk

m(y)dω(y)χ̃jk(x)(5.6)

for each integer k ≥ 0.
Decompose m by

m(x) :=
∞∑

k=0

mk(x) +
∞∑

k=0

mk
˜̃χjk

(x),

where mk =
´

RN m(x)χ̃jk(x)dω(x) and
˜̃χjk

(x) =
χ̃jk

(x)
´

RN
χ̃jk

(y)dω(y)
.

We show that
∞∑
k=0

mk(x) gives an atomic decomposition with mk are (p, 2) atoms due to

multiplication of certain constant. Observe that mk is supported in χ̃jk =
jk⋃

ℓ=jk−1+1

χℓ, and
´

RN mk(x)dω(x) = 0. It remains to estimate the L2 norm of mk. First, we have

‖m0‖L2 6
(ˆ

χ0

|m(x)|2dω(x)
)1/2

+
(ˆ

χ0

∣∣∣ 1
´

RN χ0(z)dω(z)

ˆ

χ0

m(y)dω(y)χ̃0(x)
∣∣∣
2

dω(x)
)1/2

6 2
(ˆ

χ0

|m(x)|2dω(x)
)1/2

6 2‖m‖L2

= 2σ− 1
α

6 2ω(B(x0, 2
i0σ))−

1
αN

= 2ω(χ0)
1
2
− 1

p ,

where in the last inequality we use the fact in (5.1) with α = 2p
(2−p)N

.

Thus, 1
2
m0(x) is an (p, 2) atom. Similarly, for each k ≥ 1,

‖mk‖L2 6 2
(ˆ

χ̃jk

|m(x)|2dω(x)
)1/2

= 2
(ˆ

χ̃jk

|m(x)|2ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))1+
2ε−2η

N ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))−(1+ 2ε−2η
N

)dω(x)
)1/2

6 2ω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ)−

1
2
− ε−η

N

(ˆ

χ̃jk

|m(x)|2ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖)1+
2ε−2η

N dω(x)
)1/2

6 2ω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ))−

1
2
− ε−η

N ‖m‖−(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)

L2
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= 2ω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ))−

1
2
− ε−η

N σ
1
α
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1).

Applying the estimates given in (5.3) yields

σ
1
α
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1) ≤ (Cω2
N2−kω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ))
1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1),

which, together with the estimates given in (5.4), namely that

ω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ))−

1
2
− ε−η

N 6 (2N+1)(
1
2
+ ε−η

N
)ω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ))−
1
2
− ε−η

N

implies

(5.7)

‖mk‖L2 6 2ω(B(x0, 2
jk−12i0σ))−

1
2
− ε−η

N σ
1
α
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)

6 2 · 2− 1
Nα

(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)k(Cω2
N+1)

1
2
+ ε−η

N (Cω2
N)

1
Nα

(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)

× ω(B(x0, 2
jk2i0σ))(

1
2
− 1

p
).

Therefore, 2−1 · 2 1
Nα

(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)k(2N+1)−
1
2
− ε−η

N (Cω2
N)−

1
Nα

(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)mk are (p, 2) atoms.

Moreover,
∞∑
k=1

2−
1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)kp < ∞. As a consequence,
∞∑
k=0

mk(x) gives the desired

atomic decomposition and hence, by the Theorem 1.19, belongs to Hp
d(R

N) with the norm
not larger than the constant C, which depends only on p,N, ε, η and Cω.

It remains to show that
∞∑
k=0

mk
˜̃χjk

(x) also gives an atomic decomposition. To see this, let

Nk′ =
∞∑

k=k′
mk. Note that

∞∑
k=0

mk =
´

RN m(x)dω(x) = 0. Summing up by parts implies that

∞∑

k=0

mk
˜̃χk(x) =

∞∑

k′=0

(Nk′ −Nk′+1)˜̃χk′(x) =

∞∑

k′=0

Nk′+1(˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x)).

Observe that the support of ˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x) lies within B(x0, 2
k′+1σ) and

ˆ

RN

(˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x))dω(x) = 0

since
´

RN
˜̃χk′(x)dω(x) = 1 for all k′. And we also have

|˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x)| ≤
1

´

RN χ̃k′+1(y)dω(y)
+

1
´

RN χ̃k′(y)dω(y)
6

2
´

RN χ̃k′(y)dω(y)
=

2

ω(χ̃k′)
.

Now applying (5.5), we obtain that

|˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x)| 6
8Cω

ω(B(x0, 2
jk′+12i0σ))

.(5.8)

Applying the Hölder inequality and the estimates in (5.7), we obtain that

|Nk′+1| 6

∞∑

k=k′+1

ˆ

RN

|m(x)χ̃jk(x)|dω(x)

6 C
∞∑

k=k′+1

(ˆ

χ̃jk

|m(x)|2dω(x)
)1/2

ω(χ̃jk)
1/2
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6 C

∞∑

k=k′+1

2 · 2− 1
Nα

(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)k(2N+1Cω)
1
2
+ ε−η

N (2NCω)
1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)

×ω(B(x0, 2
jk2i0σ))(

1
2
− 1

p
)ω(B(x0, 2

jk2i0σ))1/2

6 C2 · 2− 1
Nα

(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)(k′+1)(2N+1Cω)
1
2
+ ε−η

N (2NCω)
1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)

×ω(B(x0, 2
jk′+12i0σ))1−

1
p .

The estimate above and the size estimate of ˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x) in (5.8) imply

|Nk′+1(˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x))|
6 C2 · 2− 1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)(k′+1)(2N+1Cω)
1
2
+ ε−η

N (2NCω)
1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)

× 62NCω

ω(B(x0, 2
jk′+1σ))

ω(B(x0, 2
jk′+12i0σ))1−

1
p

6 C2−
1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)(k′+1)ω(B(x0, 2
jk′+12i0σ))−

1
p .

Therefore, we can rewrite Nk′+1(˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x)) as

Nk′+1(˜̃χk′+1(x)− ˜̃χk′(x)) = αk′βk′(x),

where αk′ = C2−
1

Nα
(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)(k′+1) and βk′(x) are (p, 2) atoms. Hence, by the Theorem

1.19,
∞∑
k=0

mk
˜̃χk(x) belongs to H

p
d (R

N) with the norm does not exceed C.

The proof of Theorem 1.25 is concluded. �

Applying the molecule theory, we show the Theorem 1.26.

The proof of Theorem 1.26. Recall that K(x, y), the kernel of T, satisfies the smoothness
condition

|K(x, y)−K(x, y′)| 6 C
(‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

)ε 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

( d(x, y)
‖x− y‖

)M

with M > N/2.
We first show the sufficient condition for Theorem 1.26. Note that for N

N+ε
< p 6 1,

L2(RN , ω)∩Hp
d(R

N , ω), is dense in Hp
d (R

N , ω). As mentioned, if f ∈ L2(RN , ω)∩Hp
d(R

N , ω)
then f has an atomic decomposition f =

∑
j

λjaj where the series converges in both L2(RN , ω)

and Hp
d(R

N , ω). Therefore, to show that T extends to be a bounded operator on Hp
d(R

N , ω),
by Theorem 1.25, it suffices to prove that for each (p, 2)-atom a, m = T (a) is an (p, 2, ε, η)-
molecule with N

N+ε−η
< p ≤ 1, 0 < η < ε, up to a multiplication of a constant C. To this

end, suppose that a is an (p, 2) atom with the support B(x0, r). We write
(ˆ

RN

m(x)2dω(x)
)(ˆ

RN

m(x)2ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))1+
2ε−2η

N dω(x)
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6
(ˆ

RN

m(x)2dω(x)
)(ˆ

d(x0,x)≤2r

m(x)2ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))1+
2ε−2η

N dω(x)
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)−1

+
( ˆ

RN

m(x)2dω(x)
)(ˆ

d(x0,x)>2r

m(x)2ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))1+
2ε−2η

N dω(x)
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)−1
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=: I + II.

Observe that, by the L2 boundedness of T and the size condition on a, we have ‖m‖2L2 6

ω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
). For I, applying the doubling property on ω implies that

I 6 Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)ω(B(x0, 2r))

(1+ 2ε−2η
N

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)−1
( ˆ

RN

m(x)2dω(x)
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6 Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)ω(B(x0, r))

(1+ 2ε−2η
N

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)−1

ω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6 C,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that (1+ 2ε−2η
N

)+(1− 2
p
) = 2−p

p

(
N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1
)

and thus, (1 + 2ε−2η
N

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

− 1)−1 + (1− 2
p
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

− 1)−1 = 2−p
p
.

To estimate II, observe that if d(x0, x) > 2r, by the support and the cancellation condition
on a and the smoothness condition on the kernel K(x, y), we have

|m(x)| =
ˆ

‖y−x0)‖6r6 1
2
d(x0,x)

[K(x, y)−K(x, x0)]a(y)dω(y)

6 C

ˆ

d(x0,x)>2r>2‖y−x0‖

1

ω(B(x0, d(x0, x)))

(‖y − x0‖
‖x− x0‖

)ε( d(x0, x)
‖x− x0‖

)M
|a(y)|dω(y)

6 C
1

ω(B(x0, d(x0, x)))

( r

‖x− x0‖
)ε( d(x0, x)

‖x− x0‖
)M

ω(B(x0, r))
1− 1

p .

The estimate of m(x) for d(x0, x) > 2r and the doubling property on ω give

II ≤ Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)
(ˆ

d(x0,x)>2r

m(x)2ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))1+
2ε−2η

N dω(x)
)(N+2ε−2η

N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6 Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)

(
ˆ

d(x0,x)>2r

1

ω(B(x0, d(x0, x)))2

( r

‖x− x0‖
)2ε

×
( d(x0, x)
‖x− x0‖

)2M
ω(B(x0, ‖x− x0‖))1+

2ε−2η
N ω(B(x0, r))

2− 2
pdω(x)

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)−1

.

We now split {x : d(x0, x) > 2r} into annuli in terms of the Dunkl and Euclidean metrics as
follows.

II 6 Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)

(∑

j,k≥1

ˆ

d(x0,x)∼2jr
‖x−x0‖∼2kd(x0,x)

1

ω(B(x0, 2jr))2

( r

2k2jr

)2ε(
2−k
)2M

× ω(B(x0, 2
k2jr))1+

2ε−2η
N ω(B(x0, r))

2− 2
pdω(x)

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6 Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)

(∑

j,k≥1

ω(B(x0, 2
jr))

1

ω(B(x0, 2jr))2

( r

2k2jr

)2ε(
2−k
)2M

× ω(B(x0, 2
k2jr))1+

2ε−2η
N ω(B(x0, r))

2− 2
p

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)−1
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6 Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)

×
(∑

j,k≥1

2k·N2−2kε2−2jε
(
2−k
)2M

2k(2ε−2η)2j(2ε−2η)ω(B(x0, r))
2ε−2η

N
+2− 2

p

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6 Cω(B(x0, r))
(1− 2

p
)

(
ω(B(x0, r))

2ε−2η
N

+2− 2
p

)(N+2ε−2η
N

p
2−p

−1)−1

6 C,

where the third inequality follows from the doubling property of the measure ω, the fourth
inequality follows from the fact that M > N/2, η > 0, and the last inequality follows from
the fact that

1− 2

p
+
(2ε− 2η

N
+ 2− 2

p

)
·
(N+ 2ε− 2η

N

p

2− p
− 1
)−1

= 0.

Finally, by the fact that T ∗(1) = 0, we obtain that
´

RN m(x)dω(x) =
´

RN T (a)(x)dω(x) = 0
and hence m is the multiple of an (p, 2, ε, η) molecule. The proof of the sufficient implication
of Theorem 1.26 then follows from Theorem 1.25.

We now show the necessary condition of the Theorem 1.26 for the boundedness onHp
d (R

N , ω).
Indeed, we will prove a general result, that is, if T is bounded on L2(RN , ω) and onHp

d(R
N , ω)

then
´

RN T (f)(x)dω(x) = 0 for f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
d(R

N , ω). This follows from the following
general result.

Proposition 5.1. If f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
d(R

N , ω), N
N+ε

< p 6 1, then there exists a constant

C independent of the L2(RN , ω) norm of f such that

‖f‖p 6 C‖f‖Hp
d
.(5.9)

Assuming Proposition 5.1 for the moment, if f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp(RN , ω), by Proposition
5.1, then f ∈ Lp(RN , ω) ∩ L2(RN , ω). Hence, by interpolation, f ∈ L1(RN , ω). To see the
integral of f is zero, we apply the Calderón reproducing formula,

f(x) =
∑

k∈Z

∑

Q∈Qk

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ),

where the series converges in both L2(RN , ω) and Hp
d(R

N , ω). Let En(k,Q) be a finite set of
k ∈ Z and Q ∈ Qk and En(k,Q) tends to the whole set {(k,Q) : k ∈ Z, Q ∈ Qk}. Therefore,∑
Ec

n(k,Q)

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ) converges to zero as n tends to infinity in both L2(RN , ω)

and Hp
d(R

N , ω). We obtain that
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

f(x)dω(x)

∣∣∣∣

6
∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

∑

En(k,Q)

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)dω(x)
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

∑

Ec
n(k,Q)

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)dω(x)

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

∑

Ec
n(k,Q)

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)dω(x)
∣∣∣
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6 C‖
∑

Ec
n(k,Q)

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)‖Hp
d
+ C‖

∑

Ec
n(k,Q)

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)‖2,

where the second inequality follows from the fact that
ˆ

RN

∑

En(k,Q)

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)dω(x) = 0

by the cancellation property of Dk(x, xQ). Letting n tend to infinity gives the desired result
since the last two terms tend to zero as n tends to infinity.

Now suppose that T is bounded on both L2(RN , ω) and Hp
d(R

N , ω) and f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩
Hp

d(R
N , ω), then Tf ∈ L2(RN , ω)∩Hp

d(R
N , ω) and hence

´

RN Tf(x)dω(x) = 0. The necessary
implication of Theorem 1.26 is concluded.

It remains to show Proposition 5.1. The key idea of the proof is to apply the method of
atomic decomposition for subspace L2(RN , ω) ∩ Hp

cw(R
N , ω) as in the proof of Proposition

1.14. More precisely, if f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩Hp
cw(R

N , ω), we set

Ωl =
{
x ∈ X : Scw(f)(x) > 2l

}
,

Bl =

{
Q : ω(Q ∩ Ωl) >

1

2
ω(Q) and ω(Q ∩ Ωl+1) 6

1

2
ω(Q)

}

and
Ω̃l =

{
x ∈ R

N :M(χΩl
)(x) > 1/2

}
,

where Q are Christ’s dyadic cubes in space of homogeneous type (RN , ‖ · ‖, ω) and M is
the Hardy–Littlewood maximal function on RN with respect to the measure ω and hence,

ω(Ω̃l) 6 Cω(Ωl).
Applying the decomposition of f as in the proof of Proposition 1.14, we write

f(x) =

∞∑

l=−∞

∑

Q∈Bl

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ),

where the series converges in both L2(RN , ω) and Hp
cw(R

N , ω). Thus, for N

N+ε
< p 6 1,

‖f(x)‖pp ≤
∞∑

l=−∞
‖
∑

Q∈Bl

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)‖pp.

Note that if Q ∈ Bl then Q ⊆ Ω̃l. Therefore,
∑

Q∈Bl

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ) is supported in

Ω̃l. Applying Hölder inequality implies that

‖f(x)‖pp ≤
∞∑

l=−∞
µ(Ω̃l)

1− p
2‖
∑

Q∈Bl

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)‖p2.

As in the proof of Proposition 1.14, we have

‖
∑

Q∈Bl

ω(Q)Dk(x, xQ)D̃k(f)(xQ)‖2 6 C2lµ(Ω̃l)
1
2 ,

which gives

‖f(x)‖pp 6 C

∞∑

l=−∞
2lpµ(Ωl)

p ≤ C‖Scw(f)‖pp 6 C‖f‖p
Hp

cw
6 C‖f‖p

Hp
d
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since ω(Ω̃l) 6 Cω(Ωl). �

5.2. T1 Theorem on Dunkl-Hardy space Hp
d . We show the Theorem 1.27.

The proof of Theorem 1.27. By Proposition 5.1, we only need to show that if T is a
Dunkl-Calderón-Zygmund operator with T ∗(1) = 0, then T is bounded on the Dunkl-Hardy
space Hp

d(R
N , ω), N

N+ε
< p 6 1. Following a similar idea used for the proof of the T1 Theorem

1.8, we consider first that T also satisfies T (1) = 0. Since L2(RN , ω) ∩ Hp
d(R

N , ω) is dense
in Hp

d(R
N , ω), it suffices to show ‖T (f)‖Hp

d
6 C‖f‖Hp

d
for f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ Hp

d(R
N , ω). Ob-

serve that if f ∈ L2(RN , ω) ∩ Hp
d (R

N , ω), then f(x) =
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

w(Q)λQψQ(x, xQ) with

‖{
∞∑

j=−∞

∑
Q∈Qj

|λQ|2χQ}
1
2‖p 6 C‖f‖Hp

d
, where the series converges in both L2(RN , ω) and

HP
d (R

N , ω). We have

‖T (f)‖Hp
d
= ‖S

(
T (f)

)
‖p

= ‖{
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

|qQ
( ∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q′∈Qk

ω(Q′)λQ′T (ψQ′(·, x′Q)
)
(xQ)|2χQ}

1
2‖p

= ‖{
∞∑

j=−∞

∑

Q∈Qj

|
∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q′∈Qk

ω(Q′)λQ′qQTψQ′(xQ, x
′
Q)|2χQ}

1
2‖p.

Applying The Lemma 2.10, we get

|qQTψQ′(xQ, x
′
Q)| 6 Cr−|k−j|ε′ 1

V (x, y, r−j∨−k + d(x, y))

( r−j∨−k

r−j∨−k + d(x, y)

)γ

and then applying the Lemma 4.2 implies that

‖T (f)‖Hp
d
6 C‖{

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

Q′∈Qk

|λQ′|2χQ′} 1
2‖p 6 C‖f‖Hp

d
.

To remove the condition T (1) = 0, set T̃ = T − ΠT1. Then T̃ (1) = (T̃ )∗(1) = 0, so T̃ is
bounded on Hp

d(R
N , ω). By a classical result, ΠT1 is bounded on the classical Hardy space

Hp
cw and thus, T is bounded on Hp

d(R
N , ω). �

Finally, we show the Theorem 1.28.

The proof of Theorem 1.28. All we need to do is to check that Rj(x, y), the kernel of
the Dunkl-Riesz transforms satisfy the conditions in the Theorem 1.27. Indeed, it is known
that Rj, 1 6 j 6 N are bounded on L2(RN , ω) and H1

d(R
N , ω), see [8]. Then by Proposition

5.1 and then the proof of the necessary condition for Theorem 1.27, Rj(1) = 0 and hence,
(Rj)

∗(1) = 0 since the Dunk-Riesz transforms are convolution operators. It remains to see
that Rj(x, y) satisfy all kernel conditions. To this end, observe that

̂(Rj(f))(ξ) = −i ξj‖ξ‖ f̂(ξ),

for j = 1, 2, · · · , N.
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Note that

Rj(f) = −Tj(△)−1/2f = −c
ˆ ∞

0

Tje
t△f

dt√
t

and

et△f(x) =

ˆ

RN

ht(x, y)f(y)dω(y),

where the integral converges in L2 and ht(x, y) is the heat kernel. For all x, y ∈ RN and
t > 0,

Tjht(x, y) =
yj − xj

2t
ht(x, y).

We write the Riesz transforms as follows:

Rjf(x) =

ˆ

RN

Rj(x, y)f(y)dω(y).

To estimate the kernel Rj(x, y), we recall the following estimates for the Dunkl-heat kernel
given in [22, Theorem 3.1]

(a) There are constants C, c > 0 such that

|ht(x, y)| 6 C
1

V (x, y,
√
t)

(
1 +

‖x− y‖√
t

)−2

e−cd(x,y)2/t,

for every t > 0 and for every x, y ∈ RN .
(b) There are constants C, c > 0 such that

|ht(x, y)− h(x, y′)| 6 C

(‖y − y′‖√
t

)
1

V (x, y,
√
t)

(
1 +

‖x− y‖√
t

)−2

e−cd(x,y)2/t,

for every t > 0 and for every x, y, y′ ∈ RN such that ‖y − y′‖ <
√
t.

We now estimate the kernel Rj(x, y) as follows.

|Rj(x, y)| . |yj − xj |
ˆ ∞

0

1

V (x, y,
√
t)

t

‖x− y‖2e
−cd(x,y)2/t dt

t
√
t

6
1

‖x− y‖

(
ˆ d(x,y)2

0

+

ˆ ∞

d(x,y)2

)
1

V (x, y,
√
t)
e−cd(x,y)2/t dt√

t

=: I1 + I2.

For t 6 d(x, y)2, by using the doubling condition we have that

ω(B(x, d(x, y))) .
(d(x, y)√

t

)N
ω(B(x,

√
t))

and hence

(5.10) V (x, y,
√
t)−1 .

1

ω(B(x,
√
t))

.
(d(x, y)√

t

)N 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

We obtain

I1 .
1

‖x− y‖
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

ˆ d(x,y)2

0

(d(x, y)√
t

)N
e−cd(x,y)2/t dt√

t
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.
1

‖x− y‖
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

ˆ d(x,y)2

0

d(x, y)N

t
1+N

2

( t

d(x, y)2

) 1+N

2

dt

.
d(x, y)

‖x− y‖
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

It is clear that for t > d(x, y)2, by using the reversed doubling condition,

( √
t

d(x, y)

)N
ω(B(x, d(x, y))) . Cω(B(x,

√
t)),

we get

I2 .
1

‖x− y‖

ˆ ∞

d(x,y)2

1

V (x, y, d(x, y))

d(x, y)N

t
1+N

2

dt

.
d(x, y)

‖x− y‖
1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

To see the smoothness estimates, we write

|Rj(x, y)− Rj(x, y
′)| 6 c|yj − y′j|

ˆ ∞

0

|ht(x, y)− ht(x, y
′)| dt
t
√
t

6 c|yj − y′j|
(
ˆ ‖x−y‖2

0

+

ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖2

)
|ht(x, y)− ht(x, y

′)| dt
t
√
t

=: II1 + II2.

Since ‖y − y′‖ < 1
2
d(x, y), we have d(x, y′) 6 3

2
d(x, y)

II1 .
‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖2

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

ˆ ‖x−y‖2

0

(d(x, y)√
t

)N
e−cd(x,y)2/t dt√

t

.
‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖2

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

ˆ ‖x−y‖2

0

d(x, y)N

t
1+N

2

( t

d(x, y)2

)N
2

dt

.
‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

To estimate II2, we have ‖y − y′‖ < 1
2
d(x, y) ≤ 1

2
‖x− y‖ <

√
t and the above condition (b)

gives

II2 . ‖yj − y′j‖
ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖2
‖y − y′‖ 1

V (x, y,
√
t)
e−cd(x,y)2/tdt

t2

. ‖y − y′‖2 1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))

ˆ ∞

‖x−y‖2
t−2dt

.
‖y − y′‖
‖x− y‖

1

ω(B(x, d(x, y)))
.

The estimate of the smoothness for x variable is similar. We conclude that Rj , 1 6 j 6 N,
satisfy all conditions in the Theorem 1.27 and hence, the Dunk-Riesz transforms are bounded
on the Dunkl-Hardy space Hp

d (R
N , ω) for N

N+1
< p ≤ 1. �
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