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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 T1 theorem, the criterion for the boundedness on L? 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
L? theory and the singular integral operator theory play crucial roles. New tools developed
in this paper include the weak-type discrete Calderén 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 L%, 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-Calderén-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 Calderén-Zygmund singular
integrals on space of homogeneous type. Moreover, we establish the 7T'1 theorem to provide
the criterion for the boundedness on L? for the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral op-
erators. Further, we also establish the Littlewood-Paley theory and the Dunkl-Hardy spaces
HY for p < 1 and close to 1, in which H when p < 1 was missing in the Dunkl literature. We
characterize HY 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 L? theory and the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator theory. New
tools developed in this paper are new test functions and distributions, the weak-type discrete
Calderén 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 L'(R”), extends to an isometry of
L?*(RY) 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

~

Fla)=en [ Bl —in)fEo)ds

where the usual character e ¥ is replaced by E(z, —iy) = Vi.(e7*¥))(z) for some positive
linear operator V,, and the weight functions h,, are invariant under a finite reflection group G
on RY see [19]. Particularly, the Dunkl transform satisfies the Plancheral identity, namely,
Ifll = [Ifll2 and if the parameter x = 0, then h.(z) = 1 and V, = id, thus the Dunkl
transform becomes the classical Fourier transform.

The classical Fourier transform behaves well with the translation operator. However, the
measure h2(z)dz 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

7,1 (x) = E(y, —ix) f ()

for all z € RY.

When the function f is in the Schwartz class, the above equality holds pointwise. As an
operator on L*(R™ h?), 7, is bounded. However, it is not at all clear whether the translation
operator can be defined for LP functions with p # 2. Even the L” boundedness of 7, on the
dense subspace of Schwartz class for p # 2 is still open. So far, an explicit formula for 7, is
known only in the cases: when f is a radial function or when G = Z%. To be precise, in [40]
it was proved that if f is a radial Schwartz function and f(z) = fo(||z||), then

7yl @) = Valfo((l21 + [lyl* = 2ll= /g2’ )W),

where 2/ = ”i—” for non-zero z € RV.

For f,g € L*>(RY,h2), their convolution can be defined in terms of the translation operator
by

freg(z) = " )29 (y)h2(y)dy,

where ¢ (y) = g(—y).

In [I9], 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

N N
space RN by (z,4) = S a;y, and the corresponding norm by ||lz|| = {3 |#;]?}2. Let
i=1 j=1
B(z,r) = {y € RY : ||l — y|| < r} stand for the ball with center z € RY and radius

r > 0. Let R be a root system in RY normalized so that (a,a) = 2 for « € R with R, a
fixed positive subsystem, and G be the finite reflection group generated by the reflections o,
(a € R), where o,x = x — {a, z)a for x € RY. We set

V(z,y,r) = max{w(B(z,r)),w(B(y,r))}
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and denote d(z,y) = miél ||x — o(y)|| by the distance (the so-called Dunkl ”metric”) between
S

two G-orbits O(z) and O(y). Obviously, d(z,y) < ||z — y||,d(z,y) = d(y,z) and d(x,y) <
d(z,2) +d(z,y) for all z,y, 2 € RY. Moreover, w(B(x,7)) ~ w(B(y,r)) when d(x,y) ~ r, and
w(B(z,7)) < w(Bg(z,r)) < |Glw(B(x,7)), where By(z,r) == {y € RN : d(z,y) < r}.

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

dw(z) = [ e, )"V da
aER

be the associated measure in RY, (see [8]), where, here and subsequently, dz stands for the

Lebesgue measure in RY. We denote by N = N + > k(a) the homogeneous dimension of
acR
the system. Clearly,

w(B(tz,tr)) = tNw(B(z,r))

and
1

[ t@iste) = [ st

for f € LY RN, w), t > 0.
Observe that for z € RY and r > 0,

w(B(,r)) ~ N T (e, z)] + 7)™

acER
and hence, inf w(B(z,1)) = ¢ > 0.
xRN
Moreover,
N N

B

(1.1) c(2) < wB(z,r2) <o for 0<m <rs.
1 w(B(z,m)) 1

This implies that dw(x) satisfies the doubling and reverse doubling properties, that is, there
is a constant C' > 0 such that for all z € RV, r > 0 and A > 1,

(1.2) C'\NWw(B(x,7)) < w(B(x, M) < CANw(B(x,7)).
The Dunkl operators 7} are defined by

r() f(x) — floa(z))

a€ERT
where ey, -- -, ey are the standard unit vectors of RV,
N
The Dunkl Laplacian related to R and & is the operator A = > sz, which is equivalent
j=1

to

Af(x) = Dpnf(x) + Y r(a)daf (@),

aER
where 0, f(z) = 2@ _ [@-f(oa@)

(a,) (av,z)2

The operator A is essentially self-adjoint on L?*(RY,w)([8]) and generates the heat semi-
group

Hof(x) = ¢ f(x) = / he(, 9)f () deo(y).

RN
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where the heat kernel h(x,y) is a C* function for all t > 0, z,y € RY and satisfies hy(x,y) =

ht(yvx) > (0 and fRN ht(xvy)dw(y) = 1.
The Poisson semigroup is given by

T du
| e ois@s

1
uz

[NIES

Pf(z)=m"

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

{ (0F + Ag)u(x,t) =0,
u(z,0) = f(x)

in the half-space RY, see [3].

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 [§], the Littlewood-Paley
theory was established and the Hardy space H*(R") was characterized by the area integrals,
maximal fuction and the Riesz transforms, see also [7]. The atomic decomposition of H*(RY)
was provided in [21]. The boundedness of singular integral convolution operators and the
Hormander multipliers was given by [22] and [23], respectively. See [2| [3] 4], Bl [6], 15], 14] [16,
18, 201 32, 33], 37, 38, 39, 41], 42}, 43, 45] for other topics related to the Dunkl setting.

Some natural questions arise: Are there the Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator
theory, particularly, the T'1 theorem, the Littlewood-Paley theory and Hardy spaces HP(R")
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
RY 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 Calderon-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 Calderén reproducing formula. To see this,
let 1) be a Schwartz function satisfying the following conditions:

(i) supp ¢ C {eeRY:1/2 < ¢ <2}
(i1) )@(é)) > C' >0 for all 3/5 < |¢] < 5/3.

Calderén in [I0] provided the following formula:

o0

(1.3) F=) duxtn*lf,

k=—o00

where ¢ satisfies the properties similar to 1, ¢ (x) = 2*Ve)(2kz), the series converges in
L*(RY). We point out that the Fourier transform is the main tool to show the above formula.

This formula is called to be the Calderén reproducing formula. Based on this formula, one
can define the following square function
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The Littlewood-Paley LP, 1 < p < oo, theory is given by the following estimates:
IS ~ N f1lp-

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 Calderén reproducing formula:

(1.4) f@)y =Y > |Qleglx — zq)tq = f(zq).

k=—00 Q

where ¢ and 1 are same as in the formula (L3]), @ are all dyadic cubes with the side length
27% po = dr, Vg = U, g are all dyadic points at the left lower corner of @) and the series
converges in LP(RY), 1 < p < 0o, 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 Calderén reproducing formula depends on
the compact support of the Fourier transform.

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

. 1/2
(1.5) Sa(f)(x) :{ > ZI@DQ*f(xQ)IQXQ(x)} :

k=—c0 Q

See [25] for more details.

To generalize the classical Calderén-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 [I3] 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 L?. To be precise, spaces
they considered are (X, p, ) with quasi-metric p satisfying some regularity properties and
measure j satisfying the condition pu(B(z,7)) ~ 7™, n > 0, which is much stronger than the
doubling condition. Applying Coifman’s approximation to the identity, that is, {Si}>__ is
an approximation to the identity on L*(X, ) where {Si(z,y)}?>,, the kernels of {S;}2> .
satisfy certain size and regularity conditions, and together using Coifman’s decomposition of
the identity on L?, namely

- (£7) (50

(16) k=—o00 k=—o00 Jj=—00
= > DiDj+ Y DDj=Ty+ Ry,
lk—j|<N |k—j|>N

where Dy = Sigi1 — Sk, David, Journé and Semmes proved that Ry is bounded on LP(X),
1 < p < oo, with the operator norm less than 1 if N is large enough and thus, Tﬁl, the

inverse of Ty, is bounded on LP(X),1 < p < oo. Denote DY = > Dy, for k € Z, they
lil<N
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obtained the following Calderén-type reproducing formulae:

(1.7) f= Z TN'DYD Z D.DNT(f)

k=—o00 k=—o00

where the series converge in LP(X),1 < p < oo. 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 e LP(X),1 < p < oo,

e < [{ 3 10u0E)
k=—00

Applying the above Littlewood-Paley estimates, they showed the remarkable T'1 theorem on
such spaces of homogeneous type.

However, the presence of the operator T]§1 prevents one from developing Littlewood-Paley
characterizations for other spaces, such as the Hardy spaces, by simply applying the Calderén-
type formula in ([3]). To obtain the Calderén reproducing formula similar to one given in
([C3), in [31], the space of test functions, M(X), a suitable analogue of S, (R?) was intro-
duced. The key idea is to show that T’y 'is a Calderén-Zygmund operator whose kernel has
some additional second order smoothness and is bounded on M(X). Since then T' DY sat-
isfy nice estimates sufficiently similar to those satisfied by Dy, itself. Precisely, the Calderon
reproducing formula provided in [31] is given by the following: There exist families of oper-

ators {5k}k and {Dk}zi_oo such that

< Ol fllerx)

LP(X)

(1.8) f= Z Eka(f) = Z Dka(f)

k=—o00 k=—00

where the series converge in the norms of the space LP(X),1 < p < 0o, the space M(X) and
the dual space (M(X))’, respectively.

Note that the formula in (L8) is similar to that in (L3). In [28], applying Coifman’s
decomposition of the identity together with the boundedness of Calderén-Zygmund operators
satisfying the second order smoothness on the test function space, the following discrete
Calderon reproducing formula was established:

(1L9)  f= Z > ou(@ )Di(ar, 2q) Di(f Z > (@) Di(, 1) Di(f) (wq),

k=—oc0 @ k=—oc0 Q

where () are dyadic cubes in the sense of Christ, xg are any fixed point in (), and the series
converge in the norms of the space LP(X),1 < p < oo, the space M(X) and the dual space
(M(X))', respectively.

We remark that the Calderén-Zygmund operator theory plays a crucial role for the proofs
of the Calderén reproducing formulae in (L8) and (L9)). Using formulae (L9), the Hardy
space HP theory was established, which includes the Littlewood-Paley characterization of
HP?  atomic decomposition and dual space of H?, and the T'1 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, p, i), where the quasi-metric p satisfies
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some regularity properties and the measure y satisfies the doubling condition and the reverse
doubling condition, that is, there are constants £ > 0 and ¢ € (0, 1] such that

(1.10) N u(B(x,r)) < p(B(z, Ar))

forallz € X, 0 <r < sup p(z,y)/2 and 1 < X < sup p(z,y)/2r.
z,yeX z,yeX

Applying Coifman’s approximation to the identity and Coifman’s decomposition of the
identity together with some modified test functions, they provided the discrete Calderon
reproducing formulae as in ([L9]) and established the Hardy space theory in this setting. We
would like to point out that the reverse doubling condition of  and the Calderén-Zygmund
operator theory play a crucial role for the boundedness of T 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 p is key fact for constructing Coifman’s
approximation to the identity and the reverse doubling condition is crucial to get the bound-
edness of Ty, ! on the space of test functions. To develop the Littlewood-Paley theory on space
of homogeneous (X, p, 1), where the quasi-metric p has no any regularity and the measure p
satisfies the doubling condition only, a new approach is required.

Adapting the developed randomized dyadic structure on space of homogeneous type (X, p, 1)
where p is the quasi-metric without any regularity and the measure pu satisfies the doubling
condition only, in [9], Auscher and Hyténen builded a remarkable orthonormal basis of Holder-
continuos wavelet with exponential decay. Using this wavelet basis they provided a universal
Calderén reproducing formula to study and develop function spaces theory and singular in-
tegrals. More precisely, they discussed LP,1 < p < oo spaces, BMO and gave a proof of
the T'1 theorem in this general setting. See more details in [9]. Applying Auscher-Hyténen’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-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral op-
erators and the T'1 theorem; (ii) the Littlewood-Paley theory and the Hardy spaces; (iii) the
boundedness for the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operators, particularly, the
Dunkl-Rieze transforms, on the Dunkl-Hardy space.

1.2.1. Dunkl-Calderon-Zygmund singular integral operator and T'1 theorem.

As mentioned above, we can consider the Dunkl setting, (R™,]| - ||,w), as a space of ho-
mogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Wiess. Note that the measure w satisfies the
doubling and the reverse doubling properties. Let CJ(RY),n > 0, denote the space of con-
tinuous functions f with compact support and

flx) = fly
10y = sup LD IO
ity T =yl
The classical Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator in (RY, || - ||,w) is defined by the
following
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Definition 1.1. An operator T : CJ/(RY) — (CJ(RY))" with > 0, is said to be a Calderén-
Zygmund singular integral operator if K (z,y), the kernel of T, satisfies the following esti-
mates: for some 0 < e < 1,

C
- K@< SEG e =)
for all = # y;
(1.12) K (z,y) — K(2/,y)| < <||x_$,“)6 C
’ ’ le—yll/ w(Blz «—yl)

for [l — || < 3llz — yll;

/ ||y_y/|| ‘ ¢
(1.13) u«%w—%«ayﬂ<(ux_mﬂLAB@mx—mm

for ||y — ¢/|| < 3llz — y||. Moreover,

@99 = [ [ Kani@oa@in

for supp f Nsupp g = 0.

See [30] for more details.

However, the following motivation leads to consider a new class of the Calderén-Zygmund
singular integral operators in the Dunkl setting. Recall that p;(z,y) is the Dunkl-Poisson ker-
nel. Applying the size and smoothness conditions of p;(x, y)(see [2I]) implies that K(z,y) =
J57 pe(, y) 2 satisfies the following estimates( see the Proposition Z1lin Section 2): for any
0<e<,

1 d(a:,’y) €
K@) 2 5 awa e = o)

for all x # y;

/ ly = ¥'ll\e 1 d@y) \¢
|K(z,y) — K(z,y')| £ ( d(z,y) ) W(B(:c,d(:c,y)))<||$ - y”)

for |ly — /|| < d(x,y)/2;

\K(2',y) — K(z,y)| < (Hx — 2| 1 <|d(a:,y) )5

for ||z — 2'|| < d(z,y)/2.
This motivation leas to introduce the following Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral
operators.

Definition 1.2. An operator 7' : CJ(RY) — (CJ(RY)) with n > 0, is said to be a Dunkl-
Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator if K (z,y), the kernel of T', satisfies the following
estimates: for some 0 < ¢ < 1,

1 ( d(z,y) )e

(1.14) |M%M5ww@@mw»uw—w
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for all = # y;

Iw—yﬂy 1
le —yl| / w(B(z,d(z,y)))

(1.15) K (e,y) = K(z.)| 5 (

for |y — /|| < d(wx,y)/2;
|z — w’ll)ff 1
|z —yll / w(B(z,d(z,y)))

(1.16) K y) = K(z.y)] S (

for ||z —2'|| < d(x,y)/2.
Moreover,

Tna) = [ [ K ns@gtiseds)

for suppf N suppg = 0.
A Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator is said to be the Dunkl-Calderén-
Zygmund operator if it extends a bounded operator on L*(RY).

We remark that the size and regularity conditions of the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular
integral operator are much weaker than the classical Calderén-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 w in (L2), w(B(z, ||z — y|)) = w(B(z, =4l .

? d(z,y)
d(z,y)) > C (=) o(B(x, d(z,y))). Thus,

d(z,y)
1 d(z,y) \N !
(1.17) (B, [t =) S <||x = yll) w(B(z,d(z,y)))
d(x,y) \¢ 1
(1.18) <Hx—y||) w(B(z,d(z,y)))

and if |l — /]| < 3d(z.y) < 4l — y]l, then,

le—oye 1 le— e 1 A, y) \ ¥
=) smer = <CGrmt) somaeam (o)
le—lye 1
<C(=) sEmaT

Further, if K (x,y) satisfies the above size condition (ILL.I4]), then K (z,y) is locally integrable
in {RY x RY : 2 # y}. Indeed, for any fixed z € RY and 0 < § < R < oo, by the doubling
properties of the measure w, (see the details in Section 2)

1 d(z,y) R
K(x,y)|dw(y <C—/ dw(y) < C—= < o0.
/6<||x—y||<R | ( )‘ ( ) 0 d(z,y)<R W(B(xv d(SL’, y)) ( ) 0

It is well known that if 7" is the classical Calderén-Zygmund operator on RY, then 7T is
bounded on LP(RY), 1 < p < oo, from HY(RY) to L'(RY) and from L>®(RY) to BMO(RY).
These results still hold for the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operators.

(1.19)

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderon-Zygmund operator. Then T is bounded
on LP(RY,w),1 < p < oo, from HY RN w) to LY(RY,w) and from L= (RY,w) to BMO4(RY,w).
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Here H}(RY™ w) is the Dunkl-Hardy space introduced in [§] and BMO4(RY, w) is the
classical BMO function defined in (RY, || - ||, w), 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 L?(R™,w) boundedness of T. However, beyond the convolution operators, it becomes
indispensable to obtain a criterion for L*(RY,w) continuity. As Meyer pointed out that
without such a criterion of the L?(RY w), the theory of the Calderén-Zygmund singular
integral operators collapses like a house of cards. In the classical case, one such criterion is
the remarkable T'1 theorem of David and Journé. In Dunkl setting, we have a similar 7T'1
theorem.

Before describing the T'1 theorem, we need to extend the definition of the Dunkl-Calderén-
Zygmund operators to bounded functions in C"(R"). The idea for doing this is to define T'()
for b € C"(RY), as a distribution on Cfy(RY) = {f : f € Cf, [on f(z)dw(z) = 0}. To this
end, given f € Cfo(RY) with the support contained in the ball B(xo, R) for some o € RY
and R > 0. Let n(z) = 1 for « € By(zo,2R) and n(z) = 0 for x € (Bgy(zo,4R))°. Write
b=mnb+ (1 —n)band formlly, (Tb, f) = (T'(bn), f) + (T'(1 — n)b, f). The first term (Tbn, f)
is well defined. By the cancellation condition of f and the fact that if x € supp f and
Yy € suppn, we can write

@a=mp.) = [ [ K@) = nm)b) o)
= [ ) = Kl =m0 (@)dl) o).

Observe that when z € B(zg, R) and y ¢ By(zo,2R), |z — 0| < R < 3d(xo,y). Applying
the smoothness condition of K (z,y) implies that

/RN /RN |K(z,y) — K(x0,y)||f(x)|dw(y)dw(x)

[ = ol

1 e
<C /nm—xo||<R /d(xo,y)>23 w(B(zo,y)) ( 20 — ?/H) | f(2)]dw(y)dw(x)

1 ||55 - 930|| €
< C/Hm—onéR /d(;p07y)>2R W(B(l’o,y)) ( d(l’o, y) ) |f(:)3)|dw(y)dw(x)
< Clflh

and thus, (T, f) is well defined. It is easy to see that this definition is independent of the

!
choice of the function 1. Therefore, T'(b) is a distribution in (Cg’o) . Now T'(1) = 0 means

that for any f € C,, (T'1, f) = 0. This is equivalent to 7%(f) = 0 for any f € Cf,. The
definition of 7%(1) = 0 is defined similarly.

If considering (RY, ] - ||,w) 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 € Cg(RY) with
suppf,g C B(xg,t) and zp € R",t > 0, then there exists a constant C' such that

(T f,9)] < Cw(B(xo, )t fllnllglly-
Indeed, if f € CJ(RY) with suppf C B(zo,t) and zo € R™,t > 0, then

wmzémyﬂwwmwzémﬂww—ﬂmﬂw,
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where ¢ < ||z —zo|| < 2t and thus, f(z1) = 0. This implies that [, | f(2z)—f(z1)[*dw(z) <
Ct*|| fll3w(B(xo, t)) and we get

1£1l2 < C(w(B(zo, 1)) " t"I|.f ]l

Suppose that T is bounded on L?(RY w) and f,g € CJ(RY) with suppf,g C B(wo,t) and
xo € R" ¢ > 0, then

(L < NNl < Cwo(Blo, )| £l gl

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

1/2

Definition 1.4. The Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator 7" with the distri-
bution kernel K (z,y) is said to have the weak boundedness property if there exist 7 > 0 and
C < oo such that

(K, )] < Cmax{w(B(xo, 7)), w(B(yo, 7))}

for all f € CJ(RYxRY) with supp(f) C B(wo,7)xB(yo,7), 70,50 € R, || fllec < L, I (-, »)lly <
r~" for all y € RY and || f(z,-)|l, < r~7 for all z € R,

If the operator T" has the weak boundedness property, we denote by T € W BP. It is easy
to see that if the operator 7" is bounded on L?(RY), then T satisfies the weak boundedness
property defined by the Definition [I.4]

It is well known that in the classical case, the almost orthogonal estimates are fundamental
tools for the proof of the T'1 theorem. The following result provides such a tool in the Dunkl
setting.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that T is the Dunkl-Calderdn-Zygmund singular integral operator
with T(1) = T*(1) = 0 and T € WBP. Then T maps M(S,~,r,xo) to M(5,~,r,xo) with
0 < pB <e0<v <~v< e, where € is the exponent of the reqularity of the kernel of T.
Moreover, there exists a constant C such that

1T M550 ,r00) < CNF llbasm,00) -
Here M(,~, r, xo) and I\\7[[(ﬁ, v, 7, xo) are defined by following

Definition 1.6. A function f(x) is said to be a smooth molecule for 0 < 5 < 1,7 > 0,r >0
and some fixed zy € RY, if f(z) satisfies the following conditions:

1 r !
(120) |f(l’)| < CV([L’,ZL’O,T —Fd(l',l'o)) (T+ ||w - wOH) |

) - pa) < (B2 I/”)B{v@,xo,ridu,xo)) (Fe==)

+ : e =aa) S
V(2! zo, 7+ d(x',x0)) \r + ||2" — @] ’

(1.22) - f(x)dw(x) = 0.
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If f(z) is a smooth molecule, we denote f(z) by f € M(B,v,r, zo) and define the norm of f

by
| flIi(8,7,r00) := inf{C : (L20) — (L2T)) hold}.

Observe that t0;p;(x,y) with p;, the Poisson kernel, is the smooth molecule with §,~ <
1,r =t, 29 = y for fixed y, and it is also the smooth molecule for xy = z for x is fixed.

Definition 1.7. A function f(z) is said to be a weak smooth molecule for 0 < g < 1,7 >
0,7 > 0 and some fixed zy € RY, if f(x) satisfies the following conditions:

1 r !
(1.23) ol S O a2 (r +d(w, :co)) |

)= < () (ot (raterse).

+ : (rdatag)
V(x!, o, + d(2, 20)) \r + d(x’, 20) ’

(1.24)

(1.25) - f(x)dw(x) = 0.

If f(x) is a weak smooth molecule, we denote f(z) by f € M(8,~,r, o) and define the norm

of f by
115257 0y = InF{C: (C23) — (C2A) hold}.

We remark that all ||z — z¢|| and ||z’ — 2| in the smooth molecule are placed by d(x, z)
and d(2', xy) in the weak smooth molecule, respectively.

Now we can state the T'1 theorem for Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operators
by the following

Theorem 1.8. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderon-Zygmund singular integral operator.
Then T extends to a bounded operator on L*(RY,w) if and only if (a) T(1)(z) € BMOg(RY,w);
(b) T*(1)(z) € BMO4RY,w); (¢c) T € WBP.

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

1.2.2.  Calderon reproducing formula and Littlewood-Paley theory on LP,1 < p < 0.

We begin with the Calderén reproducing formula. Thanks [§], the authors provided such
a formula as follows: for f € L*(RY w)

(1.20) fla) = [ vora f@)

where ¢, f = t%pt f with p; is the Poisson kernel as mentioned above and i) € C§°(B(0,1/4))
is a radial function with [ ¥ (2)dw(z) = 0.
Write

% = Ty (f) (@) + Ri(f)(2) + Ras () (2),

f<x>=/0°0¢t*qt*f<x>
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where
Ty (f) —Inr Z Z Q)j(x, xq)q; * f(xg),
]——oerQJ
i+l d
Z/ o F@) — v, v g, = F@)] &
and

R0 ==t 3 3 [ teu « F0) = e s = Soa)] ),

j=—00 QeI

where 1 = V5, q; = @3, with 1 <1 < 1 for some fixed 7o, Q7 is the collection of all " r-dyadic
cubes” @ with the side length 7= ~J for M is some fixed large integer, and z¢ is any fixed
point in the cube Q.

Applying the Coifman’s decomposition of the identity on L*(RY) gives

[:TM+R1+RM.

We will show that R; and Rj; are Dunkl-Calderon-Zygmund operators and the boundedness
of Ry and Ry on L*(RY, w) and LP(RYN w), 1 < p < oo, follows from the Cotlar-Stein Lemma
and Theorem [[3] respectively. Moreover, |Ry + Ra||,, < 1 which implies that (7)™, the
inverse of T)y, exists and is bounded on LP(RY w),1 < p < oo. This yields the following
weak-type discrete Calderén reproducing formula:

Theorem 1.9. If f € L*(RY,w) N LP(RY,w),1 < p < oo, then there exists a function
h € L*(RY,w) N LP(RY, w), such that || fll2 ~ [|h]l2 and || ], ~ Al

Z > w(@Quy(e2q)gh(zq),

Jj=—00 QGQJ

where q;h(x) = q; * h(x), the series converges in LAHRY w) N LP(RY, w) with ¥; = ,5,q; =
Gri, 1 <1 < 1o, for some fized ro, ()7 is the collection of all "r-dyadic cubes” Q) with the side
length r==3 for M is some fized large integer, and x¢ is any fived point in the cube Q.

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

Definition 1.10. For f € L*(RY, w), S(f), the discrete Littlewood—Paley square function of
f, is defined by

> 1/2
(1.27) SN ={ X > laaf@a)lrel)}
Jj=—00 QeQI
where g = ¢; when @ € @7 and xg(z) is the characteristical function of the cube Q.

Applying the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator theory, the Littlewood-
Paley LP,1 < p < oo, estimates are given by the following

Theorem 1.11. There exist two constants C' and C" such that for LP(RY w),1 < p < oo,
C'lI £l < ISHp < ClF -
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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 € L*(RY,w) as follows:

Definition 1.12. For f € L*(RY, w), | f|[zz, the Dunkl-Hardy space norm of f, is defined
by [[fllmz == [[S()llp for 0 < p < 1.

Using the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator theory, the weak-type dis-
crete Calderén reproducing formula for f € L*(RY, w) with respect to the Dunkl-Hardy space
norm is given by the following:

Theorem 1.13. If f € L*(RY,w) with | fllgz < oo, for g < P < 1, then there exists a
function h € L*(RN,w), such that || f||a ~ ||h||2, [ f Lz ~ (|7l 2 and

Z > w(@o(x, 2q)ggh(xq),

Jj=—00 QGQJ

where g = ¥;,qo = q; for Q € @ and the series converges in L*(RY,w) norm and the
Dunkl-Hardy space norm.

We remark that the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator theory plays a
crucial role to obtain the sharp range Nlﬂ < p < 1 which is the same as the classical case.

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

Proposition 1.14. For f,g € L*(RY,w) and
such that

N —7 <P < 1, then there exists a constant C

[ < Cllf T llgllenos.

Here for L?(R"Y, w) function, the norm of the Dunkl-Carleson measure space C MOY(RY | w)
is defined by

Definition 1.15. Suppose that f € L*(RY,w). The norm of f € CMOY(RY,w) is defined
by
1/2
flowog = sup {——= 3~ w(@s o)’} < ox
P rw(P)r " ocp
for 0 < p < 1, where P runs over all dyadic cubes and g = ¢; when Q € Q.

The above Proposition [[L14 means that each function f € L*(RY, w) with [ fll 7 < oo can
be considered as a continuous linear functional on L*(RY,w) N CMOY (RN, w), the subspace
of g € L*(RY,w) with the Dunkl-Carleson measure space norm ||g||casor < oo. Therefore,
one can consider L?(RY, w) N CMOY(RY, w) as a new test function space and define the
Dunkl-Hardy space HY as the collection of some distributions on L*(RY,w)NCMOL(RY, w).
More precisely, the Dunkl-Hardy space is defined by the following

Definition 1.16. The Dunkl-Hardy space H(RY,w), Nlil < p < 1, is defined by the collec-

tion of all distributions f € (L*(RY,w) N CMOY(RY,w))’ such that

Z > w(@Agvg(w, 2q)

j=—00 QeQJ
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o0 1/2
with ||{ >y |)\Q|2XQ} |, < oo, where the series converges in the distribution sense
j=—00 Qer
and g = 1, if Q € (.
If f e HY(RY,w), the norm of f is defined by

g = int {[{ 323 Palratm)}”

j=—00 QeQJ

)

where the infimum is taken over all f(z) = Z > w(@Q) AU (z, xq).

Jj=—00 QeQI

') 1/2 ')
We remark that if H{ oo ‘)\QPXQ} |, < oo, then theseries > > w(Q)Aovg(x,xg)
Jj=—00QeQi J=—00QeQI
defines a distribution in (L*(RY,w) N CMOY(RY,w))". See the proof in the Section 4.
The following theorem is very useful in the proof of the boundedness for the Dunkl-

Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operators on the Dunkl-Hardy spaces H%(RY, w).
Theorem 1.17.

HP(RY w) = L2(RN,w) N HY (RN, w),

where L2(RN,w) N HY is the collection of all distributions f € (L*(RY,w) N CMOYRYN,w)Y
such that there exists a sequence {f,}2>, in L*(RY,w) with || f, — fmllgz — 0 as n,m — oo.
Moreover, f, converges to f in (L*(RY,w) N CMOY(RYN, w))'.

As a direct consequence of Theorem [[LI7] we obtain the following

Corollary 1.18. The subspace L*(RY,w) N HY (RN, w) is dense in HY(RYN,w) for g7 < p <
1.

It is well known that the atomic decomposition is a powerful tool for the boundedness of the
classical Calderén-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) C Q, where @Q is a cube in RY; (ii) |jalls < w(Q)%_%; (iii)
f]RN atxr = 0.

Theorem 1.19. Suppose Nlil < 1. If f € HY(RYN,w) then f has an atomic decomposi-

tion. More precisely, f(x) = Z Aja;(z), where all a; are (2,p) atoms and

j=—00
S NP <l

j=—00
for some constant C.
Conversely, if f has an atomic decomposition f(x) = Y. Na;(z), then f € HJ(RY, w)

j=—o0

1, <€ S NP

j=—o0

and
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1.2.4. Boundedness of Dunkl-Calderon-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 € C*(RY \ {0}) such that

(i) sup }/ K(z)dw(z)| < o0,
0<a<b<oo a<|z|<b
() [ a@)| < Ol for ait 5] <
505 (@) < Clle or a < s,
(iii) lim K(x)dw(z) = L, where L € C.
£—0 e<|z|<1

Set K'(x) = K(x)(1 — ¢($)), where ¢ is a fixed radial C*°-function supported by the unit

ball B(0,1) such that ¢(x) =1 for |lz|| < 5. The following result was shown in [23]:

Theorem 1.21. Suppose that T'(f)(x) = f * K'(x) where K(x) satisfies the above condi-
tions. Then the limit Pr%f x K'(x) exists. Moreover, T(f)(z) = Pr%f x K'(x) is bounded on
— —
LP(RN,w) for 1 < p < oo and is of weak type (1,1) as well.
The boundeness of the Hormander multiplier was proved in [22] as follows:

Theorem 1.22. Let 1) € C°(R") be a non-zero radial function such that supp v € RV \ {0}.
If m is a function on RN which satisfies the Homander condition

M = sup [[¢p(-)m(t)[lws < oo
>0
for some s > N, then the multiplier operator

~V
originally defined by the Dunkl trasform on L*(RY,w) N LY RN, w), is
(A) of weak type (1,1),
(B) of strong type (p,p) for 1 < p < oo,
(C) bounded on the Hardy space H}

atom*

Here the classical Sobolev norm is defined by
[mllwg = [|m(2z)(L + 2])°[ L2(da)-

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

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

(1.28) |K(z,y) — K(z,y)| < C<|,||i__i|’||)l(B(x,ii(x,y)))

Then T is bounded from the Dunkl-Hardy space HY (RN w) to LP(RN,w) for Nlia <p< L

for |ly —y'|l < d(z,y)/2.
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When p = 1, the above smoothness condition can be replaced by the following Hormander
condition:

/ K(2.y) - K(z,y)ldw(z) < C
lly—y'l|<d(x,y)/2
and T is also bounded from H}(RY w) to L'(RY,w).

It is well known that the molecule theory of the Hardy space is a powerful tool for providing
the boundedness of the classical Calderén-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, p, 1) where p is the measure distance and the measure p satisfies
the doubling property, see page 594 in [12]. In [26], the molecule theory was established for
(X, p, i), where p is the quasi-metric without any regularity and the measure pu satisfies the
doubling property only. In this paper, applying the similar idea as in [26], we develop the
molecule theory for (RY, || -||,w) in the Dunkl seting.

Definition 1.24. Suppose 7 < p < 1. A function m(z) € L*(R",w) is said to be an

(p,2,¢ 77) molecule centered at zo € RY for the Dunkl-Hardy space H)(RY w) if 1 > & >
77>0’N+an p <1, [pn m(x)dw(z) =0 and

(1.29)
([ maras)( [ maroo e a5 )

Note that the fact that N < p implies < > 11 =122 Thus,%% —-1=
-n p p p
(1+ 2535 - 1>(1+2p2p)7’ —1>0.
The followmg result shows that each (p,2,e,n) molecule m(z) belongs to H}(RY).

N+2e—2n p -1
—~ 25D

<L

Theorem 1.25. Suppose that m is an (p,2,e,m) molecule. Then m € HL(RY w) and more-
over,

[m[ e < C,
where the constant C' is independent of m.

Applying the above Theorem [[.23], we obtain the 7'1 Theorem for the bounedness of Dunkl-
Calderén-Zygmund operators on the Hardy space HY(RY).

Theorem 1.26. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderon-Zygmund operator with the kernel
K(x,y) satisfying the following smoothness condition only: when M > %,O <e<1and

ly = ¥/ll < zd(.y),
 K(z. ly — '\ 1 d@,y) \M
|K (z,y) — K(z,y')| < C<HI—?JH) w(B(z, d(x y)))<||$6’—y“>

Then T is bounded on the Dunkl-Hardy space H) (RN w) <p <1, if and only if T*(1) =
0.

) N+E

We remark that the size condition on the kernel of 7" is not required. Moreover, if T" is
a classical Calderén-Zygmund operator on space of homogeneous type (RY, [ - ||,w). Then,
by the estimate in (LI9) with N > 5 K(z,y), the kernel of T, satisfies the smoothness
condition of the above Theorem

The general T'1 Theorem for the Dunkl-Hardy space H%(RY, w) is the following
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Theorem 1.27. Suppose that T is a Dunkl-Calderon-Zygmund operator. Then T is bounded
on HY (RN, w), Nlia < p < 1, where € is the exponent of the reqularity of the kernel of T, if

and only if T*(1) = 0.

As a consequence of Theorems[[.23]and [[.27], we obtain the boundedness of the Dunkl-Riesz
transforms in the Dunkl-Hardy space HY(RY,w).

Theorem 1.28. The Dunkl-Riesz transforms R;,1 < j < N, are bounded on the Hardy space

HY(RY w) and from HY (RN, w) to LP(RN,W),NL_H <p< 1l

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 [I.3], and [L.§] will
be given. In section 3, we show Theorem [[.9] the weak-type discrete Calderén reproducing
formula Theorem and Theorem [LI1] Littlewood-Paley theory on L, 1 < p < oo. In
section 4, we discuss the Dunkl-Hardy theory and demonstrate Theorem [[.I13] Proposition
[LT4land TheoremsT.ITand .19 The boundedness of operators on the Hardy space, molecule
theory, Theorems [[23] and 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 (R, || - ||, w) as a space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coif-
man and Wiess. As Meyer remarked in his preface to [I7], “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 Calderon—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 1s still present. Indeed the geometry is conducting the analysis.” The geometry
involved in the Dunkl setting, namely, the finite reflaction goups on R¥, 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-H6élmander multipliers and the Dunkl-Hardy space in the Dunkl setting. The results
of this paper indicate: (1) the operators, namely, the Dunkl-Calderén-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-CALDERON-ZYGMUND SINGULAR INTEGRAL OPERATORS AND 71 THEOREM
2.1. Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund Singular Integral Operators.

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

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that S;(z,y) satisfy the following conditions:

1 t
i Si(x, S 7
(i)  |Si(z,y)| V(z,y,t +d(x,y))t+ |z —y|
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(ii) [Si(z,y) — Si(a’, y)|
|z — 2/ ( 1 t N 1 t )
~oot Ve, y,t+d(z,y)t+ [z —yl|l V(e yt+dz y)t+ |z -yl
< ly—v II( 1 t N 1 t )
-t Viz,y,t+d(z,y)t+ |z —yl|  V(r,y' t+dxy))t+ |-y

then K(z,y) = [;° Si(x, y) % satisfies the following estimates: for any 0 < e < 1,

1) Kl S (P ooy
22 K - K| (LY e o=yl < de)2
23 IKE) - Kol s (Y - o -2 < o2
Proof. We first verify (). By the condition (i),

weals [Cisey = [ ey e

lz—yll 1 t dt
+/ @

+/OO L t dt
ey V(@ y, t+d(z,y)) t + ||z =yl t
= [1 + [2 + Ig.

Note that w(B(z,d(z,y))) ~ w(B(y,d(z,y))) ~ V(z,y,d(x,y)), we obtain

1 d(@.y) 1 d 1
If d(z,y) <t < |lx—yl, by using the reverse doubling condition on the measure w, we get

V(z,y,t+d(z,y)) > w(B(x,t)) > C(W)NM(B(x,d(x,y))). Thus, we have

Ja—yl (e y )
Iy < / dt.

Hence, if N > 1,
I < d(x,y) 1 ‘
~ ez =yl w(B(z, d(z, y)))
If N =1, then there exists 0 < & < 1 such that

d(z,y) N |z — | 1 d(z,y) \© 1
S o™ (i o e e S (e 2ol) sEmde
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Again, by the reverse doubling property of the measure w, we see that V(z,y,d(x,y)) =
Viz,y, @t) N (M)Nv(ij,t) for d(x,y) < |Jx—y|| <t < oo. Thus, I3 can be estimated
as follows
/°° 1 d(z,y)\Ndt d(z,y) \N 1
b % (Z77) T2 (o)
ey V(@ g, d(z,y)) Nt t lz =yll/ w(B(z,d(z,y)))

- d(z,y) 1

~lz =yl w(B(z, d(z,y)))
Hence we obtain that (2.I]) holds.

To verify ([2.2)), we write

K(2.y) — K(x.)] / TSy ) — Sl o)

&
t

| Cd el gt
- [ sy - sw G [ s - sl
0

y=v'll

= dt
LR

z—yl|

= IIl + ]]2 + IIg

Observe that when d(y,y') < |ly — /|| < 3d(z,y) < 3lv —yl, dlz,y) ~ d(z,y’) and
|z — y|| ~ ||z — ¢'|]|. Then applying condition (i), we get

ly—y'll dt
IIl S/ |St(x,y)—5t(l',y/)|7
0

- /”y—y" { 1 t 1 t dt
S + }_
<Ny =Vl 1 .
e =yl w(B(z, d(z,y)))
Applying condition (iii) implies that for any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1,

1, < /'H’” ly — ' ( 1 t
“ et \Viwy t+d(zy))t+ |z -yl
1 t dt
TVl gt y) e y’H)_

t
< My =yl n(IISE—yH) 1
~ e =yl ly = vl ) w(B(z,d(z,y)))
- (IIy—y’H)E 1 ‘
~ Nz —yll/ w(B(x,d(z,y)))
Similarly,
=y =9 1 t
”i"’s/nz_yn 7 (Vg dm i e =l
1 t dt
Viz,y'  t+d(z,y))t+ ||z - y’||>7
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>~ - 1 1 dt
fs/ |y yH( N , ,)
lz—y| ¢ Viz,y,t+d(z,y)) V(r,y' t+dxy"))/ t
<NMy=vi 1 '
~lr =yl w(B(x,d(z,y)))

The verification for (2.3)) is similar and we omit the details here.
The proof of Proposition 211 is complete. O

Before proving Theorem [[L3] we first give the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. For any e,t > 0,y € RY | there exists a constant C' depending on € such that,

/RN w(w,t +1d<x, y)) On dt@, y>)€dw@> <C

1 t €
Proof. L = h
roof. Let S /RN @it d@g) (t+d(m,y)) dw(z), then

[ee] 1 t £
S < / ( ) dw(z
2+ s sy ST AT\ T ) P

1
+/ dw(z).
d(z,y)<t W(QE, t+ d(SL’, y)) ( )

Note that

1 1
/d(x,y)<t w(z,t+d(z, y))dw(m) : Z(:; /Ha(y)—x||<t de(x)
1
3 e ey
< 1.

~

dw(x)

And for j > 1,

/ ! < ! )edw(z)
t20-1<d(z,y)<t2J CU([L’, L+ d(l’, y)) t+ d(l’, y)

. 1
5 27J¢ / —dw(m)
lo(y)—al<t2 W(B(z,127))

ceG
. 1
S27¢ / —dw(x)
g(:; o) —al|<t2i W(B(o(y),27))
<270

Therefore,

SSY 2794151
j=1

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2 O
We now show Theorem
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The proof of Theorem [I.3l To begin with, we first show the week type (1,1) estimate.
The idea is to apply the classical Calderon-Zygmund decomposition. To this end, let f €
L*(RY,w)N L' and let A be a positive real number. Then there exist disjoint cubes @; and f
can be written as the sum of a function g € L' N L?, and of a series of functions {b;}32, such
that each function b, is contained in the corresponding cube @);. More precisely, g(z) = ) if

fx
r ¢ UQj, whereas g(x) = |Q;|~ 1fQ w(z) for x € Q; and b(z) = f(x) —g(z) = Zb( x)
where b;(z) = f(z) — |Q;|™* fQ ) for x € Q;. Tt is easy to see that

(i) flz) =g(x)+ Z bj(z),z € RY,

(ii) |g(z)| = |f(x)| < A, for almost all = ¢ G Qj,

Jj=1

(i) [g(x)| <2¥A Ve e | @,
j=1

(iv) |UQ3 <A,

1/2
(v) ||g|| 2NA1/2||f||/

(vi) /|b (2)|dw(z) < 251N Q5],

(vii) / by (2)dw () = 0.

Let O(U 4VNQ;) = {z : d(z, zq,) < l(4VNQ;), for each j} with z¢,, the center of Q; and
j=1
1(4v/NQ);) the side length of 4/NQ;. Then

O(JavNQy) 53105l S A7 I

and

Mz € (’)(U AVNQ;)° 1 |Th(x)| = M} < / 1 Tb(z)|dw(z).

o ﬁl 1WNQ))®
L

We estimate the last term above as follows. For 2 € O(J 4V NQ;)°,

=1

Th(e) = [ Kz, y)b(y)duly) = / K (2,) — K(z, 2q,)]b;(4)dw(y),

RN ;

where the cancellation condition of b; is used.
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Observe that if 2 € O(|J 4V NQ;)%,y € Q; and y; is the center of Q;, then d(z,y) >
j=1
2|ly — zq,|| and hence, applying the smoothness condition of K(z,y) gives

/ N (T, ()| deo(z)
o( _L:Jl 4V/NQj)°

||y—ijH € 1 ' 5 ol
5/0(?14WQJ‘)C /QJ< d(r,y) ) w(x,d(x,y))|b](y)|d (y)dw(x)

Hy—SCQjH € 1 e ¥
S/Qj /RN (Hy—ijH—i-d(SC,y)) w(:c,||y—:cQj||+d<x,y))d ()[b; () |dw(y)

< /Q y)laety)

5 2N+1)\|Qj‘,

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

[e.9]

|Tb(z)|dw (@ Z Qi1 S -

/o< U 4vwQ)r
=

All these estimates together with the L? boundedness of 7" and (v) imply that

w({r: @)= }) So({a gt > %}) ro({a o) > %})

S (@)ZW(@(HMNQJ))H*/ . | Tb(x) | dev ()

o(J avNg,)*
U
S Al

which implies that 7" is of weak type (1,1).

By interpolation, T" is bounded on L”,1 < p < 2. The same proof applies to T gives the
L? 1 < p < 2 boundedness of T and then by the duality, T"is bounded on LP,2 < p < oo.

To show that T" is bounded from H} (]RN, w) (introduced in [§]) to LY(RY, w), we apply the
the atomic decomposition of H}(RY, w) provided in [21]. it suffices to show that if a(z) is an
atom, that is, a satisfies (i) support of a is contained in a cube @ in RY; (i) ||alls < w(Q)™2;
(iil) [pv a(z)dw(z) = 0; then || T(a)|y < C, where the constant C' is independent of a. To
this end, let B = {z : d(z,2q) < 4V/NI(Q)}, where x is the center of @ and 1(Q) is the side
length of ). Write

/RN\ (a)(z)|dw(z /\T )| dw(z) + BC\T(a)(x)uw(x),

The Holder inequality, the L? boundedness of T, and the size condition of a imply that

/ IT(a) (@) |dw(x) < Ceo(B)}lalls < Cwo(Q)}[lalls < C.
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If 2 € B¢ and y € Q, then ||y — z¢| < 3d(z,2q). By the cancellation condition of a and the
smoothness condition of the kernel K(x,y),

- / K (2, y)aly)do(y) = / K (2,y) — K (2, 20)]a(y)dw(y)
Q Q

Q) ¢ 1
<C(—al) syl

Therefore,
1
1T(a) (@) |dw(z) < / lalldeotz)
. c|x—xQ|| oz, d(m 2 I
€ 1
< Q) ) deo()
d(z,20)=21(Q [L’ xQ) W(l',d(l',l’Q))
<1,

since ||al|; < C and hence, T is bounded from H}(RY w) to L'(RN, w).

We now prove the L>° — BMO4(RY, w) boundedness of T. We first provide a strict definition
of Tf(z) when f € L*. To this end, we follow the idea given in [35]. If f € L*(RY, w),
we define the functions f;(z) by f;(z) = f(z), when ||z|| < 7, and f;(z) = 0, if ||z] > J.
Since f; € L*(RY,w), T(f;) is well defined by the action of 7" on L*(R™,w). We claim that
there exists a sequence {c;}; of constants such that T'(f;) — ¢; converges, uniformly on any
compact set in RY, to a function in BMO4(RY,w) which will be defined by T'(f) modulo
the constant functions. Indeed, set ¢; = [_ i< I (0,y)dw(y). Observe that, by the size
condition on the kernel K (z,vy),

' 1 d(0,y)\¢ "
CJ<C/Kd@,mw(B(O,dm,y)))( Wl ) W

w(B(0,7)) .
< O 122048 < oo
wBO.1)" =%
To show T'( f;) —c; converges uniformly on the compact ball B(0, R), we split f; into g+ h;,
where g(x) = f(x), when d(0,z) < 2R, and g(z) = 0, if d(0,z) > 2R. Taking j > 2R, we
have, for ||z|| < R,

T(fj)(x) = T(g)(x) + T(h;)(x) = T(g)(x) + /2R<d(0 > K(z,y)f(y)dw(y)
=T(g)(x) + /2R<d(0 > [K(z,y) = K(0,9)]f (y)dw(y) + ¢; — C(R),
where C'(R) = f1<d(0,y)<2R K(0,y)dw(y). Observe that when ||z|| < R, by the smoothness

condition on the kernel K(z,y), we get

/ K (2,y) — K(0,9)] - £ (9)|deo(y)
R<d(0,y)

L (el
< Ewaa ) e

1 R c
e, SO0 dogy) W

<C
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< Ol fllse-

Thus the integral [,y <5 15 (2,9) = K(0, )] f(y)|dw(y) converges uniformly on [|z[| < R

as j tends to oo, which implies that T'(f;) — ¢; converges uniformly on any compact set in
RY. We remark that the smoothness condition on the kernel K (x,y) can be replaced by

/ K (2,y) — K(2',y)ldw(y) < C.
d(z,y)>2||lz—2'||

Once the T'(f) is defined with f € L>®(R",w) by the above claim, we can show that T'(f) €
BMO4(RY,w) and moreover, | T(f)| a0, < C|f|ls- To this end, let B denote an arbitrary
ball with center zy and radius R, and Op = {y : d(zo,y) < 2R}. Then we write f = f; + fo,
where f; is the multiplication of f with the characteristic function of Og. We now define
T(f5)(z) for z € B by the following absolutely convergent integral

T(f2)(x) = / K (2,y) — K (20, 9))f(y)deo(y).

d(wo,y)=22R

Indeed, by the smoothness condition of T,

/ K (2,y) — K (x0,)] - | (9)]do(y)
d(wo,y)>2R

1 R €
< O fllso d
I71 /d(xo,yw o) ) W)
< Cllf .

Moreover, since f; € L* is supported in a bounded set Op, we see that f; € L*(RY, w).
Hence T'(f1)(x) is well-defined.

We can now give a strict definition of T'(f)(x) as follows: T'(f)(z) = T(f1)(x) + T(f2)(x).
Further, this definition of 7'(f)(z) is only differing by a constant, depending on xy and R.
To see the proof that T(f) belongs to BMO4(RY,w), we have

I7(f2)llse < Cllflls

and, further,
IT(f)ll2 < T fill2 < Cll fllsow(OB) 2T

We thus get
1 2 1/2
([ [rn@ - 555 | Tthwst| dste)
< Ol flsw(B)'2 + Cw(Op)' 2| flloo|IT|
<

C'(w(B)) 1 f oo

where the last inequality follows from the fact that w(Op) ~ w(B). The proof of Theorem
is complete. O

2.2. Meyer’s commutation Lemma.

Now we prove the Theorem [I.Al To this end, we first recall Meyer’s commutation Lemma,
which plays a fundamental role in the Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator theory.
Given ¢(x) € C§° with supp¢ C B(xg,7),r > 0. Let 6(x) be a function in C§°(RY) with
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O(z) = 1if |[z] < 1 and O(z) = 0 if |z| > 2, and ny(z) = 9(@) Meyer’s commutation
Lemma is the following

Lemma 2.3. ([34]) Suppose that T is a classical Calderdn-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(@)w) = [ Klaa)o) - olm)ds+ o) [ Klemm(u)dy

RN

with [on K (2,9)[0(y) = ¢(@)no(y)dy = lim [\ s K2, 9)[6(y) — d(x)lno(y)dy, where the

limit exists.

Applying this lemma, Meyer obtained the boundedness of Calderén-Zygmund singular
integral operators on smooth molecule space. As a consenquence, Meyer proved that all
classical Calderén-Zygmund operators with the conditions 7'(1) = 7%(1) = 0 form an algebral.
See [34] for more details.

In [I3], David, Journé and Semmes stated Meyer’s commutation Lemma as follows.

Lemma 2.4. ([13]) Suppose that T is a coutinuous operator from C§e(RYN) to (C’(‘)’O(RN))/
with the kernel K (x,y) satisfing the size condition and T has the weak boundedness property.
Then for all f,g,h € CE(RY),

(1) = (f9.700) = [ [ F@E @) - g@hl)dyds,
RN JRN
where the integral absolutely converges.

Using this lemma, they showed that if 7" has the weak boundedness property with Cf/(RY)
for n > 0, then T has the weak boundedness property with C5°(RY). 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, p, i) is a space of homogeneous
type with the measure satisfying u(B(x,7)) ~ r with B(:c r)={y € X : p(z,y) < r}
and r > 0. Let 6 be the same as above and ny(z) = (9(’”E0 o)y po 4+ = 1. Then Meyer’s
commutation Lemma is given by

Lemma 2.5. ([31]) Suppose that T is a classical Calderdon-Zygmund singular integral operator
defined on space (X, d, ) 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

(To, ) = /RN/{ B }K(x,y){[cb(y) — ¢(@)]mo(y) — m(y)¢(x)}du(y)du(x)

and
(K (z,9), [6(y) — ¢(@)]mo(y)) = lim s K(z,y)[o(y) — o(2)]no(y)dy
where the limit exists. o

Applying this lemma, the boundedness on the test function space for classical Calderén-
Zygmund integral operators defined on space (X, p, u) with the kernel K (z,y) satisfying the
size and smoothness conditions together with some additional second order smoothness and
T(1) = T*(1) = 0. And the Calderén 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 T'1 theorem for non-doubling measures, Tolsa introduced the following
definition.

Definition 2.6. ([46]) Let 7" be an SCZO with the kernel K (x,y). We say that T" satisfies the
commutation lemma of Meyer, and we write 1" € C' LM, if for compactly supported functions
¢, 1, w € L>®(p), with ¢ Lipschitz, the following identity holds:

(T6.vw) = (o). w) = [ Ko, (0(0) = 000) o)) ).

This definition plays a crucial role in the proof of the 71 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-Calderdn-Zygmund
singular integral operator from C{ to (C{)" satisfying T € WBP and T(1) = 0. Then for
any M > 1, there exists a positive constant Cy; depending on M such that
| TPl oo (Bo,Mry)) < Cumt
whenever there exist zg € RY and r > 0 such that supp (¢) C B(xg,r) with ||¢]|. < 1 and
[@lly <77
Proof. Fix a function § € C*°(R) with the following properties: §(z) = 1 for || < 1 and
O(x) = 0 for |x| > 2. Let xo(z) = 9(%) and y; = 1 — xo. Then ¢ = ¢xo and for all
Y € CJ(RY) with supp v C B(zg, Mr),
(T, v) = (K(z,y), 0(y)(x)) = (K(z,y), xo(y)0(y)(2))

= (K(z,9), xo(W)[o(y) — o(2)]v(2)) + (K (2, ), xo(y)d(x)Y(x))

=:p+gq,
where K (x,y) is the distribution kernel of 7.

To estimate p, let A\s(z,y) = 9(@). Then

p= (K(z,y), (1 = As(z, ) xo0(¥)[¢(y) — ¢()]¥(2))
(2.4) + (K (2,9), Ms(z,9)x0(y)[0(y) — ¢(2)]¥())
=:P1,s + P2s-

Since K is locally integrable on Q = {(z,y) € RY x RN : x # y}. By the size condition on
K(x,y) and the smoothness condition on ¢ together with the fact that if xo(y) # 0,¢(x) # 0
and 1 — A\s(x,y) # 0, then 0 < ||z — y|| and d(z,y) < (M + 4)r. Thus, the first term on the
right side of (24]) satisfies

al = | ] Ko = 2samialowm) - o)l(adstasta)

1 d(z,y) \7 llz — yll\"
cwa e\ ) ) B@lde@da

d(z,y)<(M+4)r

S 9l

A
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It remains to show that (1511% P25 = 0, that is,
_>

(2:5) lim (K (2. ). s, ) o ()) — S(a)}o(2) =0,

To this end, let {y;};cz € RY be the maximal collection of points satisfying
1 :
(2.6) 50 < ;22 ly; — yll <0

By observing that {y;} ez is a maximal collection, we get that for each € RY there exists a
point y; such that [lo — ;|| < 0. Let n;(y) = 05 and ;(y) = [ ()] ni(y). To see

that 7; is well defined, it suffices to show that for any y € RY, there are only finitely many n;
with n;(y) # 0. This follows from the following fact: n;(y) # 0 if and only if ||y —y,|| < 26 and
hence this implies that B(y;,0) C B(y,46). Inequality (2.6]) shows B(y;, %) N B(yy, g) =10
for j # k and hence there are at most Cy points y; € RY such that B(y;, %) C B(y,49). Now
let T'= {j: 7;(y)x0(y) # 0}. Then #I' < Cr™/§" since supp (xvo) € U Blo(x),2r) and

oelG
supp(7;) C B(y;,20). We write

As (2, y)xo0 (W) [6(y) — o)) () = Z As(z, )0 (y)xo(y)[o(y) — o)) (),
and

(K (2, ), M, y)xo ) [6(y) — 6(@)]8 ()
= S (K (2, ), A, 9) (1) X0 (9) [0(y) — o) ().

jel’

It is then easy to check that supp(As(z, v)7;(y) xo(y) [0 (y) — (x)](z)) € B(y;, 46) x B(y;, 20)

and
[As(z, 9)1; (W) x0 (W) [0(y) — ¢(2)](2) | < CF7,

where C' is a constant depending only on 6, ¢, 1, x, and r but not on ¢ and j.
We claim that

(2.7) 1A () (W) xo(W)o(y) — o))y S 1,
and
(2.8) [As(z, )75 ()x0()[() — o) ()], S 1

Assuming (27) and (Z8) for the moment, since T € W BP, we have
[(K (2, ), As(2, y)xo(y) [¢(y) — ¢(x)]v(x))]
<Y UK (), A, )7 (1) xo0(0) [6(y) — b)) (x))]

jer
N
<D w(Bly;, 40)0" S = supw(B(y;,1))0"8" < supw(B(y;, 1)ro".
jer jer jer

hence, (2.5]) holds.
It remains to show (2.7) nad ([Z8). To check (2.7), it suffices to show that for given
T1,22 € RY with ||£L’1 — ZL’QH <0

175 ()Xo W) As(@1, )[0(y) — d(1)](@1) — As(®2,9)[0(y) — d(@2)](@2)] S [0 — 22]|",
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since if ||x; — z3]] = 0, then the expansion on the left above is clearly bounded by
175 (W) xoW){IAs (21, ) [0(y) — d(x1)]b(21)] + [As (22, y)[0(y) — d(w2)][¢(2) [}
S 0" <l — @)
By the construction of 7;, it follows that
7;(m)xo(y)] S 1
for all y € RY. Thus
17 (W) xoW)As(@1, 9)[0(y) — d(@)]b(21) — As(@2, y)[6(y) — d(22)]eb(22)]
S sz )[o(y) — dlan)]e(@1) — As(2,9)[9(y) — dlw2)]eb(w2) |
< |As(@r,y) = As(@2, 9)[[0(y) — d(a1)]b(@1)| + |As(@2, y)[B(21) — B(w2)]0(21)]

|
+ A2, y)[0(y) — dlw2)][th(w1) — P(x2)|
IZ[1—|—]2‘|—]3-

Recall that ||z; — zof| < d. If ||xy — y|| > 49, then As(x1,y) = A\s(x2,y) = 0, so [; = 0. Thus
we may assume that ||z, — y|| < 49,

€y

< |l =l el

1 S 5 5 —y|" S 0" Moy — @l S Jlwy — @2|”,

since we may assume 1 < 1. Terms I, and I3 are easy to estimate:
I+ I3 S [z — 22",

since we may assume that ¢ < 1.
To check (2.8) it suffices to show that for y;, 4, € RY with |y, — ys| < 9,

A5 (2, y2)775 (Y1) X0 (Y1) [0(Y1) =(2) [ () = As (2, y2)77;(Y2) Xo(Y2) [0 (Y2) —¢(2) [ (2)] < ly1—ya|".

Similarly, if ||y; — y2|| = 9, then the expansion on the left-hand side above is clearly bounded
by

[ As (2, y1)7; (1) xo (1) [0(y1) — d(@) ][0 (@)] + [As(@, y2)7; (y2) xo(y2) [P (y2) — ()] (2)]
SO0 < v — vl
Hence, suppose ||y; — 32| < 6 and write
| As(@, 1)1 (1) xo (Y1) [0 (y1) — d()]W(x) — As(@, 12)7;(y2) X0 (y2) [P (y2) — ¢ (2)](2)]
< s, yn) — As(, 1) 17 (1) xo (1) [0 (11) — 6 () |
+ ‘)‘5(xvy2)[ﬁj(yl) — 7;(y2)1x0(v1) [0(y1) — o(2) ‘
+ [N (@, y2)7; (2) [xo (y1) — xo(y2)][6(y1) — o(2)]e(z)]
|

0
+ ‘)\5($,y2)ﬁj(y2)>(0(y2)[¢( 1) —
— I+ [T + T + I,

If ||z — 31| > 49, then As(z,v1) = A\s(w,12) = 0, so [} = II, = II5 = II; = 0. Thus we may
assume that ||z — y;|| < 49,

=l e :
R e P i T e e
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And
lyr =yl lly2 — vl _
I 5 5 = — 5 Elllyr — 2" S 6" My — wall S llyn — vl
Similarly,
d(yy, v d(ya, v _ _
VIEDS : 15 o) 4 25 o) lyr — 2" S 6" d(yr, y2) S 6" v — well S llva — wall-

It is clear that
11y S flyr — v

This completes the proofs of (Z7) and (2.8]) and we obtain
ol < Il

To finish the proof of Lemma 27 we now estimate ¢. It suffices to show that for x €
B(xg, 1),

(2.9) Txo(z)| S 1.
To see this, it is easy to check that ¢ = (T'xo, o), and hence (23] implies
g < [[TXo0l| oo (Bop |0 | L2 (B0, S W01

To show ([23), let ¢» € C"(RY) with supp(v) € B(xo,r) and [,y ¢(z)dw(x) = 0. By the
facts that 7'(1) = 0 and [,y ¢(z dw(x) = 0, we obtain

(Tx0, V) = | = (T'x1, ¥
_ ‘/RN /RN (z,y) (xo,y)]Xl(yW@)dw(y)dwm}'

Observe that the supports of x1(y) and v (z) imply d(y,zo) > 2r and ||z — x| < 7, respec-
tively. The smoothness condition of K yields

L (el
ool f iy () @)

d(y,x0)>2r=2||z—xo||

s cmrma Goes) i)

d(y,z0)>2r>2[|z—zo|

S [ W@idoto)

This implies that T'xo(z) = a+7y(z) for x € B(x,r) with « is a constant depending on x, and
17(2)]|oo < Cp for some constant Cyy independent of xq. To estimate «, choose ¢ € Cg(RY)
with supp ¢ C B(z0,7),0 < ¢ < 1,|l¢ll, < v and [y p(2)dw(z) = Ciw(B(xzo, 1)), for
some constant C independent of . We then use T' € W BP to get

‘01W(B(xo,r))a+/ p()y(z)dw(z)| = [(Tx0, )| < Cw(B(xo, 1)),

RN

which implies o] < Cp + —1 and hence, the proof of Lemma [2.7 is complete. O
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We remark that if the operator 7" and functions ¢, x, satisfy the conditions as given in the
Lemma 27, then T'¢(z) is a locally bounded function rather than a distribution. This fact
will play a crucial role in the following proof of Theorem

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

Proof of Theorem Suppose that f(x) is a smooth molecule in M(53, v, 7, xq), we will
show that [[T'(f)giesr rwe) < Cllf (s .mz0),Wwhere 0 < 8 < £,0 <y <9 < e and ¢ is the
exponent of the regularity of the kernel of T. We first estimate the size condition for T'f(x).
To this end, we consider two cases: Case (1): d(z,zo) < 5r and Case (2): d(x,x¢) = R > br.

For the first case, set 1 = £(y) + n(y), where £(y) = 9<d(ym° ) with 0 € C3°(R),0(z) =1
for ||z]] <1 and §(z) = 0 for ||z|| > 2. Applying the Lemma 2.7 we write

Tf(x) = (K(x,y), W) +ny)f(y)
:/’ny V(f(y) — F(2))dw(y) + F@) (K (2, 9).£w))

K(z,y)n(y)f(y)dw(y)

RN
=. [1 + ]2 + ]3.

Applying the size condition for the kernel K (z,y) in (LI4) and the smoothness condition

for f in ([LI9]), we have
S [ K@) - fa@)dal)
d(z,y)<20r

1 d(z,y) \? (llz =yl 1
S/d(m,wgzorW(B(x,al(x,y)))<||93—?.le|) ( Ty ) {V(y,fvo,r+d(y,$o))

r ol 1 r
. <r+||y—x0||> + V(w,xo,r+d(w,x0))<r+ ||w—x0||) }dw(y)'

Note that if d(y,z) < 20r and d(x,z) < br, then w(B(y,r + d(x,z0))) ~ w(B(z,r +
d(z,zg))). Thus, we obtain

d(x,y) dw(y)

‘”<1 1 / 1
0BV (@, 20,7+ d(2,20)) Jaggy<aor @(B(w, d(z,y)))

< 1
~ V(z,xo,r + d(z, x0))

< : Graeag)
~ Vi(x,xo,r + d(z,20)) \1r + d(x, 70)

Similar to the proof of (2.9) in Lemma 2.7 we can get |T'(§)(z)| < 1 and thus

1 ry
B S o s
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For the last term I3, observing that d(z,z) < 5r and the support of n(y) is contained in
{y | d(y,xo) = 107}, so d(x,y) = br and d(z,y) ~ d(y,xo), and thus,

hls [ 1 1 () o)

dgéﬁg;;é?"“ W(B(:L’,d(x’y))) v(y7x07r _'_d(y’xo)) 7”—'— ||y _ IOH
1 1 T ol
S 5B dw(y
W(B(l', T)) d(y,x0)>10r CU(B([L’O, d(y’ gjo))) (d(y’ IO)> ( )
1 1

< < ( r )7‘
~ w(B(x,r)) ~ V(z,xo,r + d(z,20)) \17 + d(T,70)

Case 2. d(x,z9) = R > br.

Set 1 = I(y) + J(y) + L(y), where I(y) = 0(*4%2), J(y) = 0(<4%=) and fi(y) =

L(y) f(y), f2(y) = J(y) f(y) and f5(y) = L(y)f(y).
Observing that, if y is in the support of fi(y), then d(y, x¢) ~ d(z, xo) = R, and thus,

(
O V0 S 1oy () S 75 ><T>7'
i) [ e s [ e () e 5 (5)

(@) [Aly) = Aol 5 (Hy ; xH)ﬁV(:)s,a:o,ld(x,:):o)) (%)7
' 1 r g '\
@) [ 1stletnirs [ T ) e S (7))

By the fact [,y f(y)dw(y) = 0, we have

O | [ pwdet)|= |~ [ A~ [ fwdem)] £ (F)

We first estimate 7'f;(x) as follows.
Set u(y) = 6’(2d s ) Then f1(y) = u(y)fi(y). By using Lemma 27 we have

Tfi(x) = s y)uly) fi(y))

_ / K (2, 9)uly)[fi(y) — f(@)]dw(y) + fi(2) (K (z,-), u(-))
=1+ 1.

Similar to the proof of (29)) in Lemma 2.7, we can get |7'(u)(z)| < 1 and thus

1 r v
1SN S o dean) (H d(:,;,%)) .

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

B /d< < Regul o) = ioldeto) + /<d( - Kz, y)u(y)[fi(y) — fi(z)]dw(y)
=: 1 + L.
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Applying the size condition on the kernel K (x,y) and the property (iii) above implies that
1 d(z, Brllx— B 1 r\"7
|11|,§/ ( ( y)) (H y||) (_) do(y)
d(z,y)<r M(B(I,d(l',y))) HI - y” r V(.f(f,xo,d(l‘,.]}(])) R

'\ d(x,y)
ZV(x,xo,ld(x,xO»(E) /d(x’y)g,,w(B(x,ii(x,y)))< ry>ﬁd”(y)

< 1 ( r )“f‘
~ Vi(x,zo,r +d(x,z0)) \1 + d(, 20)

Applying the size conditions for the kernel K (x,y) and property (i) above, we obtain that
for 6 =~ —+/,

1 d(z,y) \°
s iy ) 1+ e

ly

S V(:E,:):o,ld(:)s,a:o)) (%)”(%>5l(x’y)<f W(B(x,ii(x,y)))d(x’y)édw(y)

!

RN\O r1r\7 r 7
S (?) (E) V(a:,xo,ld(x,xo)) S V(x,xo,ld(x,xo))(r+d(m,x0)> '

To estimate T fo(z), we decompose it in two parts.

T fax) = /RN[K(W) — K(x, 20)] f2(y)dw(y)dy + K (x, o) . fa(y)dw(y) =: 11 + I,
By the estimate in (v) above,

| T2| S | K (2, o) (%)7 S w(B(x,;(x,xo))) (%)7 S V(:c,xo,ld(%xo)) <7” + d?x,:cw)w'

For the term II;, we write it by

11, = ( |+
lly—zoll <4 d(y,z0)<F<

oY)~ Kol (0)at)
= [[11+[]12. .

Applying the size condition for f, and the smoothness condition on the kernel K (z,y) in
[22) with |ly — zo|| < 3d(x, zo) for term II;; implies that

mis [ e () o) Vo A(y)

<& r+ly —xol|/ V(y,zo,7 + d(y, x0))
1 r\"Y r 7= 1

< — dw

~ w(B(z,d(x, xg))) (R) /(y o)< (7‘ + |y — x0||> V(y, o, + d(y, o)) (v)
1

!

Y

<
~ V(x, xg,d(z, x0)) <r+d (x,z0)
For the term II15, since d(y,z¢) < £

L implies d(z,y) > d(z,x0) — d(y,z0) = 2d(z,x0).
Applying the size conditions for the kernel K (z,y) and K (x,x) yields

1 1
Hhal 2 /dmo) iy o B B i)
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r gl 1
X dw
G =) Vo T dw sy e

1 r\Y r = 1
< w(B(x,d(z,z0))) (E) /RN (W) Vi, 70,7 + d(y,xo))dw(y)

< 1 ( r )’Y'
~ Vix,xo, d(x, x0)) \r +d(x,20) /)
Finally,

1 r Y 1
T fs(w)| < /d(y,z»{g, w(B(z,d(z,y))) (r +ly— :c0]|> V(y,xo,d(y,xo))dw(y)

1

1 r v

w(B(z,d(x, 20))) /d@,xo))% <d<y,xo>) Vi, 20, d(y,20)) )
1
d

A\

A

w(B(z,d(x,x0))) (%)

s (Faem)
~ V(x,xo,d(x,x0)) \r +d(z,20)/)
It remains to show the regularity of T'(f), that is the following estimate:

Tf(z) = Tf(a")] S (Hx_x/”)ﬁ{v( 1 <r+dr ))M

T x, To, T + d(x, x0)) (x, zo

+ : (o)}
V(x' zo,r +d(x', z0)) \r + d(x’, x0) ’

Observing that we only need to consider the case where ||z —2/[| < 557 Indeed, if ||z —a|| >
51, by the size estimate of T'(f),

Tf(x) = Tf)] <|Tf(@)] +|Tf ()]

< : (i)
~ Ve, xo,r+ d(x, x0)) \ 1 + d(2, 0)

N 1 ( r )“f’
V(x' zo,r +d(@,z0)) \r +d(a’,x9)/

which gives the desired regularity estimate of T'(f).

Set ||z — a'|| = 0 < 557 We will consider it in the following two cases: d(z, ) = R > 10r
and d(x,x¢) < 10r.

Case (1): d(z,20) = R > 10r. Let I(y) = o3y J(y) = 1 — I(y). Denote fi(y) =
I(y)f(y), faly) = J(y) f(y). Write

Thx) = | K(z,y)uly)lfily) — fi(z)]do(y)

RN

+ [ K(x,y)v(y) Aily)do(y) + | K(z,y)u(y) fi(z)dw(y),

RN RN

where u(y) = H(d(gg”)) and v(y) =1 — u(y).
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Letp fRN u(y)[fi(y) — fi(@)]ldw(y) and g(z) = [on K (2, y)o(y) fi(y)dw(y) +
Jan K (y) fi(z ) ( ) Then we have

Ip(z)] < / B 1A - A
1 d(z,y) \A / ||z — yl|\ A
: / (gyess @B, d(y, 7)) (nx —Zn) ()
1
A ( (

d
d
g

T v 1 . .,
V(y,zo,r+d y,xo))(r+d(y,xo)) + V(a:,xo,r—l—d(a:,gyo))<T+d(m’x0)> }dw(y)
1 . R ;
xxmr+ﬂ%x®%}+d@4@)KAMmeU%Lﬂ%xD%ﬂ%yW%Mw

A

r

1

Vi

0\~ 1 r g
(r) V(:)s,xo,r+d(x,a?0))(r—l—d(x,xo)> ’

since d(y,z) < 1R and d(z, 7o) = R, so d(y, zo) ~ d(z, ).
If replacing x by 2/, we still have

A

Ip(2)] S (g)ﬁ <7‘ 4 dEjg;, x0)>7V($, o, T i‘ d(x, )

Therefore,

0\A r g 1
_ < (2
ple) =ple)l 5 <7“) (7’ +d(x,x0)> V(z,xo,r +d(z,x0))
Observing that by 7'(1) = 0, we can write

4(@) - q(a) = / K K@ @A) - Al

+ [filz) = file")] [ K2 y)uly)dw(y) =T + 1.

RN
Similar to the proof of (Z3) in Lemma 27, we can get |T'(u)(2")| < 1 and thus

'3 [ fi(z) = ful@)]

< vemrramay Grawm)
~Ar V(x,zo, 7+ d(x,z0)) \1 + d(, 20)
1 r gl
* V(x!, xo,r + d(x’, x0)) (r +d(x’, 9:0)> }
For term I, applying the smoothness condition of K (x,y) with ||z — 2/|| = 0 < 3d(z,y) and
the smoothness condition for f; implies that

[z —'[[\e/lly — = r\?
1] §/d($’y)>25 w(B(:c,il(y,x)))(Hx—yH) ( ’ r ) V(m,xo,ld(:c,xo))<ﬁ> dw(y)

o° r v 1 1 1
sSolviom) Temr iy /d<x7y>>25 S(B, dly, ) [, )y P

5 Y
S (;)BV(x,xo,rid(Lﬂfo)) (TﬂLd(%xO)) ’
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since d(y, xg) ~ d(z,x9). The estimates of I and II gives the desired estimate for T'f;(x) —

Tfl(l’/>.
To see the estimate for T'fy(x) — T fo(2'), note that if fo(y) # 0, then d(z,y) > R >
2||x — «'||. Therefore,

T falir) = Th()
<[ K@) - K@) ) )
d(y,x)>5 R>20

1 |l — 2'[|\¢ 1 r gl
: /c«y,x»gR B Je=al) o s du e ) O

dw(y)

0\¢ 1 1 r g
S (R) w(B(z,d(z,x0))) /RN V(y, xo, 7 + d(y, o)) (r + d(y, xo))

S\ e r £ 1 0N\? 1 r gl
S (r) (r+d(x,x0)) w(B(x,d(x,x0))) S <;) V(:)s,zo,r—l-d(x,il?o))<7’+d(27,950)> .

Cases 2: d(x,x¢) < 10r. The proof of this case is easier. Indeed, set 1 = £(y) +n(y), where
() = 0(“42) and again wiite Tf(x) = p(x) + g(x), where p(x) = for K(2,9)[f(y) -
f(2))€(y)dw(y) and

q(z) = | K(z,y)f(yn(y)dw(y) + f(z) | K(x,y){(y)dw(y).

RN RN

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

! d(x. ) \P |z — l\?
'p@)'fs/d(x,y)gm SEe e Gy O )

v rawa =)
Py = d.0) b Ty = a0l

1 . X
i Ve, xo,r + d(x,x0))) <r + ||l — x0||> }dw(y)

1 1 5
m /d(x7y)<105 W(B(:L', d(;);" y))) (d(l’, y>) dw(:U)

<L
NTB

< (6)5 1 ( r )’Y
~\r/) V(x,xo,r +d(x,x0)) \r +d(x,20)/)
Repeating the same proof implies that

()] 5 (g>BV(a¢, T, T it d(z,zp)) (r + dzx, xo))w'

Similarly, by 7'(1) = 0, we have

q(x) — q(a")
- /RN (K (z,y) — Kz, 9)In(y)[f(y) — f(@)]dw(y) + [f(z) — f(2)] . K(2',y)¢(y)dw(y)
=1+ 1I.
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Observing that if d(y,x) > 50, then |K(z,y) — K(2,y)| < (lein) w(B(x,il(y,x))) and

F) = F@) S (Hx ; yH)B{V(’y,xo,r:— d(y, xo)) <7“ + ||?/T— ilﬁo||)V

1 r gl
T V@, 20,7 + d(@, 1)) (; o= x0||> 3
Note that r 4+ d(x, zo) < r+ d(y, o), therefore
1] < f 1 / 1 1
~ P Vi@, xo,r + d(w,20)) Jagywyss Ay, 2)7F w(B(z, d(y, x)))

dw(y)

<() vomors ()
~\r/) V(x,xe,r +d(x,20))) \r +d(2,20)/
Similar to the proof of (2.9) in Lemma 2.7, we can get |T'(£)(2')| < 1 and thus
1] S [f () = f(2)]

5 v
N (;)B{V(w x0, T —T— d(a: x9))) (7’ + d(=x, x0)>

+V(a: xo,r+da: o)) ( d(x’ :170) }

The fact that [px T'(f)(x)dw(x) = 0 follows from T*(1) = 0.
The proof of Theorem is complete. O

2.4. Proof of T'1 Theorem.

To show Theorem [LL8], the T'1 theorem, observe that the necessary conditions of the T'1
theorem follow from Theorem [[3] namely 7'(1), T*(1) € BMO4(RY,w) and T € WBP by
the definition of the weak boundedness of property.

To show the sufficent conditions of Theorem [L.8] we need to apply Coifman’s approximation
to the identity. For this purpose, we first extend T to a continuous linear operator from
A* N L2(RY, w) into (C§) where A*(RY) denotes the closure of Cf/(RY) with respect to the
norm || - |[5,0 < s <. To be precise, given g € C§,0 < s < 1, with the support contained in
a ball B(xg,r), and set 0 € C§ with 8(x) = 1 for d(z, z) < 2r and 0(x) = 0 for d(z, zo) > 4r.
Given f € A*N L*(RY,w), we write

(T'f,9) = (T(0f),9) +(T((1 = 0)f),9)-

The first term makes sense since 0 f € Cj. To see that the second term is also well defined,
by the size condition of K (x,y) and the fact f € L*(RY,w) together with the doubling and
the reverse doubling conditions of the measure w, we first write

w009 = [ o [ Koo @)

By Holder’s inequality,

’ /{ o KL= 00D ()daly)
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< 1 /{ o IKwPaty)’

1 2
<
~ Hf” /2Jr<d(:cy <oitin) w(B(x,d(x,y)))zdw(y))

1 3
)
/2Jr<d(x y)<2it+1r} w(B(x,2/r))? )

S ( 2 )

< 00,

(X
= ||fr|2(
(

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

This implies that (T'((1 —0)f), g) is well defined. Moreover, this extension is independent
of the choice of 6.

We now describe the properties of Coifman’s approximation to the identity acting on
A* N LA(RY,w). Let’s begin with considering (RY, || - ||,w) as space of homogeneous type in
the sense of Coifman and Wiess. Note that the measure w 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 (RY,| - ||,w). Here and throughout, Vj(x)
always denotes the measure w(B(x, 77 %)) for r > 1,k € Z and z € RY. We also denote by
V(z,y) = w(B(z, ||z — y|))) for z,y € RY.

Let 0 : R +— [0 1] be a smooth function which is 1 for ||z|| < r and vanishes for ||z| >
with some fixed r > 1. Applying the construction of Coifman’s approximation to the 1dent1ty,
we define

TP = [ 664l —yDIw)dsty), ke
Then
TO@ S [ dely) < Cu(Blar )
Conversely,
B> [ dely) = eBar )

Hence, Ty (1)(z) ~ w(B(x,r7*)) = Vi(x). Tt is easy to check Vj(2)~Vi(y) whenever ||z —y|| <

5% Thus,
13 7 )@ / (e i) ﬁda&y)
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Let M}, be the operator of multiplication by M (z) := m and let W}, be the operator
of multiplication by Wy(x) := [Tk(ﬁ(l))(:c)] !, Coifman’s approximation to the identity is

constructed by Sy = M1, W, T, M,., where the kernel of S}, is
Se(z,y) = | My(2)0(r*|lz — z[)Wi(2)0(r" ||z = y[)) Mi(y)dew(2).
R?’L
In [30], it was proved that kernels Sy.(z,y) defined on RY x RY satisfy the following properties.

ii) Sp(xz,y) =0if ||x — >4k and |9, x, <———"—;
k

k o
Cle =2l o e - ) <

(i) 1Sk(zy) = Su(='.9)| < Cp ey

*ly — /|
iv) |Su(z,y) — Si(z,y)| < O —F—Z "~ for ||y — ¢'|| < r¥F;
(v) [[Sk(z,y) — Sk, y)] = [Se(z.y') — Se(@’,y)]| < C
for |z — 2| < 8% and |ly — ¢/|| < r87F;

(vi) / Sk(z,y)dw(z) =1 for all y € RY:
RN

(vii) / Sk(x,y)dw(y) =1 for all z € RY.
RN

e — ||y — o/l
Vi(@) + Vi(y)

Coifman’s decomposition of the identity on L?(RY,w) is given as follows. Let D, :=
Sy — Sk_1. The identity operator I on L?(RY w) can be written as

I= Z D, = Z Z DyDj =Ty + Ry,

k=—o0 k=—o00 j=—00
where TM = Z Dij = Z DkDg/[ with Dg/[ = Z Dk—l—j and RM =
{4, k€L: |k—jI<M} keZ {ez:ljl<M}

> D;.D;. It is known, see [30], that there exists a constant C' such that
{J,k€L: |[k—j|>M}

1

2.10 D.Dy(z,y)| < Cr=li=* ,

where j A k = min{j, k}.
This estimate implies
||DjDkHL2(w)»—>L2(w) § p =kl
By the Cotlar-Stein Lemma we obtain

1Ru ()l r2) < Cr ™| £l 2

and then for a fixed large M, T;,', the inverse of Ty, is bounded on L*(RY,w). This yields
that Ty converges to the identity in the L? norm and moreover,

[=Ty'Ty= Y Ty'DVDy=TyTy' = Y DYDTy'  inL*RY,w).
k=—o00 k=—o00

The following lemma describes the properties of operators Ty, acting on A®.
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Lemma 2.8. Suppose 0 < s < % Then

(i) Toy = Y. DpDM converges uniformly and in the norm of A,
k=—o00
(i1) Ty is bounded on A?,
(iii) || Ty — I|ls = 0 as M — 4o0.

To prove Lemma 2.8 we need the following estimates for D, and DM,

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < s < 1. Then

() [ Dxf |z skr—’“llflls,

(i) [ Deflls S 5| fllzoe
(iii) 1D fllg S r* =2 fls if 0<s<B<1,
(1v) |IDMflls S M| fs-

Proof. For (i), the cancellations of Dy gives

Dif(x) = | Dz, y)[f(y) — f(2)]dw(y).

RN

Since Dy (x,y) = 0 for ||z —y|| = r*~*, the size condition of D}, and the smoothness condition
of f yield

]' S
|Drf ()| S f]ls T m“x —yl*dw(y)

Sl

For (ii), the smoothness condition of Dy gives

| Dief(x) = Dif(y)| = /RN(Dk(% 2) = Di(y, 2)) f(2)dw(2)

(Ul ,
< fll ( /” ot /” o ) e sl g,

1D flls < (1 Flloo-

To estimate (iii), if ||z — y|| < 7%7%, using the the cancellations of D}, and the smoothness
condition of f, we get

| Dy f () = Def(y)| =

which implies

/RN[Dk(SL’, Z) — Dk(y’ Z)]f(Z)dw(z)

/RN [Di(z, 2) — Dp(y, 2)|[f(2) — f(x)]dw(z)

Me—yl)® .
§ </”x_z||<’"4k+/||y—z||<?“4k)Vk(x)“‘Vk(z)Hx 1.1l (2)

< Ml =yl I £]s.

~

When |z —y|| > r67% (i) gives
Dief(x) = Def ) S 7751 flls S lle = yllPr =) £,

(iii) follows from these estimates. The estimate of (iv) follows from (iii) with § = s. O
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We now show Lemma 2.8

Proof of Lemma[Z38. We first show that Ty (f)(x) = > DpDM(f)(z) is well defined on

k=—00

A, (RY). To this end, let f € CJ with > s and set Gy f(z) := D, DM f(x). Observe that
if f € Cf then f € L* and hence, Dy (f)lly < CM||flloo- By (iv), IDF(f)lly S M| flly-
Therefore,

GuN@I =1 [ Dula i) DY)t < C
1

< ok
o Volw)

1£lloo S ¥ 01 flloo

since il;fVQ(:lf) >C >0. And

G = | [ Dute) DY (N Wet)| =] [ Dulan)DE (1 0) - DR ldsty)
S ”fH"/RN | Di(. y)lllz = yl"dw(y) < 7" £y

These two estimates imply that if f € Cf then the series Y. DpDM(f)(x) converges uni-

k=—o00
formly. Moreover, for given z,y € RY, choose kg € Z such that r=% < ||lz —y| < r
Then Lemma implies that

—ko+1

> [Grf(z) - ka<y>]‘ <D |Guf(0) = Guf ()| + D |Grf (v) = Gif(y)]
(2.11) <D 020Gkl + Yz =yl £

k>ko k<ko
SR flls A+ 0 =y P £
S e =ylPllfls-
Hence if f € Cf with 7 > s, then the series >_ D DM f converges in A* norm. Observe that
e

Cy with n > s is dense in A®. This implies that T), extends to A®. Indeed, if f € A%, then
there exists a sequence f, € CJ,n > s, such that ||f,, — f]|s tends to zero as n tends to occ.
Let Ty (f)(z) = 7}1_{20 T (fn)(2). Then Ty is bounded on A® and moreover, || Ty (f)lls <11 fls
for f € A°.

To show ||Ths — I||s — 0 as M — +o0, it is sufficient to prove ||Rps||s,s — 0 as M — +oo.
To this end, we rewrite

Ry f = Z Z DyD; = Z Z DyDyyof

k=—oc0 {j€Z: |k—j|>M} {eZ: [{|>M} k=—c0
= Z Dy(I — Spsm)f + Z DySk—n-1f.
k=—o00 k=—o00

Since [pn Sk(x,y)dw(y) =1 for k € Z, we have
(I = Skn) f(2)| = |f(2) = Serarf (z)]
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[, Senle. @) = Fwldsty)

< Orm R ]

and hence
I(Z = Sksnr) fllzoe < Cr= 2| F.
The above estimate together with Lemma and applying the same proof for (2IT]) imply
that | > D1 — Skpar)f]|, < 77| f]ls, which gives || > Dip(I = Skyar)||,, = 0 as
k=—o00 k=—o00 '

M — +o00.
To estimate > DpSk_p—1f, the second term of Ry, f, let Hyf = DySk—nr—1f and denote

k=—o00
Hy(x,y) by the kernel of Hy. Then [,y Hy(z,y)dw(y) = DpSi—p-1(1) = Dy(1) = 0 and
Hy(x,y) = 0if ||z —y|| = r5~*=M) By the cancellation of Dj, and the smothness of Sj__1,

|Hy(x,y)| = /RN Dy (x, z) [Sk_M_l(z,y) — Sk_M_l(at,y)]dw(z)
LN — 2
s C/rc—z|<r2k(Vk(I)) Vi—n-1() du(z)
< Cr M (Vicpr—a(x)
Thus, for f € A®
@I = | [ Bl - falde)
<C r M (Veenra (@)l = ylI*l| fllsdw (y)

‘x_y‘grﬁ—(k—M)
< O~ My =20 L
This implies that
(2.12) |Hflle S =620 £

If |z — /|| < r6= =) then

|Hi(w,y) — Hi(2', y)]

/]RN [Dk(l', Z) - Dk(;);'” z)} Sk—M—1(Z,y)dw(z)

(2.13) R—

<c / B Lt
(lo—zl<r2—* or [o—z|<r2—+} Va(T) + Vi(2)

<Oz — 2/ || (Vie a1 ()~

For ||z — y|| < r%*=M) applying (ZI3) yields

|Hif () — Hif (y)]

[Hi (2, 2) — Hi(y, 2)|f (2)dw(2)

RN

(Vk—M—l(y))_ldW(Z)
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[Hy (7, 2) — He(y, 2)|[f(2) — f(2)]dw(z)

RN
s / Pz = yl| (Vi1 (9) e — 271 £l sdo(2)
{||z— z||<r6 (k=M) or |ly—z||<r6—(k=M)}
rFr B3 2 — y|[]| £

For ||z — y|| > p6=(k=M) the estimate ([ZI2) implies
[Hiof () = Hi f(y)] S v e O fllg S e 20z — g £

These estimates imply that Hy(f)(x) is a Lipschitz function with the Lipschitz norm bounded
by

(2.14) 1Hi fllzip S 7= F=0% £l
Using the fact that || f|ls < ||/l ﬁ||f||L2p,O < B < 1, the estimates (212)) and (214]) yield
(2.15) |Hyfllg S r= M2 D00 £

Given z,y € RY, choose k; € Z such that »=* < ||z — y|| < r~%*!. The estimates in ([2.12))
and (215 imply that for s < f3,

> [Hif(z) - ka<y>]‘

k=—o00

< Y |Hef(x) = Hof()|+ Y [Hef(2) = Hef (v)]

{k:k>k;} {k:k<k1}

S N 2AHS s+ D e =yl IS

{k:k>k;} {kik<ky}

S D e 1 e S [ el F
{k:k>k1} {k:k<ki}

S rhp MM £ r—M“*@rM(s—mrkl“—S)||x —yl°I£1s
MO (MO0 4 MO oy £l

S Mg — gl ]l

Therefore, we have

| > Hf| Sr¥0)f), for s<p<l.

k=—o00

If s < 3, we can choose 3 so that r=(=29) — 0 as M — +o00. The proof of Lemma 2.8 is
ﬁnlshed O

We are now ready to give the proof of sufficient conditions of the T'1 theorem under the
assumptions that 7°(1) = T*(1) = 0. Notice that T); converges strongly on L?(R",w) since,
by the almost orthogonal estimates and the Cotlar-Stein Lemma,

Lo
S by
k=L1

< +00.

sup
L2(RN w)— L2 (RN w)

Li,Lo
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Thus, by Lemma 2.8 T); converges strongly on A* N L2
It is clear that A* N L*(RY,w) is dense in L?. To prove the sufficient condition of Theorem
LY it suffices to show that

(90, T fo)| < Cllgollz2@n wyll foll L2 )

for any go, fo € A* N L2(RY,w) with compact supports. For given fy € A* N L*(RY, w) with
compact support, by LemmaZ8] set f; = T, fo € A* N L*(RY,w) and let

Lo
Unit, = Y DD}

k=L,
By LemmaZ® lim Ug, 1,f1 = foin A*NL*(RY,w). Observe that operator 7' extends to a
Ly——o0
Lo—+00

continuous linear operator from A*NL?(RY,w) into (C§)’. Hence, for each gy € A*NL*(RY, w)
with compact support,

(90, T fo) = Llim (90, TUL, 1, f1)-

La—too
Similarly, let g1 = Ty go. Then g; € A* N LA(RY w) and lim Upi g1 = go in A° N
L) —»—oco
L’21—>+oo

L*(RY,w). Thus,
(90, T fo) = lim lim <UL’1,L’2917TUL1,L2f1>-

Observe that
Ly L

(Ury 0491, TUL, 1, /1) = Z Z <D£/491,DZ/TD1€D;]€WJC1>-

k=L k'=L
The following almost orthogonal estimate is crucial.

Lemma 2.10. Let T be a Dunkl-Calderdn-Zygmund singular integral satisfying T(1) =
T*(1) =0 and T € WBP. Then

/RN . Dy (z,u)K(u,v)Dj(v,y)dw(u)dw(v)

- 1 A=V (k) .,

< plhile , ( , )

ST Vg VP () WP+ d(a,y)
where v, € (0,¢) and € is the reqularity exponent of the kernel of T given in (LI2) and
(TI3), a Vb = maz{a,b}.

Assuming the Lemma 2.10 for the moment, then
I D;T D || 22 () 1200y S 27F7F
Applying the Cotlar-Stein lemma yields
[(Ury,2291, TUL 1 )] S [ fill ey illgrl 2@y w) S Nl foll 2@y wyll goll 22 @ )

for all Ly, Lo, L), and L. Hence,

(90, T fo)| < Cligoll 2@ o) [l foll 2@ ) -
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The proof of Theorem [[.8 with the assumptions 7'(1) = 77*(1) = 0 is complete.

To show the Lemma 210, we need the following lemma, which will be used to establish
the discrete weak-type Calderén reproducing formula and the boundedness of the Dunkl-
Calderon-Zygmund operators on the Dunkl-Hardy spaces.

Lemma 2.11. Letz,y € RN andeg,t,s > 0 witht > s. Suppose that fi(x,-) is a weak smooth
molecule function in M(eq, €9, t, ) and g4(+, y) is a smooth molecule function in M(eo, ¢, S, y).

Then for any 0 < e1,e9 < €, there exists C' > 0 depending on €q,€1, €2, such that for all
t>s>0,

s €1 1 t €2
(2.16) " fe(@, u)gs(u, y)dw(u) < C(;) Viz .t + d(z,y)) (t +d(z, y)> '

If fi(x, ) and gs(-,y) both are smooth molecule functions in M(eq, ¢, t, ) and M(eq, €9, s, y),
respectively, then for any 0 < e1,e5 < &g, there exists C' > 0 depending on €g, €1, €2, such that
forallt,s >0,

(2.17) /RN fe(z,u)gs(u, y)dw(u)
s t\° 1 tVs €2
<0<2A;) V@w4VVQ+d@wD(@V@+Ww—MO

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

Lemma 2.12. For any €1,e2,t,s >0, Let

1 t €1 1 5
r= /RN Vz,z,t+d(x,z2)) (t + d(z, z)) Vi(z,y,s+d(z,y)) (s +d(z, y)) dw(2),
then there exists a constant C' depending on £1,o such that,
C
Viz,y,(tVs)+d(z,y))
Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume t > s. We just need to show that

C
T < .
V(z,y, t+d(z,y))

T<

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

1 1 s e2
s /RN Viz,z,t) V(z,y,s + d(z,9)) (s +d(z, y)) du ()

1 1 S €2
<
B o Vo i)
By the condition d(x,y) <t and Lemma 2.2] we have
T < L .
~Vi(z,y, t+d(z,y))
Case 2: d(x,y) > t, since d(z, z) + d(y, z) = d(z,y), we have

T <

T e e AP SV
d(w,z)}%d(w,y) V(l’,Z,t+d(l’,Z)) t+d(l’,2) V(z,y,s—l—d(z,y)) $+d(2,y)
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_'_/ 1 ( t )81 1 ( s >E2dw(z)
d(y,z)}%d(x,y) V([L’, Z,t-l—d(!lf,Z)) t-l—d([lf,Z) V(Zaya8+d(zay)) S+d(2,y)
= Tl + Tg.

For term 77, we have

1 1 s €2
T,S/ dw(z
1 (m@gawwNB@J+d@wDﬂ4%%s+d@wD<&+ﬂ&w) =)

1 1 S €2
< d .
’VWL%H%@w»ANW%%M%@w»Q+ﬂ%w> “(7)
By Lemma 2.2] we have

1
T, < )
EY V(g b+ d(x,y)

For term 75,
1 t

TQS/ v d ( d ) Bly,d
d(y,z)}%d(w,y) (l’,Z,t+ ([L’,Z)) t+ ([L’,Z) W( (ya (l’,y)))

1 / 1 ( t )Eldw( )
= z).
w(B(y,d(x,y))) Jan V(z, 2z, t +d(x, 2)) \t + d(x, 2)
By the condition d(z,y) > t and Lemma 2.2] we have

Ty 5 ! < ! .
Viz,y,d(z,y)) ~ Ve, y, t+d(z,y))
This complete the proof of the Lemma 212 O

Now we prove the Lemma 2111

Proof. We begin with the estimate (2.I6]). Let ¢ = max{e,e2}, then we just need to show
that
S 1 t

/RN fi(z,uw)gs(u, y)dw(u) < C(Z) Vit dzg) (t n d(:)s,y)>e’ for t > s.

we write

s= [ pwaupdot) = [ (Ao - Ao o)

RN RN

Note that
SI< [ b = ]l v)deto)
s (el + b)) -l )ldo(w)
[lu—yl|>t
= I+ 1,

where

ot — o 1 t e
Is /”u_y||<t ( t ) (V(x, u,t+d(z,u)) <t + d(z, 'u,)>

1 t €0 1 s €0
+ V(e,y,t+d(z,y)) <t+d(:)s,y)) ) . V(u,y,s+d(u,y)) <s+ ||u—?/||> du(u)
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and

1 ) 1 €0
s /|u_y||>t (V(x, u,t+ d(z,u)) (t + dzx, 'u,)) + V(z,y,t +d(z,y)) (t + dix, y)) )

1 S €0
X V(u,y,s+d(u,y)) <8—|— ||u—yH> dw(u).

For term I, since [|u — y|| < ¢, we have

(7 G < () () o)™
t stlu—yl/ ~\ t lw=yll/ \s+lu—yll
sa s £0—€
-() =)

s\° 1 t €0 1 t €0
I's <¥) /Hu—yllét (V(m, u,t+d(zr,u)) (t + d(z, u)) * V(z,y,t+d(z,y)) (t + d(z, y)) )

Thus

y 1 ( s )eo_ed (w)
wlu).
V(u,y,s—l—d(u,y)) s+ ||u_y||
Let
1 t €0 1 s f07e
I = d
1 /”u_y”@ e x| G- ) A ey ( iy yu) w(w)

and

I - / 1 ( t )60 1 ( s )EO_Edw(u)
? [lu—yl|<t V(l’,y,t+d(l’,y)) t+d(l’,y) V(u,y,s+d(u,y)) 5+ ||u_y|| ’
then I < (2)° - (11 + I3). Note that

1

15
<
~ V(z,y,t+d(x,y)) (t +d(x, y)) ’
where we apply Lemma in the last inequality above.
Note that

1 t €0 1 s e
Iz < V(z,y,t+d(x,y)) <t+d(x,y)) /RN V(u,y,s+d(u,y)) (S—i—d(u,y)) du(u)
t

I < / L ( i )EO ! < i )ao_adw(u)
b d(u,y)<t V(x,u,t—i—d(x,u)) t—l—d(x,u) v(uuy78+d(u7y)) 8+d(u7y) .

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

1 1 t c
L < S < ) :
V(z,y,t +d(z,y)) ~ V(z,y,t +d(z,y)) \t + d(x,y)

Case 2:d(x,y) > 2t, by d(u,y) < t < 3d(x,y) and d(z,u) + d(y,u) > d(z,y), we obtain
d(z,u) > 3d(z,y). And hence,

1 t ‘ t e
I <
! /d(u,y)gt V(z,u, t+ d(z,u)) (t + d(z, u)) (t + d(z, u))
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1 s co—¢
X V(u,y,s+d(u,y)) <s+d(u,y)> dw(u)

S /RN Vi(z,u,t i— d(z,u)) (t + dt(x, y))€ (t + di:c, u))eo_€
1 s

“Viu,y,s +d(u,y)) (S +d(u, y))eo_edw(u)

el )
~Vi(x,y,t+d(x,y) \t+d(x,y) )
where we apply the Lemma in the last inequality above.
Therefore

< (2ye. < (8¢ 1 t :
I's (t) (h+ )5 (t) V(x,y,t+d(a?,y))(t+d(x,y)> '
For term 17, Let

1 t €o 1 S €o
I, = d
! /|u_y.|>t v<x,u,t+d<x,u>><t+d<x,u>) v<u,y,s+d<u,y>><s+||u—y||> w(u)
and

1 t €o 1 S o
11 :/ dw(u
Sl WL roerarer g1 o) M e gt s e AL O
Note that

I — 1 ( t )60/ 1
U Vi(yttdy) \t+d@,y)) Sy Vwy, s +d(u,y))
s go—¢ s €
X _— _— dwu
<s+||u—y||) <s+||u—y||) (u)

1 t c 1
< Viz,y,t+d(z,y)) (Hd(w,y)) /[RN V(u,y,s+d(u,y))

(rsdig) (e

< (f)a 1 ( t )6
~A Vinyy, t+d(z,y) \t+d(x,y)/

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

1, < L ( ! )" ! () et
'S Jawwzbiaen Ve, u,t+ d(z,w) \t+d(z,u)) V(u,y, s+ du,y) \s+ u—yl

llu—yl[>t

1 t €0 1 s €od
+[l(y;,u)>“§;w Vot de ) ) Vs dw s e

= IIM + IIlg.
Note that

< /RN V(x,u,t 1+ d(z,u)) (t + dt(:):, y))e (t + dix, u))ao—a
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" vuay,siwuu4»><§)E<§13§EEB)EW{d““”

<)o —)
~o Vizy t+d(zy)) \t+d(z,y) )
where we apply Lemma [2.12 in the last inequality above. Moreover,

I, = / ! ()
27 Jawwzaen V(z,u, t + d(x,u) \t + d(z, u)

llu—yl[>t

X ! < i )5( i )Eo_sdw(u)
V(uw,y,s+d(u,y) \s+ [[u—yll ) \s+|u—yl '

d(z,y) and lu—y|| > t, we have [u—yl| > 3(t+[lu—yl)) > 5(t +d(u,y)) >

Ihe 5 G)(m) /RN V(m,u,ti—d(:c,u)) (t + dix,u))eo

1 s co—e
XvwWﬁ+dwﬂ»(&+amm) du(w)

Since d(y,u) >

T+ d(z,y)).
Therefore

1
2

Sye 1 t E
S (;) V(z,y,t+d(z,y)) <t+d(1’>y)) 7

where we apply the Lemma 212 in the last inequality above. This completes the proof of the
estimate (ZI0). The proof of the estimate (217 is almost the same. To be precise, replacing
d(z,u) by ||z — ul| for all fractions ;7 and d(z,y) by [lz — y|| for all fractions s,
respectively, yields the proof of the estimate (2I7). We leave the details to the reader. [

We point out that the estimate (2.10) of Lemma 2.1 will be used for the proof of Lemma
and while the estimate (2.I7)) will be needed for establishing the weak-type discrete
Calderon reproducing formula in next Section.

We return to the proof of Lemma 210, that is, we show that if 7" is a Dunkl-Calderén-
Zygmund singular integral satisfying 7'(1) = 7*(1) =0 and T'€ W BP, then

/RN . Dy(xz,u)K (u,v)D;(v, y)dw(u)dw(v)

|t 1 T_jv_k Y
< plk=ile . ( . ) ,
~ V(z,y,r=V=F+d(z,y)) \r=V=F 4+ d(x,y)

where 7,¢" € (0,¢) and ¢ is the regularity exponent of the kernel of 7'

To this end, we may assume k < j. Observe that Dy(x,-) is a smooth molecule in
M(1,1,¢,2) with ¢t = r=% 2 € RY and D;(-,y) is a smooth molecule in M(1,1,s,y) with
s =17,y € RY Set Dy(2,v) = [un Di(z,u)K (u,v)dw(u). By Theorem [[F, for any 0 <
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gg < 1, Ek(x, -) is a weak smooth molecule in M(ao,ao,t,x) with t = r~%. Note that when
k < j,then ¢t > s. Applying the estimate (2.I6]) in the Lemma 2Z11] yields

/RN . Dy(z,u)K(u,v)D;(v,y)dw(u)dw(v)

N s 1 T_k Y
< k=i ( ) 7
- Vi, y,r=F 4+ d(z,y)) \r=* 4+ d(z, y)

where €',y < &y.

Similarly, if j < k, then [,y K(u,v)D;(v,y)dw(v) is a weak smooth molecule and repeating
the same proof gives the desired estimate.

Finally, to finish the proof of the Theorem [L.8 it remains to consider the general case:
T(1) € BMO(w)(RY,w) and T*(1) € BMO(RY,w). 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 (RY, || - ||,w) :

Definition 2.13. A function f(x) defined on RY is said to be a test function if there exits
a constant C such that for 0 < 3 < 1,7 > 0,7 > 0 and x5 € RV,

0 f) <o ()

V(z,r+ ||z — zol]) \r + ||z — z0||

@) 1760 - fa) < o () (),

T+ ||z — 0| x,r+ ||x — xo||) \r + ||z — 20|

for lo ="l < 5(r +[lz — zol);

(i) | f(@)do(a) =0

We denote such a test function by f € M(3,v,r, x0) and || f{| m(8,,r,20), the norm in M(3, v, r, zo),
is defined by the smallest C' satisfying the above conditions (i) and (ii).

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

Theorem 2.14. Let {Si}rez be a Coifman’s approximations to the identity and set Dy =

Sk — Sk_1. Then there exists a family of operators {Ek}kez such that for any fived xg € Q
with k € Z and Q are "r—dyadic cubes” with the side length r—M =%,

f@)= 30 37 w(Q)Dila,20) Dilf) ).

k=—00 QeQk

where the series converge in LP(w), 1 < p < oo, M(B,v,r,z0), and in (M(5,~,r,z0)),

the dual of in M(B,~,r,x0), and moreover, the kernels of the operators Dy satisfy the the
following conditions:

1 rk
Vi(z) + Vi(y) + V(z,y) r=F + ||z — y|’
~ ~ — 1 r
0 oo o) Butat oy < o =7 |
() 1Dele,y) = Dule )l < O e I i@ + il + Vi) r* + e =3l
Jor lle — /] < (" + 1z — yl})/2

(i) 1Dz, y)l < C

-k
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(i) / Dz, y)dw(x) =0 for all y € RY;
RN

(iv) Di(z,y)dw(y) =0  for all z € RV,
RN

Simalarly, there exists a family of linear operators {5k}keZ such that for any fived xq € @,

Z > w(@Q) Dyl 20) Di(f)(7q),

k=—00 QeQ*

where the kernels of the operators Dy, satisfy the above conditions (i), (iii), (iv) and (i) with
x and y interchanged,

The papraproduct operator is defined by

Definition 2.15. Supporse that {S;},{D;} and {D;} are same as defined above. The
paraproduct operator of f € M(f3,v,r,zo)" is defined by

Z S w(Q)Delw, 20) Du(b)(2) k() (wa),

k=—00 QeQ*

where b € BMO4(RY, w).
We need the following result on space of homogeneous type:

Theorem 2.16. The paraproduct operator is the Calderon-Zygmund operator. Moreover,
[,(1) = b in the topology (H}, BMOy), (I1,)*(1) = 0 and there exists a constant C' such that
for 1 < p < oo,

ML (A)le < ClbllBazog )l £l

See [30] for all these results and the details of the proofs.

Observe that the classical Calderén-Zygmund operator on space of homogeneous type is
also the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator. Suppose now that both T(1) and T*(1) belong
to BMO4(RY,w). Set T=T- Hpay — (Ip- “(1), y)*. Then T is a Dunkl- Calderon—Zygmund
singular integral operator. Moreover, T'(1) = (T)*(1) = 0 and T € W BP. Therefore, T is
bounded on L*(RY,w) and hence, T is also bounded on L*(RY w).

The proof of Theorem [[.8is completed.

3. WEAK-TYPE DISCRETE CALDERON REPRODUCING FORMULA AND
LITTLEWOOD-PALEY THEORY ON LP,1 < p < o0

In this section, we will apply the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator Theory, namely the
Cotlar-Stein Lemma and the L? boundedness of the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operators to
establish the weak-type discrete Calderén reproducing formula and Littlewood-Paley theory
on P/ 1<p<oo.

3.1. Weak-Type Discrete Calderén Reproducing Formula.

We begin with the following Calderén reproducing formula provided in [§].
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Theorem 3.1. For f € L*(RY,w),
o dt
(.) fa)= [ vora s

where g, = tO;p; with the Poisson kernel py, g * f(2) = [on @(x,y) f(y)dw(y) and ¢, f(z) =
Jan e(@, y) f(y)dw(y) with ¥ (x) being a radial Schwartz function supported in the unit ball
B(0,1).

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

(3.2) 107050, e, y)| St Ppy(, y).
In [21], the authors improved the estimates for p;(z,y) by
1 t

pe(z,y)| S

PR G e d g el
and hence,

1 t

(3.3) 07 020 pu(w, )| S ¢l

V(v,y, t+d(z,y) t+ ||z —yl|

These estimates indicade that ¢(z,y) for all z,y € RY and t > 0, satisfy the following
conditions:
1 t

(i) |@(z,y) — a2’ y)|
Hx—:c’H( 1 t N 1 t )
t Ve, y,t+d(z,y)t+ [z —yl| V(e yt+dz y)t+ |z -yl

(i) fa(z,y)| <

~

|y y||( 1 t N 1 t )
(vi) / 4z, y)de(y) = / 4z y) () = 0.
RN RN

And oy (x,y) for all 2,y € RV, t > 0 satisfy the similar conditions as ¢ (z,y) but ¥ (x,y) is

supported in {(z,y) : d(x,y) < t}.
It is east to check that qt(:z y) are smooth molecules. Indeed, ¢,(-,y) € M(1,1,t,y) for any

fixed y and ¢(x,-) € M(1,1,¢,x) for any fixed x, and similarly for ¢, (z,y).
Now we show Theorem with p = 2. The main tools are the almost orthogonal estimates
and the Cotlar-Stein Lemme.

Proof of Theorem with p=2. Let 1 < r < 1y, where rq will be chosen later, and
t; =177 and ¢; = ¢,—; and ¢; = ¢,—;. For given f € L*(R",w), we decompose f as follows.

:/ooqﬂt*%*f(fc)@

r—i+1 r—it+1

:—Z/ Vg f(x +Z/ *qj*f(x)_¢t*qt*f(z)]%

J=—00 J=—00
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=—Inr Z Vi *q;* f(x) + Ri(f),

j=—o00

where Ry f(x Z fr o [¢t xqpx f(x) — ;% g * f(:z)] %. Further, we decompose

j=—00

—Inr Y by f(2)

lnrz Z/%iy o f(y)dw(y)
J_—OOQEQ]
e S S @ zela; * )
J=—00QeqQi
fr Y Z/ 3 (,70)4 + f () — wulw, y)as * F ()| d(y)
J=—00 QeI
=Tu(f)(@) + Rar f (),
where
Tyu(f)(z)=—Inr Z Z Q)j(x,xq)q; * f(xg)
J=—00QeQI
and

Ru(f)@) =lnr 3 z/ 0, 70)q5 * (@) — il w)as * [ ()] dw(y),

j=—00 QeQi

M is any fixed integer and () are all “r—dyadic cubes” with the side length »=~7 and zq
is any fixed point in Q).
The identity operator on L?(RY,w) can be written by the following

I =Ty + R+ Ry.
We claim that there exist ro for any 1 < r < rg and M such that
<

[R1(f)ll2 < C(r = DI f]l2
and
[Ra ()2 < M f]la-

Assuming the claim for the moment, if we choose 1 to be close to 1 and M to be sufficiently
large, then ||R; + Rasll22 < 1. Observing that Ty; = I — Ry — Ry, therefore, Ty, is bounded
on L*(RY,w) and moreover, (Ty;)~!, the inverse of Ty, is also bounded on L?(RY,w) since
(Ty)™t = (I— Ry — Ry)~L. For each f € L?(RY,w) setting h = (Ty;) "L f then h € L2(RY,w)
with || f]|2 ~ [|h]]2. We obtain the weak-type discrete Calderén reproducing formula

f(x) = Ta(Tos) " f(2) = = Inr Z > w(@)v(w, 2q)g; * h(zg).

j=—00 QGQ]
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To see that the above series converges in L?(RY w), we need the Littlewood-Paley estimates
on L*(RY, w), namely, ||S(f)|l2 < C||fl2, where S(f) is the square function of f. See details
in next Subsection. Indeed,

1>° > w(@)ol 7q)aq * hlxq)|l3

lilZn QeQd

<OI( X Y lag * ha)l*xalx)) I

l712n QeQd

where the last term tends to zero as n tends to co. See more details in next Subsection.
We now return to the proof of the claim. The proof for R; follows from the Cotlar-Stein
Lemma. To this end, we have

i+l i+l

Z/ TPt*Qt*f() Vg f(x @:—Z/ dt,
where S} f(z) = S;* f(x) = [zn S; (y)dw(y) with S;(z,y) = ¥ * q(x, y) — ¥ * q;(z,y).

We first show that S; ( y) € I\\/[[(l, 1,7" J,y) and the proof for S;(z,-) € M(1,1,r 77, ) is
similar. Note that

Sia) = [ { (o9 = vi@ a0 +0le. ) (wl0) — 50) Jolo)

To estimate the size condition of S;(z,y), applying the estimates in (B3] with dyq:(x,y) =
Oipi(x,y) + t0?p,(x,y) implies that for r—7 <t < r 7L,

C . : .
T B YN B ) F e ER
' 1 r—J
<Cr—1 . . )
N R B ) Py P |
Similarly,
1 r—J
35 |ile.2) —vy(w )| < Clr—1)

Vi, z,r= +d(x,2))r=7 + ||z — 2|
Therefore, Lemma (2Z.12) gives
1 rJ

V(:L',y,r‘j + d(l’,y)) rJ + ||I - y” .

(3.6) 155(z,y)| < C(r — 1)

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

Sz, y) — Si(@',y)
= (¢t %)%(37 y)‘l‘%( )(I y) — (¢t —wj)qt(x’,y) w]( )(I Y)

:ANUw@&%ﬂMf&D—@M%@—wmﬂdﬂ%QWWM@
+LN@w%a—¢mmwMMaw—%@wWM@>
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To estimate the first term for r—7 < ¢t < r=7t! applying Lemma ([3.3) with m = 1,|a| =
1,]5] = 0 yields

| (wt(x> Z) - ¢t($,a Z)) - ('ij(llf, Z) - 'l/)j (xla Z)) |
(1 =) 2 = ]

r=i r=i
[ 1 rJ N 1 r ]
Ve, z,r= 7 +d(x,2))r7 +||lx—2z| V(e z,r 7 +d@,2)r 7+ —z|]
By Lemma ([2I2), for 77 <t < r 777! we have

<C

X

/RN [(%(x,z) — (2, 2)) — (V;(z, 2) — Y;(a, Z))}qt(,z,y)dw(z)

<o =) e = [ : -
= r—J rJ V(.’E, Y, I+ d(.’E, y)) r7+ H.’E o y”
i -
V(' y,r=I +d(x’,y)) r=7 + =" —y|
|z — | 1 r~
<O(r—1 . [ . -
(r=1)=3 V(z,y,r +d(z,y)) r + |z —y|

1 r—J
V(' y,r= +d(x',y)) r + [z — yll} '

To estimate the second term, applying the smoothness condition on ¢; and the estimate in
(34) and then apply the Lemma (Z12) yield

/RN [?/Jj(z, 2) — ¥( Z)} [4:(2,y) — ¢;(2,y)] dw(2)

B e ) | T | o
r r= Wiy, r +d(z,y)) rd + [l =yl
1 r—J
AT e e el
|x — 2/ 1 r—J
SCr=1) r—J [V(a:,y,r‘j +d(z,y))r=7 + || —y||
1 r—J
N TN R e eIt
We obtain

1 rJ

V(z,y,r=7 +d(z,y))r + ||z —y

1Sj(z,y)| < C(r—1)
and
[ 1 rJ
r=i Wi(x,y,r7 +d(x,y) r7 + ||z -yl
1 r—J
V(' y,r= +d(x',y)) r7 + |2’ -yl

, x—a
1S, 9) — Sy y)] < C(r — D=2

_|_
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which together with the fact fRN (x,y)dw(x) = 0 implies that for any fixed y, S;(z,y)) is a
smooth molecule in M(1, 1,777, y). Moreover,

155, Imarig < C(r—1).
Similarly, for any fixed z, S;(z,-) € M(1,1,r 7, z) and
155(2, MIma,1ri,2) < Clr—1).

Applying the same argument, we also obtain that S7(-,y) € M(1, 1,777, y) for any fixed y
and S¥(z,-) € M(1,1,777,z) for any fixed z.
By (21I7) in the Lemma (2ZI1]), there exists ¢ < 1 such that

' 1 r—iv—k €
Qe < -1 2,.—|j—kle - - .
1SiSk @)l < Ol = D T  d(a.y)) <r’f +d(z, y>)

Sj(x,y)%. Then

r]+

Let Tj(x,y) =

15T (2, y)] /

C i~k 1 rvh )
< -1 ¢ . .

=1 V(x,y,r=V=k + d(z,y)) (T‘”‘k +d(z, y))
Let f € L?*(RY,w). Then

7k:+1

dt ds
[ sy

r—Jtl

2

T3 Ao = [ | [ BT ) dota)]| o)
By the definition, d(x,y) = melg lo(z) =y,
. 1 r JV—Fk €
T (2, y)] C(r — 1)kl : ( — )
’ CZ(:; w(B(y,r7V =+ [lo(x) —yl)) \r=7* +[lo(z) -yl
S — 1 1 ()
e (Blo(z),r7V=F+ [lo(z) —yl)) \r* +lo(@) =yl /

Since G is finite,

IT5 T3 f NG ) S D (r = 1)t 204 /R (M flo(x))) dw(z)

ceG

= Z(T — 1)4p2li—kle /RN (Mf(:c))zdw(x)

o€G
S =D e s
where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on (RY || - ||,w). Hence
| T5T% || 2@y wys 2@y ) < C(r — 1)%r e,
By the Cotlar-Stein’s lemma, for 1 < r < r,

Z/ h wt% ¢rj€hjf(3f)}%

j=—00

< C(r—1)>%.

LN w)
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This implies that |[Ry fll22 < C(r —1).
It remains to show the claim for R),;. To do this, we write

Ruf@) = —r 3 3 / bl y) — Yo(w, 20))aef (1) dw(y)

j=—00 QGQ]

ey Y / Yol 7) (10 (2q) — 4o f (v))dw(y)

Jj=—00 QeQI
= Ry, f(2) + Ry f(2),
where ()7 are all cubes with the side length r~

We estimate HR2 ()2 only since the proof for ||R},(f)]|2 is similar.
Denote R, ( = [an Ej f(2)dw(z), where

By, ) = / V(. 70) (4alva: 2) — 4oy 2))dw(y).
QEeQI
We show that E;(x, z) are smooth molecules. Precisely, Ej(~, z) € M(1,1,777, 2) and Ej(x,-) €
M(1,1,779, ). Moreover, || Ej(z, )|lmai,—iqz < Cr—™ and similarly for E;(-,z). We show
Ej(x,-) € M(1,1,77,2) only. It is clear that [,y Fj(z,2)dw(z) = 0. Observe that if
yeQeq,

lae(zq, 2) — aq(y, 2)|

M—j

|y — zql| 1 r 1 r
<O . . . + . .
=i Wz, z,r7 +d(xq, 2)r 7 +|lxg — 2| V(y,z,r7 +d(y,2))r7 + |ly — 2|
—j—M —j
< CT 1 T

= V(y,z,r 7 +d(y,z) r=7 + ||y — 2|’

since r 7 +d(y,z) ~r I +d(xg,z) and r I + |ly — z|| ~ 7+ ||zg — 2| for y € Q € Q7. Note
that g (z, zg) ~ ¥g(x,y), thus,

B9 <C Y [ Walr,a0)(solra, ) ~ aoly. ) ()

QeI
1 r=J
< C17ﬂ_1\4/ r=3\T; i i
o o S S T Ty =7
1 r=J

V(z,z,r 9 +d(z,2)r7 + ||z — 2|

dw(y)

<or ™

Now we verify the smooth condition of F;(z,-). To this end,we write

Ey(r,2) — Ey(z,?)

=> /¢Q z,1q) QQ(% 2) = d4o(20,2)) = (4(y. 2') — go(wq. 2') [dw(y).

QeI
Applying the estimate in (33)) with |o| = |5] = 1 yields

lao(y, 2) — ao(xq, 2)] — laq(y, ') — aq(zq, 2)]|
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ly — zq |lz = #| 1 r
~Noord o Vg, zr i +d(y, 2)ri + |y — 2
1 = 1 r

+ . . + . .
Vizq, 2,177 + d(®q, 2)) 17 + [lwg — 2|~ V(y, 2,777 +d(y,2"))r7 + |ly = #|

1 r—J
+ : : .
Vizq, 2, r +d(zq,2))r 7 + |lzq — || }

Observe that if y € Q € @7, then (y, 2,77 +d(y, 2)) ~ (zg, 2,77 +d(xg, 2)) and (y,2’,r 7 +
d(y, 2)) ~ (g, 2,177 + d(zq, '), and Yq(z,2q) ~ Yo(z,y) thus,

|Ej(x,2) — Ej(z, 2)]

1 rJ
o M||z 2 H / . | |
2 [ W)l V(yz,r +d(y, 2) = + Iy — 2]

QeQI
N 1 r=J ) w(y)
V(y7 zlv rJ + d(y7 )) r= + ||y - Z/H

_ ! 1 /r’_.y
C —M7||Z ZH / —j ( - -
B I A A T R ) P P
N 1 r—J ) w(y)
V(.2 r9 +dly. =) r + ly =21
J— / ]_ ,r.—]
< crmllz=2 ”( _ .
" rJ V(z,z,r7 +d(zx,z))r=7 + ||z — z||

1 r—J
; | | )
Vw2, v~ +d(z, 2")) r=I + ||z — 2'||

which implies that Ej(z,-) € M(1,1,777, 2) with || E;(z, )|lma1,-2 < Cr—M.
The same estimates hold for £7, the adjoint operator of £;. By (ZI7) in the Lemma 2.TT]

Vi, y,r= V= +d(z, y)) \r 7"+ [lz -y

Similar to the proof for Ry, applying Cotlar-Stein’s Lemma gets ||R3,f|lzz < 72| f|| 2
The claim is proved and hence, the proof of Theorem with p = 2 is complete. O

. 1 pIV=k c
BBz, )| < r—2Mplike ( ) |

Proof of Theorem with 1 < p < co. The main toll of the proof of the Theorem
with 1 < p < 0o is the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator theory. Namely,
we will show that Ry and Ry, are the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operators. To this end,
observe that these two operators have been proved to be bounded on L*(RY,w) with the
operator norms less than C(r — 1) and Cr= for 1 < r < rg, respectively. It suffices to show
that the kernels of R; and R); are the Dunkl-Calderéon-Zygmund singular integral operator
kernels.
We first verify the kernel of R;. We recall

r—i+1 r—i+1

mi@=-3 [ [pas@ -varw)5=-3 [ sn@,

Jj=—00 Jj=—00



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

where 5;( f]RN f(y)dw(y) with Sj(x,y) = Y (z,y) — ¥jqi(x,y). Ri(x,y), the
kernel of Rl, can be ertten as

r—dtl

j=—o00
Observe that if r=7 <t < r 7+,
1 ,r—j €
Si(z,y)] < C(r —1 . ( | )
Sl < O = S  aw ) \r o 4 T =
1 t €
<C(r—1 ( )
U VGt ) i e =l
for any 0 < ¢ < 1. Hence,
p—itl
IRlxyINZ/ xyl—
j=—o00
—jt1
" t edt
Y, )
j§; e i G

o0 1 t edt
<(r—1 @
Sy >A qoeET eyl e e

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

d(x,y) \¢ 1
[Ri(z,y)| < (r — 1)<||x _ ?JH> w(B(z,d(z,y)))

To verify the regularity conditions for Ry, we apply the following estimate for =7 <t < r=7+L,
15(x,y) = S, y)]

ol
<oplz=2l

r—d

X(V@thj+ﬂww»<fﬁ+%;—moa+foﬁhfj+d@Cw)Q“ﬁﬁmi—mpj

o
<ol

1 t € 1 t e
X(V@wi+d@wﬁg+ww—ym +V@ﬂ%+ﬂfwﬁg+ﬂf—ym>'

Therefore, for any 0 < e < 1 and ||y — ¢/|| < d(z,y)/2,

, * Jlz =] ! e —
Wdaw—Rﬂ%yﬂ<CV—”Z: ; (V@yJ+d@wDQ+ﬂw—mo

v ) )
Viz',y, +d(x',y)) \t + ||’ —y||/ / t

— le = 2’lly® ! or ||z — x
sCo-O(—) soeaegy Pl Tl <dwnrz
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Similarly, for any 0 < e < 1 and ||y — /|| < d(z,v)/2,

/ ly —¥'l[\* 1
Fate) ~ Rl € (- (=

Now we verify that Rj; is a Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator. We recall

Ruf() = —r 3 3 / Yo, y) — Yol 70)) dof ()dw(y)

j=—00 QGQ]

e Y / balw,70) (a0 (1q) — o (4))dw(y)

]——OOQGQJ
= Ry f(x) + B3, f(2).
Denote Ry, (f)(z) = —Inr Z Jan Ej(x, 2) f(2)dw(z), where
]——OO
B2 = Y / Yol y) — vl 70))da (v, 2)de().
QeI
Applying the same proof for 0 < e < 1,
1 rJ &
E; <r M . : :
Ej(@ )l S 7 V(z,z,r=9 +d(z, 2)) <7“_J + ||z — z||)

Note that R}, (z,z) = —Inr Y. E;(z,z). Similar to the estimate for Ry, we obtain that for

any 0 < e < 1, o
. o/ Az, 2) \© 1 :
(57) R 2 5 (2200 e amay
1 1 / _u(llz=ZNe 1
(3.8) (R (a,2) = Ry, )] S 7 lz—2 ) W(B(z, d(x, 2)))
for ||z — 2| < d(z, 2)/2;
1 (0 1 _ur( lr = 2Ne 1
(3.9) [y (2'2) = Ry (@, 2)| S 7 ( |z — || ) w(B(z,d(z,2)))
for ||z — 2'|| < d(x,2)/2

Observe that

R3,(z,2) =Inr Z Z /@DQ z,2q)(90(y, 2q) — 9o(2, y))dw(y).
j=—00 QGQ]
Similarly, the kernel R3,(z, z) also satisfies the conditions (3.7))-(3.3).
Suppose that 7" is the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator. We denote ||T'||4e. = ||T]|2,2 +

| K ||ae= by the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator norm, where || K| 4., the minimum of the
constants in (1)), (Z2) and 23). The L*(RY,w) boundedness and all size and smoothness
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conditions for R; and R),; obtained above imply that R; and R,; are the Dunkl-Calderén-
Zygmund operator with the operator norm ||Ry||g. S (r — 1) and ||Ras||ge. S 77, where
1<r<r.

Applying Theorem [[3] R, and Ry are bounded on LP(RY, w), 1 < p < oo, with || Ry]|,, <
(r — 1) and ||Rpllpp < r~M. Therefore, if take ro to be close to 1 and M is large enough,
then Ty, = I — Ry — Ry, is invertible and the inverse of T}, is bounded on LP(RY, w) for all
1 <p<oo. For fe L2(RY, w)NLP(RY,w),1 < p < oo, set h = (Ty)~ f. Then ||h], ~ || f],-
Moreover,

f(@) =Tu(Tu)™ —Inr Z > w(@)s(w, 2q)gsh(xq).

j=—00 QGQJ

It remains to show that the above series converges in the LP(RY w),1 < p < oo, norm.
The proof will follow from Theorem [T} the Littlewood-Paley estimates on LP(RY,w) for
1 < p < 00. See the details in next Subsection. O

3.2. Littlewood-Paley Theory on L7, 1 < p < oco.

We now give the proof of Theorem [Tl
Proof of Theorem [I.17] with p = 2. We first show

IS(HIIz = Z > w(@laof(zo)? < CIIfI3

j=—00 QGQJ

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

s {( Y Y w@laafwo)?) : e 12l <1}

j——oerQJ
—p{ 3 Y w@laofa)-sol: FE LM< 1 Y Y w(@lgol <1}
Jj=—00 QeI Jj=—00QeQI
—ap{l Y Y w(@sotoleo )l Y Y wl@gal <1},
Jj=—00 QeQI Jj=—00 QeQ’

Observe that

| Z > w(Q)godo(q.- H2—< Z > w(@)gqdo(rq. ) Z > w(@)ggaq(zg, ')>

J=—00QeQI J=—00 QeQI J'=—00 Q'eqQi’
Z > Z > w Nag (g ), 4o(2q, ) 9a9qe!
J=—00 QeQI j'=—00 QleQJ
and for Q € @7 and Q' € 7', applying the almost orthogonal estimates implies
(o (zqr, ), aq(7q, )|

—j=M \, —j =M
< pli-de 1 ( T Vr )5

w(B(wg,r= /=M ="M+ d(q, xq)) \r I =MV =M 4 zg — 2|
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The above estimate yields

Z > w(@QNag (g, ). golzg. )| < C.

j=—00 QGQ]

Therefore,
Z > Z > w Nag (xq, ), 4o(rq, ) 9eiqr
J=—0 QeQ j'=—00 Q'eQi’
1
<o 3 Y w@iual) (Y w@laot)-
Jj=—00 QeI J'==—00 Qe
We have proved the estimate ||S(f)|l2 < C||f]|2, which together with the duality argument
implies the estimate || f||o < C||S(f)||2- We leave the detail to the reader. O

Proof of Theorem [I.11] with 1 < p < co. The idea of the proof is to consider S(f) as a
vector-valued Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator. To this end, we recall

Sf(x) = (Y laaf (ra)xa() )
Q

(Z‘/ )qo(zq; y)f(y)dw(y)|2>2.

This leads to introduce the H— valued function {fg(x)}, where @ are all r-dyadic cubes in
RY and the norm of {fqo(x)} is defined by

ol = (3 lfal)?)
Q

Supporse that T is an L?— bounded H — valued operator defined by

1(0)) ={ [ Kale.s)(wheton .

where K(z,y) = {Kq(z,y)} satisfies the following condition: for some 0 < e < 1,

3.10) 1K () = Kl § (L0 — g for =/ < dlay)2

Then T is bounded from LP(RY w) to LP(H), that is, there exists a constant C such that for
1<p<oo,

1T fllzrcny < ClIFp-

The proof of this argument is same as in the proof of Theorem [[.3] We leave the details of
the proof to the reader.
Now we define the H— valued operator Sf(z) = {Kq(f)(z)}, where

Ko(f)(z) = qo(f)(zq)xq(z) = /RN xXq(r)qq(zq, y) f(y)dw(y).

Observe that ||S(f)||zzmy = ||S(f)]|2 and hence
IS 2y = I1S(Hll2 < ClLFl2-
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To see that S(f) is bounded from LP(RY,w) to LP(H),1 < p < 0o, it remains to verify that
the kernel of S satisfies the condition ([B.I0). To this end, we write K (x,y), the kernel of S,

as K(z,y) = {Kg(z,v)} = {xo(2)qg(zg,y)}. It follows that
1K (2, y) = K(z,9) | n = {xe(®)lda(zq, y) — aq(zq,y)]}a-

Therefore,

1

| K () = K29l = (ZXQ Vlao(@q,y) — do(ra.y')) "

By the size condition on g with z € Q and Q € @7, we have
1 rJ
NS Vg + g ) 79 + eg — o]
+ ! _ .
Vizg,y',r=7 +d(zq,y')) r7 + [lzqg — ¥/l
and by the smoothness condition on ¢q,

lq0(zq,y) — ao(rQ.y

1 r=J

ly — /|
40(v0,9) ~ oo,y £ H—( . .
e e v \V(zg,y,r +dwg, ) 7 + |[7q — y]
T ! r )
Vwg v r + d(zg, y) 1 + |wg — ')

Observe that when d(y,y) < |y — 9| < %d(x,y) < %HZE — y|| then d(x,y) ~ d(z,v)
and [z —y|| ~ [lz — ¥'||. Moreover, if z € @ and Q € Q7 then V(zg,y,r™7 + d(zg,y)) ~
Viz,y,r™7 +d(z,y)) ~ V(zg,y',r™7 + d(zq,y)) ~ V(z,y',r~7 +d(x,y")) and [lzg —y| ~
|z =yl ~llzg = ¥|| ~ |lz — ¢/||. This yields

1 r=J

z,y,r I d(z,y)) r + lz =yl

_ n <
l90(2q:y) — a0(2q,y) S 7
and '
ly — ¢/l 1 r
T V(Z’,y,’f’_j—}—d(l’,y)) T_j_l_ ||[L’—y||
Thus, if ly —y/|| < sd(x,y), we consider three cases: (i) |ly —¢/|| = r~7; (ii) [ly—y/|| <r 77 <
|l —yl|; (iii) 77 > ||z — y||. For the first case, we have

> xe@laalrey) — aalze. y)I’

lag(zg.y) — ao(zq.y') S

Jj:(1) QeQd
1 r=J 2
S Xele ( - - )
—J —J —_
it Vi, y,r= +d(,y)) r=7 + |z =yl
- <||y — v 1 )2_
[z =yl w(B(x, d(z,y)))

For the second case, it follows

> D xe@laelze.y) — aalze.y)I’

J:(ii) Qe
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ly— vl ! Ty
< Z Z XQ ( r=i V(x,y,r=7+d(x,y))r=7+ ||z — yH>

J:(il) QeI
_ _ 2
<(IIy Yl = y/|| 1 )
|z =yl lly — vl w(B(z, d(z,y)))

ly —¥'l[\e 1 2
< .
~ (< I — yll> w(B(x,d(fv,y)))>
The last case gives

> > xe@)lde(re,y) — dolre,y)

j:(iif) QeQ)

ly — /| 1 r )2
<
Z Q%ax ( r=I=M V (z,y, v d(z,y)) rI [l -y

||y—y!| 1 2
< <r|x—yr| BT

These estimates imply that if ||y — ¢/|| < sd(zx,y),
ly —¥'l[\® 1
15 (,y) = K1)l < ) .
|z =yl / w(B(z,d(z,y)))

Again, the estimate [|[S(f)|l, < C| fll,,1 < p < oo, together with the duality argument
implies the estimate || f||, < C||S(f)/».1 < p < 0.
The proof of Theorem [L.11]is complete. U

We now return to the proof on the convergence in Theorem [L9] that is, for f € L*(RY,w)N
LP(RY w),1 < p < oo, there exists a function h with ||A||, ~ || f|l, such that

Z > w(@Qglr, zq)aoh(q).,

j=—00 QeQJ

where the series converges in L?(RY,w) N LP(RY | w).
It is sufficient to show that

1)) w(@ugl 20)aeh(ze)ll, — 0

li1>n QeQi
as n — oo.
By Theorem [[LT1], we only need to show

15( > D @@l za)agh(zq) ), — 0
l7]>n QeI
as n — 0o. Observe that

S(30 D w@al we)agh(ze) ) (x)

l7]>n QeQi

(Z ‘qQ’< > 2wl xQ)QO(IQ)> (zqr)

l7]>n QeQd

2

o).
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Note that
qQ’( > D w(@tal-2)aeh(q ) ) =Y Y w(Qagtelre,1q)igh(e).
l7]>n QeQy l71>n QeQd

Applying the almost orthogonal estimate 217 in the Lemma 21T on (go1g)(zqr, 7o), we
obtain that for any ¢ € (0, 1) there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

Y 1 T_jv_j, c
/ / < _Ij_j ‘8 N - - . .
|(qQ wQ)(xQ 7xQ)| ~ r V(I’Q/,xQ,’r—j\/_], +d(IQ/,[EQ)) (T_]v_jl —l—d([lle,fEQ))

By the definition, d(z,y) = mig |lo(x) —yl|, for z € Q" we get
oc

9@ o (T 2q) X (2)

1 rIVTI c
< pli=i'le
~ w(B(zg, r= V=" +d(z,xq))) \r=7V=7" +d(z, zq)

1 piv=i’ ‘
< —lj—J \6 ,
27 Blag,r 7 + Jo(@) —zql) ( o) = xQH) xo (@)

ceG

,r.—j\/—j/

el 1 e
Sy @), 7+ o@) —zal) ( ot = xQn) Yo (7)

oceG

for x € @Q'. Let M denote the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on R¥. Following a
discrete version of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function estimate, see more detail of the
proof of Lemma [£.]] in next Subsection 4.1, yields

1
Z w(Q)w(B(O’(ZL'),T_jV_j/ + ||o(z) — zol]))

QeQi

V=i €
(3.11) x <T_jv_j,+||g(x)_%”) |gQh(zq)]

1/6
< Cr—j’—(—j’V—ﬂlN(l—%){M( > \QQh(xQ)\GXQ>(U(SC))} :

ey

where 6 satisfies % < 0 < 1. Hence,
€

> w(@)gotolrg, m)agh(zg)xe (x)

QeI
1/6
< Z ,,a—\j—j'|e,r|—j’—(—j'v—j)|N(l—%) {M( Z |QO(xQ)|9XQ> (O’([L’))} X0 (z).
oeG QeQI

. N
It is clear that for oo~ <0 <1,

., . o 1
sup Z pli=0lep =i = (=i V=0)IN(1=3) ~

i
I jez

By Holder’s inequality, we have

’ > D w(@uaetolre, xQ)QQh(fEQ)‘ Xq (7)

l71>n QeI
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. 2/6
S Z Z 7«“]—] |ET\_J —(=J V—J)|N(1—§){M< Z |quh(sz)|0XQj) (O’([L’))} XQ’(x)-
QI

o€l |j|>n
This implies

(Z > w(@Qg(x xQ)QO(xQ)>

l7l>n QeI
S {Z > {M<QGZ@ |QO<9:@>|9><@)<a<x>>}2/6}1/2,

where the estimate is used: for W <0 <1,

sup 37 p Tl =~ CV-INO=E) o
J jlez
The Fefferman-Stein vector valued maximal function inequality with 0 < 1 < p < oo yields

(ZZ Q)Y xQQQh$Q>HNZH<ZZ|QQhSCQ|XQ )H

l7]>n QeQd oeG l7]>n Qe

Since G is finite group and

[ fe@)do@) = [ f@ydua)

we get

[5(X X @@l wqlach(za)) |

l7]>n Qe

S(E X lehtro)lro@)’

l7]>n QeI

where the last term tends to zero as n — oo since h € LP(RY,w),1 < p < oo, and hence,
|S(R)|l, < C by Theorem [LT11

4. LITTLEWOOD-PALEY THEORY AND DUNKL-HARDY SPACE

In this section, we establish the Littlewood-Paley Theory for LP(RY w),p < 1 and develop
the Dunkl-Hardy Space.

4.1. Littlewood-Paley square function S(f) in L?, p < 1.

We begin with the proof of Theorem [L.T3]

The proof of Theorem [I.T3l As mentioned before, the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund opera-
tor theory plays a crucial role. Let’s recall the proof of Theorem [LTIl First, we decom-
pose the identity operator on L*(R™ w) by I = Ty + Ry + Ry and then applying the
Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator theory, namely, Theorem [L.3] to estimate R; and Ry; on
LP(RY,w). We obtained that the LP,1 < p < oo, norm of Ry + Ry is less than 1. It turns out
that T}y is invertibal and (Th;)~!, the inverse of Ty, is bounded on L*(RY w) N LP(RY, w).
Applying the same strategy, to show Theorem [[L13] we need to estimate R; and Ry on
LA(RY, w) N HY(RY | w) and show that the norms of Ry and Ry on L*(RY, w) N HL(RY, w)
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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 (RY || -||,w) in the sense of Coifman and Weiss. The discrete Calderén
reproducing formula in Theorem P.14] leads the following discrete square function on space
of homogeneous type (RY, | -||,w):

Definition 4.1. Suppose that f € (M(B,7,r,x0)). Sew(f), the Littlewood-Paley square

function of f for space of homogeneous type (RY, | - ||,w), is defined by
S 1/2
SulN) ={ T 3 IDfo)Pral)}
k=—00 QeQ*

where Dy, Q* are the same as given by Theorem [2.14]

See [30] for more details.
The strategy for estimating Ry and R); on L?(RY,w) is to establish the following estimates:

IS(B1(Pllp < CllSew(Br(Nlp) < CllB acz|[Sew(N)lp < Cll B aez 1S (F)l

and the similar estimates hold for R;.

In Theorem [L.T1I, R; has been proved to be the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator with
| R1||laez < C(r — 1) for some 1 < r < ry with 7 is closed 1. The similar estimates hold for
Ry with || Raslae. < Cr=™ for 1 < r < 7. Now we show the above estimates for R; by the
following steps.

Step 1: [S(R1 (), < ClSeul B ()],

Indeed, we only need to show that for each f € L*(RY,w),

ISCHIlp < CllSew( o

since Ry is bounded on L?(RY w).
To this end, by the discrete Calderén reproducing formula of f € L*(RY,w) on space of
homogeneous type given in Theorem 2.14], we have

=Y w(@)Dy(x IQ)Dk(f)<IQ)

kEZ QeqQk
and hence,
SN@ = (X Y i (X X «(@Dil o)) Dulh(@a)) ) e @)
K'eZ greq kEZ QeQk

1

(X X U(T T wl@uoDilrg m0) () Pro)

K e€Z et keZ QeQk
To estimate qq/ Di(74, 7q), we need the following

Lemma 4.2. Let k and k' belong to Z. Suppose that Sy /(x,y) satisfies the following condi-
tion:

/ 1 —kv—k' €
See(,y)| < CroFHE / , |
‘ k,k (,’,U y)‘ r V(I7 Y, T_kv_k + d(fﬁ, y)) T—kV—k‘ + d(x’ y)
for 0 < e < 1. Then for &= <p <1,

N+-¢

(X 5 1% 5 w@sivtee. sl ro)

K'eZ et keEZ QeQk

1
2
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1
9 2
(T X hele) ),
k€Z QeQ* P

Proof. Observing that w(B(z,r =% + d(z, 2r))) ~ w(B(y,r ™% + d(y, zor))) for 2,y €
Q"' hence,

| Sk (Tqr, 20) X (T)

1 ,,,.—k\/ k' €
<O —|k—K'|e
~ V(rg, xq,r=H =¥ +d(xg,xq)) \r "= +d(zy, )

, 1 —kV—Ek' €
< Oy~ lk=Fe .
~ w(B(xg,r=*V=F +d(z,xzq)) \r "=+ 4+ d(z,zq)
Applying d(z,y) = min ||o(x) —yl| gives
o€

|Sk e (g, 20) | xor ()

‘k k‘ 1 —kV—k' €
< 15
2 Bz, r=™=" + |o(z) — zql])) (7"’”"“' + [lo(z) - xQH)

oeG

k- k\a 1 hvH )
S2r (Blo(z),r="=F +|lo(x) — 2ql|)) (7“"”"“' + [lo(z) — SCQH) ’

oelG

Let 0 satisfy that = <0 <p < 1. Then

1 ,r,—k\/ k' €
2 w(@ww(a(x),r—kv—k' ol P T ) 1)

QeQ*
O 1 V=K' Oe 6%
> ) S s o) e}

< {
QeQF

Denote by cg the center point of Q. Let Ay = {Q € Q* : |lcg — o(2)]| < r™*=*} and
={Q € QF : P! HERTE) < e — o(2)| < rFERVERDY for £ € N We use () to obtain
that for Q € QF,

w(Q)xq(2) ~w(B(z,77")xq(2) ~ w(B(o(2),r *))xq(z) foroe G
and
w(B(xg,r™™ 7)) < R RING(B(2g, r7H)).

, 1 pkv—k be ;
2 wl@) w(B(o(z),r ™= + |lo(x) — zq[)))’ (r"”"“’ + [lo(@) - xQH) ol

9 ) P A Oe )
"2 2 O e T o P ( + o) - xQn) -

,Sr[_k_(_kv EN(6—1)] i( w B(g ) —kV—k’))))>>€—1 1

(B(o(z), re+(=Fv=F) et
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1 %
8 w(B(g(;p),réJr(—kV—k'))))/” > ol xe(z)dw(2)

o(w)—zll<rt+(Rv=k) S

o0

SN M (2 Pal’xe) (0(@)

=0 QeQk

< plh= (R —RNE-1)] M( Z RYe) XQ) 7)),
QEQ*

where M denote the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on (RY, || - ||,w). Therefore,

1 ,,,—kv 14 €
2 Q) B m T o) —2al) ( o) xQn) laa(e)]

QeQk
1/6
g e (3 o) (ol }
QeQk

and

> w(Q)Skw (g, 29) M) X ()

QeQk
s S (3 o) o >>}1/9><Qf<x>.
ceG QeQk

It is clear that for o~ <0 <p <1,

=

By Holder’s inequality, we have

}Z > w(@)Skw(zqr, SCQ))\Q‘ X ()

kEZ QeQk
2/6
S Z Z ,,»—‘k—k'\er[—k—(—k’\/—k)}N(l—%) {M( Z |)‘Q’“ |9XQk) (O’([L’))} XQ’(x)-
0€G keZ QF

This implies

2
XQ’

S Y Y Y wl@Sintnonna)

KEeZ ek kEZ QeQF

S {ZZ (% |A@|9><Q)<a<x>>}w}l/2,

oeG keZ QeQRk

where the estimate is used: for = <0 <p <1,

’ 1
suer [k=H|e [=k—(=kV=R)N(1-}) o
k'eZ
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The Fefferman-Stein vector valued maximal function inequality with 6 < p < 1 yields

|2 5 |5 5 @isiutvenranaf el

KeZ ek kEZ QeQF

3 [0393 \Ad?m(a(m)))é p

oeG k€L QeQk

Since G is finite group and

. flo(x))dw(r) = . f(@)dw(z),

we have
[ 3 X 3 wl@Steenaiie| xe,
KEZ ek kEZ QeQF
3
S RePre@)
kEZ QeQ*
The proof of the Lemma is completed. O

Remark 4.1. Using the similar proof of Lemma (4.2 we also obtain

H(Z > ‘Z > w(@Skw(zg, xQ))‘QrXQ)é

K'eZ ek’ |k|>j QeQk

(X X hatre) |, wrien

|k|>j QeQ*

p

We now return to the proof of Step 1. Applying the almsot orthogonal estimate given in
the Lemma 2.1 for any € € (0,1) yields

|90 Di(gr, 2q) Ixq ()

, 1 —kV—k €
< b L ( T )X@(x)-

Vieg, wq,r ™"+ |log —zqll) \r™®"* + |lzg — zqll

The Lemma gives

1SO@=1(EX X (X Y Qe Dulraraa) D)) Pro@)

K'eZ Qe keZ QeQ*

<|{Z = 1Busteal xQ}

kEZ QeQk

S [[Sew(F)lp-
Step 2 : [|Sew (B (f)llp < CllBallacz || Sew ()l

To show the above inequality, we write

Seul Raf) @)y = H{ S IDW (f) (20)Pxale >}1/2

k=—00 QeQk

p

p
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The L? boundedness of R; together with the discrete Calderén reproducing formula of f €
L*(RY,w) on space of homogeneous type given in Theorem ZI4] yields

1/2
1S (Br (D), = H{Z SIY Y w DleDk«xQ,xQI>Dk,<f><xQI>|2XQI<x>}

k€Z QeQr K€L Qe

p

Applying the almost orthogonal estimate given in Lemma ZI0 to DyRi Dy (zg, xg), we
obtain that for any ¢ € (0, 1),

|Dp Ry Dy (2, v¢r) | Xqr ()

—kvV—k' €
< (| Byl H L ! Yo(@)
V(xQ/,xQ,r‘kV_k —i—d(xQ/,xQ)) r—kv-k +d(xQ/,:L’Q)

, 1 —kV—k' €
< [Rallaes 3 r b , ( | ) Yo (@)
- oe@ v(xQ'vau k=R + HU(':CQ/) - IQ)H p—kv—k + ||O'(LUQ/) — ZL’QH

, 1 —kV—k' 3
< R cz T_|k_k‘€ 7 7 "\
LD o(Blag r ™+ o@) —2g)) \r V¥ + o(@) —zq] | @'

ceG

, 1 —kVv—Fk' €
< IR - —|k—K'|e ( ) , ,
SRl 3 e T o) — 2 P T e = wgl ) X

o€l
where we use the fact that if € Q' then r—*V=F 4 lo(zg) —zq)ll ~ V=R o () — z0)|)-
Appying the Lemma FT] implies
1
/
2 " B Gw, T o —zall

Qler

q ) 1Dzl

reWR - lo(x) — 2|

< et N“"{ (Y 1D o) o) ol >>}1/9,

QeQF

where 6 satisfies W < # < p < 1. By Holder’s inequality, we have
~ 2
3 S QDR Dislaq, 7)) DilH(0)| xgr ()

kEZ QeQ*
2/0
S a3t h L (57 B aa)xe) (o) b v o),
0€G kel QeQ*

which implies

Sl 8001 € [l 325 f0r (32 1But xQ\xQ)<<>>}w}l/2.

oeG keZ QeQk

The Fefferman-Stein vector valued maximal function inequality with 6 < p <1 yields
1

{E % bustalralo}

kEZ QeQk

[Sew By (Fllp S 1Bl de:

LP(w)
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3> |f>kf<ch>\2><Q<sc>}é

kEZ QeQk
S 1R flaca | Sew () llp-

Applying the similar proof, we still have ||Sew Rar(f)llp S 1Rl dezl| Sew ()] p-

We remark that the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund operator theory plays a crucial role for the
proof of this estimate. More precisely, we obtain the sharp range for p : <6 <p<l,
which is same as in the classical case.

Step 3 : || Scw(f)ll, < C|S(f)]|, To show this estimate, the key point is to write

S 1Bl ae:

LP(w)

N
N+e

=—lnr Z Zw Wiz, 2q)q; f(xq) + Ri(f)(x) + Ry (x)

Jj=—o00 Q
= Tu(f)(x) + Rl(f)(x) + Ry ().

By the estimates in Step 2 for < p < 1, we have

N+1

1
HScle( )Hp CHRlHdCZHScw( )Hp < EHSCUJ(f)HP
and )
HScwRM(f)Hp < CHRMHdCZHSCUJ(f)Hp < ZHSCU}(f)HP‘

These estimates imply

1Sew (P < 1Sew (Tar (£)(@) + Ra(f) (@) + Rar(2) [} < e Tar ) + %Hscw(f)!lﬁ

and, hence,

HScw(f)Hp < CpHScw(TMf)HP'
We claim || Se (Th f)l, < C||S(f)|l,- Indeed, observing that

Tu(f)(z) = —Inr Z > w(@g(x, 1q)aqf(2q),
]——oerQJ
and
DT(7)0)| = D s Y Y w(@vietsqlao () ) (0
J=—00 QeQI
Z > w(@) Doz, mo)l|g f (xq)].
j——oerQJ

Following the same proof as in Step 1 and applying the estimate (ZIT) in the Lemma 21T
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for 0 < e <1 and zg € Q,Q € @/, Q" € Q*,

| Dig(z, 2q)|Ixq (%)
) 1 —jV—k €
S r“]—k|a — ( ‘ T ) XQ’(x)-

Vi(w,wq,rV=F +d(x, 1)) \r=7V"* + [lx — zq]

We obtain
| DiTar f ()X ()
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2/6
<Z Z p—li—kle[—k—(—kv—j N(l——{ (Z|qj f(zq,) XQ)( )} Xor (),

g€ j=—0

which the fact that + < 6 < p < 1 together with the Fefferman-Stein vector-valued

maximal inequality implies

o0 (ot )17y = {Z 3 \DkTMﬂx@)Pm(x)F

keZ Q'eqQk

iz |qu<xQ>|2><@<x>};

JEZ QeI
SISO lp-

The proof of Step 3 is complete.
Observing that f(z) = T (f)(z)+Ri(f)(x)+Rum(f)(x) and applying the above estimates,
namely, [|S(R1 + Rar) (£)llp, < C (I Rillacs + | Ballac:) [ S(f)lp, imply that

1S(Z = Tar) (Nl = IS (R (£)(x) + Rar(£)) I < %Hs(f)Hp-
Therefore, |S((Th) " f)ll, < C||Sf]lp- Set h = (Ta) ™" f, we obtain

Lp

Lr

f(x) = Tyh(z) = —Inr Z > w(Qg(x, 20)aoh(wq),
Jj=—00 Qe
where || fll2 ~ [[2]lz and [ f[lzz ~ [2llnz, for 5 <p < L.
It remains to show that the above series converges in L*(RY,w) N HY(RY, w). To this end,
we only need to prove

H (> D w@polr, 29)goh(zq)) || — 0
lil>n QeQd P
as n — 00. Indeed, repeating the same proof as Step 1,
1
2
4 [S(X 3 w@aleranentza)| < |{ X - ahtralrate)} |
lil>n QeQd li1>n QeQ? P
where by the fact ||S(h)]|, < C||f|l,, the last term tends to 0 as n — oo.
The proof of Theorem is complete. O
4.2. Dunkl-Hardy space HY, & NaT <P <L
As mentioned, the departure for introducing the Hardy space H}(RY,w), NLH <p<l1l, in

the Dunkl setting is the Proposition [L14l

The proof of Proposition [[.14l. Applying the weak-type discrete Calderén-type repro-
ducing formula given in Theorem [[T3 for f € L?(RY,w) N HL(RY,w), we write

— _lnr Z > w(@Q)o(r, 2q)agh(zq),

j=—00 QeQJ
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where ||hlz ~ || f[|2 and [|S(h)][, ~ [[S(f)]]p-
Set Q0 = {z € RV : S(h)(z) > 2} and

—_

B, = {Q - @ are r-dyadic cubes, w(Q N Qg) > %w(@) and w(Q N Qg+1) < §w(Q)}

Denote B; := {Q;} by the maximal r—dyadic cubes in By for [ € Z. We claim that

f = —1117”2 Z Z wQ T SL’Q)QQh(SL’Q)

LeZ QyEB; QEBy
QEBZ

In order to prove the above claim, we only need to show that if the dyadic cube Q ¢ By
for all £ € Z, then

w(Q)g(z, 2q)qeh(rq) = 0.

Observe that by the stopping time argument, each dyadic cube () can be in one and only one
in By, that is, if ) belongs to both By and By, then ¢ = ¢'. We now can assume that w(Q) # 0.
Otherwise, the above equality holds obviously. Note that w(€) < 272|SL(f)||2. ) = 0as
¢ — 4o00. As a consequence, if Q ¢ By for all ¢ € Z, then w(Q N Q) < ;w(Q) for all
{ € Z since, otherwise, there exists an {5 € Z, such that w(Q N Q) > w(Q). However
w(@NQ) — 0as ¢ — oo and {w(Q N Qy)}e is a decreasing sequence. This implies that
there must be one critical index ¢; such that w(QNQy,) > tw(Q) and wW(QNQy, 41) < Fw(Q),
that is, ) € By,. This is contradict to the fact that () is not in By for all ¢ € Z.

The fact w(Q N Q) < sw(Q) for all £ € Z implies that u(Q N Q) > $u(Q) for all £ € Z.
Now set K = {x € X : S(h)(z) = 0}. Note that Nz = Npez{z € X : S(h)(z) <2} =K.
As a consequence,

w@@NK) = hm w(QF‘lQC) w(Q) > 0.

l\DI}—t

1

Since for all z € K, 0 = S(h)(z) = (z ) \QO(xQ)PXQ(x)) ?we have qoh(zo) = 0
kEZ QeQk
and hence, the claim follows.

We get
(fog) = —lnr> > 3 w(@Qgohl(zg)vey(zq).

LeZ QjeB; QEB]
QEBZ

Applying first the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and then the p, 0 < p < 1, inequality in the
last summation implies that

1

U9 sY Y (Y w@laok@ol) (Y w@leso)l)’

LeZ QyeB;  QeBy QEB}
QEBe QeBy
: 0\
I Y (X w@lagh@e)?)” (D w@lbag@a)l?) b
LeZ Q;eB;  QeBj QEB;

QEB@ QEBy
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Observing that the last summation above is dominated by

(Y w@lag(@a)l?)” <w (@) FIgllmor

QEBy
QeBy

which implies that

(£0)] S H9||0M05{Z > w@) (X w(Q)IQO(xQ)P)g} .

el Q,eBy; QEB
QeBy

Al

By the Holder inequality, we have

I(f, 9l < HQHCMOZ{ Z [ Z M(QT)T_ ( Z w(Q)|QO(xQ)\2)g}p.

(€7~ QreB; QeBy

ya
2

To estimate the last term above, let Q, = {z € R : M(xq,)(z) > 1}, where M is the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on RY with the measure dw and xg,(z) is the indicate
function of €2,. It is not difficult to see that if () € By then ) C . Since all Q) are disjoint,

thus,
> w@)]

QreBy

[SIiS]
[Nl

<w(Q)' 72 < Cw(Qy)' 5,

where the first inequality follows from the facts that () Q) C Qyand > w(Q)) < w()
Q;€B; Q;eB;
and, by the L?-boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, the last inequality
follows from the estimate w(€2) < Cw(Y).
We claim that

(4.2) > w(Q)lggh(zq)® < C2%w(SY).

QeB;

Assuming this claim ([@2) for the moment, we get

(£, < Cllgllenoy( D w(e) 52 w(@)?)”

f=—00
< Cllgllewop( Y- 2%w(9))’
{=—00

< CISM)lpllgllerror
< C||S(f)||p||g||CMog-

It remains to show the claim ([@2]). To this end, we begin with the following estimate
/ S(h)?(z)dw(z) < C2%w (Qg) < C2%w(Qy).
e\ 11
Note that
f . SBr@sE) 2 3 laghtzo)w((8/%%n) 1)
L\34L41

QeB,
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Since for each Q) € By, QQ C Q, and Qpi1 C €y, hence,

~ 1
w((Q/Q1) NQ) =w(Q) —w(QpNQ) = S 0(Q).
Therefore,
[ st@Pse) > ¢ 3 wQagh(o)
Q/Qota QeB,
which implies the claim (£2]). The proof of Proposition [.I4]is concluded. O

The Proposition [LT4l indicates that if {f,}°°, is a sequence in L*(RY, w) with ||S(f, —
fw)ll, = 0 as n,m — oo, then for each g € L*(RY,w) with [|g|lcaror < oo, lim (f, —
n,Mm—00

fmsg) = 0. Therefore, there exists f, as a distribution on L*(RY,w) N CMO?Y, such that for
each g € L*(RY,w) with [|gllcaor < oo,
(f,9) = lim (fy, g).
n—o0
Before introducing the Dunkl-Hardy space, we need the following

Lemma 4.3. Let N—+1 < p < 1. Then q;(-,y) is in L*(RY,w) N CMOY, for any fized j and
y € RY. Moreover,

sup——— 3 w(@)lva(g;( 1) (@a) 2 < C,

P W(P)“l QCP

where both P and Q) are r—dyadic cubes on RY and the constant C' which depends on j but
s independent of y.

Proof. Fix a dyadic cube P with the side length 7=~ and the center zp. For Q € Q*, the
almost orthogonal estimate (ZI7) in the Lemma (ZI0) implies

[YQ(g;(,y))(x)] = /RN Ur(, 2)q;(2,y)dw(2)

—k €

< Cp~k=ile 1. < : - )
(4 3) V(l’, ya r_kv_] _I— d(l’, y)) /r_kv_] + ||Zl§' - y”

. | 1
< —lk—jle
e B )
. 1
<C —|k—J\€—_'
" OB )

For ko > 7, we use ([L3) to get
——— > w(@a(a; (- y) (o)l

=Y Y L@l ) )P
w k=ko {QeQ*:QC P}

o0

1 w 1 r—2|k—j\a
22 Qo

k=ko {QEQ:QCP}

A
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Sop ol LS T g

2 _
zeP W w(P)r ™ /2 ko {QeQF:QC P}
1 1 > .
5 sup . 7,—2\k—]|5.
zep W(B(x,17))? (P2 k:zk

If kg > 7, then doubling property of the measure w implies,
w(B(xp, 7)) S rIHONG(B(zp, r7)) < rTHONG(B(zp, r70))w(P).

Thus,
———= > w(@valg (- 9)(ze)l
w(P)»™" Gcp
1 1 > : , 2
5 sup : . T—2\k—j|er(—J+kO)N(;_2)
wep W(B(2, 7)) (B(xp,r—i))r > ,;;
< sup 1 i F—2lk=jle,.(=i+ko)N(2-2)
veP w(B(z,r~7))» 125
Since N+E < p, we have N(% —2) —2¢ <0 and then )] (I TRoIN(E~2)=2(ko—j)e < 1. The
k=ko
above inequality yields
1 1
sup——— > w(Q)[o(g;(,y))(zq)[* < Cjsup —.
p w(P)__l Q;P ! 7 vep w(B(x, T‘J))%
For ko < 7, applying ([L3)) gets
1
——— > w(@la(g(- ) ()
w(P)»™" ocp

w 1 r—2|k—j\a
S O

)" ik {QegroCr)

Sy <B<£M Y Y @

2
zep W P)p k=ko {QEQOC P}
1 1 > .
< sup . cu(P)r_Q‘k_]IE
zep W(B(x,179))? y(pyr! ,;
< sup ! _ ! Z r2lk=ile,

ver w(B(z,r9))? (P2 57

Since w(B(zg,777)) < w(B(zg, 7)) ~ w(P), we have
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Taking the supremum over all dyadic cubes P and using

inf w(B(z,1)) > C,
Inf w(B(z,1))

we obtain
1
SUp ———5; > w(@)vglg(-y)(zg)]* < C;.
P w(P)r " 5cp
and the proof is complete. O

We denote L?*(RY,w) N CMOY by the subspace of all f € L*(RY,w) with the norm
[ fllcaron < oo. Based on the above Lemma 3] if f € (L*(RY,w) N CMOY))', then g;(f)(x)

is well defined since for each fixed z, ¢;(x,y) € L*(RY,w) N CMOP.

The following result describes an important property for such a distribution f. More pre-
cisely, we establish the following weak-type discrete Calderén reproducing formula in the
distribution sense:

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that {f,}°°; is a sequence in L*(RY w) with ||S(f, — fm)ll, = 0

as n,m — oo. Then there exists f, as a distribution in (L*(RY,w) N CMOY), such that (i)

||S(f)||p = lim ||S(fn)|l, < oo; (ii) there exists a distribution h € (L*(RY,w) N CMOYY
n—oo

with || fll2 ~ ||All2, [|S(F)]l, ~ [|S(h)]l,, such that for each g € L?(RN,w) N CMO?Y, f has the
following weak-type discrete Calderon reproducing formula in the distribution sense:

(f,g)=(-Inr Z > (- 2q)aeh(zq). 9)

j=—00 QGQJ

—Inr Z > w(@)bey(zq)agh(zq),

j=—00 QeQI

where the last serise converges absolutely.
Proof. By the Proposition [LT4] there exists f € (L*(RY,w) N CMO?Y) such that for each
g€ L*(RN, w)NnCMO?,

(f,9) = lim (fn,9).
Observing that [S(7 ~ fu)lly = 1S(1m (= Fa)lly < Hminf (i — £l and hence
IS(f — fu)ll, = 0 as n — oo. This implies that || S(f)|, = nh_)nOloHS(fn)Hp < 00. Applying
Theorem [[.13] for each f, there exists an h,, such that || f[|2 ~ [|hn|l2 and || f[| gz ~ | Anl| 2.
Thus, by the Proposition [LT4] there exists h € (L*(RY,w) N CMOY)" such that for each
g€ L*(RY,w)NnCMO?,

{h,g) = lim (hn, g).
Therefore, [[S(h, — hu)ll, = 0 and [S(h)l, = lim [1S(h,)]l, ~ lim S ~ [1SCH)

To show that f has a weak-type discrete Calderén reproducing formula in the distribution
sense, for each g € L*(RY,w) N CMO?Y, applying the proof of the Proposition [L14]

Z > w(@)og(zq)agh(zq)| < Cllflurllgllcrron,
]——oerQJ
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which implies that the series > > w(Q)vg(z, xg)goh(xg) is a distribution in (L*(RY,w)N
Jj=—00 QeQI

CMOY). Moreover, by the weak-type discrete Calderén reproducing formula of f,, in Theo-

rem [[T3] for each g € L*(RY,w) N CMOY,

(f,9) = lim (f,,g) = lim < Inr Z > w(@o(r, 10)g0hn(7q), g>

n— o0
j=—00 QGQJ

where || full2 ~ [|hnl|2 and [|S(fa)llp ~ [[S(hn)|lp-
Observe that, by the same proof of Proposition [[.14]

(~nr 3 3 wl@ole,sq)aalh — ha)lag),s)| < CIS(ha — Wl lgllaog,

j=—00 QGQJ

where the last term above tends to zero as n — oo and hence,

(f,9) = lim (f,,g) < Inr Z > w(@)o(x, 2)aoh(xq), g>
j=—00 QeQJ
The proof of Proposition 4] is complete. O

The Proposition 4] indicates that one can consider L*(RY,w) N C MO, the subspace of
all f € L*(RY,w) with the norm || f[|caor < 00, as the test function space and (L*(RY,w) N
CMOY))', as the distribution space. The Dunkl Hardy space is defined by Deﬁnltlon We

remark that in the Definition[[.T6 the series Z > w(@Q)Agug(z, xg) with ||{ Z S ool <
J=—0QeqQl J=—00 QeQ’

oo defines a distribution in (L*(RY,w) N CMO?Y)'. Indeed, applying the proof of Proposition

14 for each g € L*(RY,w)NCMOY,

> S w@evastzal| <{ 35 3 Molra} | lalowr

j=—00QcQJ J=—00 QeI

We now show Theorem [LT17
The proof of Theorem [[LT7l Suppose f € H)(RY,w). Then f € (L*(RY,w) N CMOY)
and f has a wavelet-type decomposition f(zr) = 3 > w(Q)A\q¥q(x,zq) in (L*(RY,w)N

Jj=—00 QeQ’
CMOYY < 0. Set
J QeI
=Y Y w@lgvgle, zq).
l7l<n QeQ;
QCB(0,n)

Then f,, € L*(RY,w) N HY(RY w) and f,, converges to f in (L*(RY,w)NCMOY) as n tends
to co. To see that f € L2(RN,w) N HP(RN, w), by Proposition 4] it suffices to show that
1 fn = fmllzz — 0 as n,m — oo. Indeed, if let E, = {(4,Q) : |j| <n,Q € Q7 C B(0,n)} and
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By .= Ey/E, with n >m

1o =l = || (32 D laor(fa = )z P ()

kEZ Q ek

H(ZZ\qu 2 (@avala )z xal)’

kEZ Q'eQk

1
2

p

p

n m

as n, m tend to oo, where the last inequality follows from the same proof of Step 1 in the
Theorem and hence, f € L2(RN,w) N HP(RN, w).

Conversely, if f € L*(RN,w)n HP(RN,w) by Proposition 4] then there exists h €
(LARY,w) N CMOP) with ||S(h)||, ~ [|S(f)]|, such that for each g € L*(RY,w) N CMO?,

(f,9) < Inr Z > w(@Q)dg(w, w)agh(xq), 9>

j=—00 QGQJ

Set \g = —Inrgoh(zg) with Q@ € Q7. We obtain a wevelet-type decomposition of f in
(L*(RY,w) N CMOY) in the distribution sense:

f—z > w(@Aovo(r, o)

Jj=—00 QeQ’
and hence, f € H)(RY,w). Moreover

£y =it { S

)} < clsml, < sl
J=—00 Qeqi
The proof of Theorem [L.17] is complete. U

To describe the relationship between the Dunkl-Hardy space HY(RY, w) and the Hardy
space HP (R ||-||,w) on space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss, we
recall H? = as follows.

Definition 4.5. H? (R™ || - ||,w) is the collection of all distributions f € (M(B,~,r, z0))’

such that || f||gz, = [Sew(f)|l, < o0, where the square function S.,(f) is defined in the
Definition {1

The relationship between the Dunkl-Hardy space H}(RY,w) and the Hardy space HE, (R", |-
||,w) is given by the following

Theorem 4.6. Suppose = < p < 1. The Hardy space H:(RN,w) is equivalent to the

N+1
Hardy space HE (RN, | - ||,w) in the sense that if f € HL (RN, w) then f € HP, and there
exists a constant C such that || f||yz, < C||fllup. Conversely, if f € H2, (R, |- ||,w) then
f can extend to a distribution f on (L*(RY,w) N CMOY) such that (f.g) = (f,g) for all

9 € M(B.7,7,70)) and f € H} (RN, w), Moreover, || fllz < C|| f|laz,-
Proof. The proof of Theorem {LGis based on Theorems [ I3 and [LI7 Indeed, for o= T <p<l1

and f € L*(RY,w), by Theorem LT3, ||S(f)|l, ~ || Sew(f)|l,- Therefore L2(RN w) N HL (RN, w) =
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L2(RN,w) N HE(RY || - ||, w) with the equivalent norms. Given f € H)(RY, w), by Theorem

[LI7 there exists a sequence { f,}°°; such that for each f, € L*(RY,w) N H(RY,w) and f,

converges to f in (L*(RY,w) N CMOY). Moreover, ||S(f)|l, = lim = ||S(f.)|, It is well
n—oo

known that by a classical result, L*(RY w) N H?, (RY, | - ||,w) is dense in H? (RN || - ||, w)
and by Lemma 3] (L*(RY,w) N CMOE) C (M(B,~,r,x0))". Hence, f, is also converges to
fin (M(B,7,r,x)) and ||Sew(f)|l, = Hm || Sew(fn)ll,- This implies that

n—o0

1l sz, < Cllfllas-

Suppose f € HP (RY || - ||,w). there exists a sequence {f,} € L?*(R" w) such that f, con-
verges f in (M(B,7v,7,20))" and ||f|lge, = lim |f.|/ge,. By the proof of Theorem I3
n—o0

15 (fo = fr)llp ~ |1 Sew(fo = fin)llp and hence, || fn = finllaz = [[S(fo = fm)ll, tends to zero as
n,m tends to co. Therefore, by Proposition 4] f,, tends to f in (L*(RY,w)NCMOY). 1t is
clear that f = f in (M(B,,r,20))". Moreover, by Theorem [[.T7],

1Fllzz = ISPl = Tim [1S(fa)llp < € lim ||,
The proof of Theorem E.0 is complete. O

The proof of the Theorem [[.19] follows from the Theorem [4.6l This atomic decomposi-
tion of HY(RY w) is crucial for providing the boundedness of the Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund
operators from HY(RY w) to LP(RY, w).

5. BOUNDEDNESS OF DUNKL-CALDERON-ZYGMUND OPERATORS ON H

5.1. Boundedness of Dunkl-Calderén-Zygmund Operator from H} to L.

It is well known that the atomic decomposition is the main tool to prove the boundedness
of the classical Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operators from HP(RY) to LP(RY) for
0<p< 1. Note that the proof of the theorem for p = 1 was given in the proof of
Theorem [L.3] We prove the Theorem l for = < 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 HY(RY, w) to LF(RY,w).
Observe that L*(RY, w) N HY(RY,w) is dense in HY(RY, w). Moreoevr, if f € L*(RY,w) N
HE(RY w), by the Theorem [LT9, then f has an atomic decomposition which converges in
both L*(RY,w) and HL(RY w), respectively. Therefore, it suffices to show that if a(x) is an
(p,2) atom of HY(RN, w), then ||T(a)||, < C, where the constant C' is independent of a. To
this end, let suppa(z) C Q and B = {z : d(z,2q) < 4/ NI(Q)}, where z¢ is the center of Q
and (@) is the side length of Q). Write

/RN‘T( x)Pdw(x /|T x)Pdw(x) + T (a)(z)|Pdw(z).

BC

The Holder inequality, the L? boundedness of T, and the size condition of a imply that
| T@@Pdot) < CoB)' g < Co@' fu@r4 ¥ <,

where the fact w(B) ~ w(Q) is used.
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If 2 € B®and y € Q, then ||y — ¢ < 3d(z,zq). By the cancellation condition of a and
the smoothness condition of the kernel K (z,vy),

|—\/ny )ty >\=

(K (2, y) — k(z, xQ)]a(y)dw(y)'

Q) 1
) Sy

<o

Therefore,

[ rowrww<c [ (- )" (s leltdeto)

[ = zq] yd(z,2q))

Applying the doubling on the measure w and size condition on a(z) yields

/BC ( Hxl(_QSL)’QH >Ep<w(x, d(lx, x@))pHaH?dw(x)

Q \r 1
Z/le(Q)<d(xe)<2j+11(Q) (d(x,x@) <w(:c,d(:c,xQ))) lalfdew(z)

<O 275 |a|f (w(zq, 21(Q))) "

j>1
<O 2 ImINOD (a0, 1(Q))) T (w(Q)F all2)”
=1
<C Z 9J(N—(ep+Np))
j=z1
<0,
since Nl% < p.
This implies ||T'(a)||, < C, where the constant C' is independent of a(z). O

We prove Theorem [1.25

The proof of Theorem .25l Set o = ||m||5 with a = (2_2%. Observe that B(zg, 2" o) —
RY as i tends to co. Thus, there exists an integer i such that

(5.1) w(B(zg, 2% o)) > o™ and  pu(B(zg,2%0)) < o,

Set xo = B(m0,2i00) and x; = B(wg,220)\B(xq,2""12"0) = {z € RN : 271205
|z —x0]] < 20290} fori > 1. Let x;(x) be the characteristic function of x; for i > 0. We claim

that there exists an integer j; > 1 such that w( U Xz) > w(xo) and w( U Xg) < 1(xo0)-
=1
Indeed, suppose that such j; does not exist. Then for every integer j > 1 we would have

j . ,
w( U Xg) < w(xo). This implies that for any j > 1, w(B(z,2’2"0) < w(B(zo, 2"0)), which
=1

is impossible since w(B(xo, 2j2i00)> — +00 as j — +oo.
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Applying the same stopping time argument yields that there exists a sequence {ji}x such
that jri1 > Jjr + 1,

Jk+1
w( U Xg) > w(B(zg, 27+20))
l=jp+1
and
Jer1—1
w( U Xg) < w(B(xg, 27+200)).
l=j+1
Observe that
Jk+1
(5.2) W(B(xo,zmlz%)):w(B(xo,zijziog)):w( U Xg) > 2uw(B(x, 2+290))
l=jr+1

for each integer £ > 0. Here we set j, = 0.
Applying (£2) and the induction together with the doubling condition of the measure w
yields

w(B(xg, 2752 ¢))

(5.3) i 2"w(B(x,2"0))

C;12™Nokw(B(xg, 20 o)) > €12 N2k N,
We point out that for each integer £ > 1, if jr = jx_1 + 1, then we directly obtain that
w(B(z, 2772%0)) < C 2Nw(B(z0, 27+-12%¢)) from the doubling property of the measure w.
While if 55 > jx_1 + 1, then
w(B(wg,2%2"0)) < C,2Nw(B(xg, 2+ 120))

= C,2Nw(B(xg, 2777120 0)\ B(xg, 27+-120)) + C,2Nw(B(z¢, 2/+-12%0)).

Note that
W(B(xo, 2+ 1200 0)\ B(xg, 2+-12105)) = w( U Xg) < w(B(x0, 27-12105)),
l=jr—1+1

which, together with the above estimate for the case j, = jx_1 + 1, yields
(5.4) w(B(xo, 2j’“2i00)) < CWQNHW(B(xo, 2]’#12%‘00))

for each integer k > 1.
We also point out that, by (5.4]), we obtain

w(B(wg, 27++120)) < 2NTEC w(B(x, 2/+20)),
which together with the following estimates

Jk
w(B(r0.220)) < w(Ban. 220 +w( U x)
l=jr—1+1

Jk
< 2w< U X€>>
l=jr—1+1
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gives
Jk
(5.5) W(B(wo, 21200)) < 40@%( U x@)-

l=jr—1+1

We now set
560(1’) = XO(I)a %]k(z) = Z Xg(!lf)
for integer £ > 1, and

G mle) =T - s | M%)

for each integer k > 0.
Decompose m by

= mu(a) + Z X, ()

~ ()
where T = fon m(2)X, (2)dw(z) and X, (z) = m

85

We show that Z my(z) gives an atomic decomposition with my are (p,2) atoms due to

k=0

Jk
multiplication of certain constant. Observe that my is supported in x;, = |J x¢ and

l=jr—1+1
Jan mi(z )dw( = 0. It remains to estimate the L? norm of mj,. First, we have

v 1/2 1
oz < (] i)t (@) +(
X0

Jan Xo(2)dw(2)
2( \m(m)\2dw(x)>l/ ’

X0
2||ml

1

20 @
2w(B(:Eo,2i°0))_ﬁ

N

IIV/AN

N

= QW(XO)%_%>

where in the last inequality we use the fact in (5.]) with o = (2_25)1\1

Thus, %mo(aj) is an (p,2) atom. Similarly, for each k > 1,

Il < 2( [ mie)Pate)

- 2(/% Im(z)Pw(B(zo, ||l — x0||))1+25§2nw(3($0, 2 — z[]))-0 L 2ean

Ik

. . o e—2y 1/2
< 20(Blao, 20020) T [ ) P Bl o — ) T ()
)z’.
. . 1 e—n Jk (N+257277 p 1)
< 2w(B(xg, 2+1200)) 27 N |ml|,, N 777

()

| mttao)| o)
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= 2w(B(x0, 21205)) 3~ N ga N2k

Applying the estimates given in (5.3)) yields

1(N+2£ 2n p _1

1 N+4+2e—2n p
. = N (S22 5251

) < (C2N27Fw(B(xg, 27#270) ) e (TN 2
which, together with the estimates given in (5.4]), namely that

w(B (g, 26-12105)) "2~ N < (2N @t Ny (B (0, 2420 0)) 2N

implies
el ze < 2w(B(zo, 21200 >>-%-fﬁ"ai<w2”p—”
(5.7) < 2.2 N Rl k(o 9N 3R (0 9N Ra (N )
x w(B (o, 20+2105)) 75,
Therefore, 2-! - 28a ("~ 255Dk (2N+1) =3~ §" (ngN)—ﬁ(Wﬁ—l)mk are (p,2) atoms.

_ L (N42e-2m b gy, & . .
Moreover, Z o Na (TN 25 < 00. As a consequence, Y my(z) gives the desired
k=1 k=0
atomic decomposition and hence, by the Theorem [LT9, belongs to H%(RY) with the norm

not larger than the constant C, Wthh depends only on p, N, e, and C’

It remains to show that Z ka]k( x) also gives an atomic decomposition. To see this, let

=0
Ny = Z my. Note that Z Ty = [pnm = 0. Summing up by parts implies that
k=k' k=
kaXk Z(Nk’ — Nivs1)Xp (@ ZNk'H Xw+1(7) = Xpr (7).
k=0 k'=0 k! —

Observe that the support of ik,ﬂ(x) - ik,(x) lies within B(z, 2¥ ') and
[ Gena®) = Teo)dota) =0
RN

since [on ;{k, (x)dw(x) =1 for all ¥’. And we also have
1 1 2 2

< = —.
e ) | T &) o i) o00)
Now applying (5.5), we obtain that

|§k'+1($) - ik’( )

8C,
(Bl 2 1200))
Applying the Holder inequality and the estimates in (B.7]), we obtain that

Newl < 3 / )%, (2)]dw ()

k=k'+1

< / o) Pdo(a)) (%)

k=k'+1

(5-8) N1 (%) = X ()] <
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< C Z 2. _ﬁ(Wﬁ—l)k(QN—l—le)% (2NC ) 1 (szp_l)
k=k'+1
xw(B(zg, 27520 ))(%_%)M(B(xo 9k gin ) )1/2

N+2e—2n p 1 N+4+2e—2n p _1)

< 022w (TN DD (oNHL o )z+ N (2NC ) N (TN e
xw(B(z0,2jk’+12i°U))1_5.
The estimate above and the size estimate of ik, (z) — i’k,(:p) in (B.8) imply
[N (X1 (2) = X ()]
< 022w (TR DE D (NHL O )R (N e (R 5 D
62NC,,
w(B(zg, 2 +10))

1 N+2e—2n p

< 02 NN D (B (g, 20 412106)) T

w(B(xg, 24 1127))' 77

Therefore, we can rewrite Nk/+1(§k,+1(9§) — ;{k, (x)) as

N1 (X1 (%) = X () = s B (),
where O = C2 Na (TR DD ang Br(x) are (p,2) atoms. Hence, by the Theorem
Z Xy (z) belongs to HE(RY) with the norm does not exceed C.
The proof of Theorem is concluded. O
Applying the molecule theory, we show the Theorem

The proof of Theorem [1.26. Recall that K (x,y), the kernel of T', satisfies the smoothness

condition
o) — Ko < ol =yye 1 d(,u) \
K (2, y) — K(z,y)] <C<’|x—y||) w(B(x,d(x,y)))<||x—yH>

with M > IN/2.

We first show the sufficient condition for Theorem Note that for % p <1
LA(RY,w) N HY(RY,w), is dense in HY(RY, w). As mentioned, if f € L*(RY,w) N HY(RY,
then f has an atomic decomposition f = Z Aja; where the series converges in both L*(RY,

)
)

and HY(RY w). Therefore, to show that T extends to be a bounded operator on HY(RY, w),
by Theorem it suffices to prove that for each (p,2)-atom a, m = T'(a) is an (p,2,¢,7n)-
molecule with N+€ n <p<1,0<n<e, up to a multiplication of a constant C. To this

end, suppose that a is an (p, 2) atom with the support B(xg, 7). We write

N+4+2e—-2n p _1)71

(/RN m(I)QdW(ZE))(/RN m(z)2w(B(x, ||x_$0||))1+25N2ndW($)>( S
< (/RN m(x)%iw(x)) (/d(m o m(z)2w(B(xo, ||z _I0||))1+2€NZWCZW(:L'))(ML_I)1

N 2—p

+ (/RN m(:c)?dw(x)) (/d (@)% (B(xo, |7 — 20||)) 5 dus(x ))(N“_

(z0,x)>2r
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=1+ 1.

Observe that, by the L? boundedness of 7" and the size condition on a, we have |ml|2, <
w(B(xo, r))(l_%). For I, applying the doubling property on w implies that
N+2e—-2n _p

£ — e—2n p — ( ,p_1)71
1< Co(Blg, 1) P Blao, 2r)) 1HRHERT 50 / mafdo(z)) T
RN

25727])(N+25 2n _p _1)71

< Cw(B(zo, )" Pw(Bao,r) R DN 5 (B, ) TR N Y
<,

( +2a 2n p 1)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that (1+222)+(1 = Tp
2— 2

and thus, (14 2@ (Frg=tg2y — 1)7! 4 (1= 2) (Tt - 1>—1 =5
To estimate II, observe that if d(zo, x) > 2r, by the support and the cancellation condition

on a and the smoothness condition on the kernel K (z,y), we have

jm(z)] = / (K (2,y) — K(x, 20))aly)du(y)
ly—z0)||<r<

r %d(xo,x)

1 ly — ol e d(zo, 2) \M
< C/ a(y)|dw(y
d(w0,2)>2r>2]ly—zo| W(B(xoad(xoax)))<H$—~”C0H> <||SC—$0||> laly)ldw(y)

! (e )g(f“%’x) )" (B0,

w(B(xo, d(wo, ) \ |z = w0/ N[z = o]

The estimate of m(z) for d(xg, x) > 2r and the doubling property on w give

N42e—2 —1
) Ni2e—2n p 1)

IISCw(B(xO,r))(l‘E)</d( y (@Bl e — zoll )+ 552 du(e ))< k=2 2

7 1 r 2e
< Cw B(x , T (1_5) /
( ( 0 )) ( d(z0,x)>2r W(B(:Ifo, d(:)j'o’ :L')))Q (Hx _ z0||>

N+42e—2 —
(R0

o (L0 DN g, o - onH))H%Nan(B(ﬂ?O,T))z_’%dw(x)> p

[l = o]

We now split {x : d(zg, ) > 2r} into annuli in terms of the Dunkl and Euclidean metrics as
follows.

_2 1 r % - 2
s (L [ o () )

Jk=>1 lz—z0||~2Fd(z0,x)

(N2em2n 2y

x w(B(xO,2k2jr))1+25N2nw(B(:):o,r))z_%dw(:):)> !

< P
< CwlBlzo,r)) (ﬂ; W(B(x072T))w(B(l’0,2jT))2<2k2jr> (2)
- (N+26*277L_1)71
N 2—

x w(B(zo, 28277)) 8" w( B (o, r))2—i>
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< Cw(B(zg, 7))

(N+2572nL_1)71
) 2M . 2c—2n 2 N
> Z 2k-N2—2k€2—2j€ <2—k> Qk(2€_2’7)2’(25_277)00(3(:60, T))T+2_5
jk>1
N+2sf2nL_1 —1
(1_2) 2572174_2_2 ( N 2—p )
< Cw(B(xo, ) 7| w(B(xo,r)) N "

<G,

where the third inequality follows from the doubling property of the measure w, the fourth
inequality follows from the fact that M > N/2 7 > 0, and the last inequality follows from
the fact that

1_g+<25—277 2>_<N—|—25—2n P

—1
9_ = _1> —0.
D N * D N 2—p 0

Finally, by the fact that 7%(1) = 0, we obtain that [y m(z)dw(z) = [px T(a)(x)dw(z) =0
and hence m is the multiple of an (p, 2, ,7) molecule. The proof of the sufficient implication
of Theorem then follows from Theorem

We now show the necessary condition of the Theorem [[20 for the boundedness on HY (RN, w).
Indeed, we will prove a general result, that is, if 7" is bounded on L*(RY w) and on H}(RY, w)
then [on T(f)(x)dw(z) = 0 for f € L*(RY,w) N HY(RYN,w). This follows from the following
general result.

Proposition 5.1. If f € L*(RY,w) N H}(RY, w), g=
C independent of the L*(RY w) norm of f such that

(5.9) 1Fllp < CllF N -

Assuming Proposition [5.1] for the moment, if f € L*(RY, w) N HP(RY,w), by Proposition
BI then f € LP(RY,w) N L*(RY,w). Hence, by interpolation, f € L*(RM w). To see the
integral of f is zero, we apply the Calderén reproducing formula,

=Y > w(@)Di(w,20) Di(f)(q),

keZ QeQk

where the series converges in both L?*(RY,w) and HY(RY,w). Let E,(k, Q) be a finite set of
keZand Q € Q" and E,(k,Q) tends to the whole set {(k,Q) : k € Z,Q € Q*}. Therefore,

> w(Q)Dr(z,20)Di(f)(xg) converges to zero as n tends to infinity in both L*(RY,w)
B3 (k,Q)
and HL(RY, w). We obtain that

f(@)dw(z)

< p < 1, then there exists a constant

W(Q)Dk(%SCQ)Ek(f)(?«“Q)dw(UC)’+‘/R > w(Q)Di(x, 20) Di(f)(2q)dw(x)

N
E5 (k,Q)

<| [ ¥ wlQDurs)Dilr)eo)ta)
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<Ol Y w(@Di(w,w) Di(H)(xe)lluz + Cll D w(@Q)Drlw, 20) Di(f)(wq)ll2,

ES(k,Q) B (k,Q)
where the second inequality follows from the fact that

/R > w(Q)Dy(x,20) Di(f)(2q)dw(x) = 0

Y B (k,Q)

by the cancellation property of Dy(xz,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 7" is bounded on both L*(RY,w) and HY(RY w) and f € L* (RN, w) N
HY(RY,w), then Tf € L*(RY, w)NHY(RY,w) and hence [ T f(x)dw(z) = 0. The necessary
implication of Theorem is concluded.

It remains to show Proposition 5.1l The key idea of the proof is to apply the method of
atomic decomposition for subspace L*(RY w) N HP (RY w) as in the proof of Proposition
[LT4 More precisely, if f € L*(RY,w) N H? (RN, w), we set

O = {I € X : Seu(f)(z) > 2l}’

B = {Q: QN ) > (@) nd w(@N ) < (@)}

DO | —

and
={z e RY : M(xq,)(z) > 1/2},
where @ are Christ’s dyadic cubes in space of homogeneous type (RY, || - ||,w) and M is
the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on RY with respect to the measure w and hence,
W(Ql) < C’w(Ql)
Applying the decomposition of f as in the proof of Proposition [[T4] we write

Z > w(Q) Dy, wq) Di(f)(xq),

l=—00 QEB;

where the series converges in both L*(RY,w) and H? (RY,w). Thus, for &= < p <1,

I1f(x Z 1> (@) Dilw, wq) Di(f) ()5

l——OO QEB[
Note that if Q € B, then Q C €. Therefore, > w(Q)Dk(z,xQ)ﬁk(f)(xQ) is supported in
QeB;
;. Applying Holder inequality implies that
1F @I < > (@) 72 Y w(Q)Dilw, w0) Di(f) () 5.
l=—00 QEB;

As in the proof of Proposition [[.14], we have
~ 1
1Y~ w(Q)Di(w, 20) Di(f)(xq)ll2 < C2' ()2,
QeBL;

which gives

[F (@)l < C Z 2P ()" < CllSeu( NI < ClF Iz, < ClFI

l=—0
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since w(§Y) < Cw(Y). O
5.2. T1 Theorem on Dunkl-Hardy space H}. We show the Theorem [[.27]

The proof of Theorem [1.27l. By Proposition 5.1, we only need to show that if 7" is a
Dunkl—Calderén—Zygmund operator with 7%(1) = 0, then T" is bounded on the Dunkl-Hardy
space HY (RN, W), o ~+: < p < 1. Following a similar idea used for the proof of the 7'1 Theorem

L8 we consider first that 7" also satisfies T'(1) = 0. Since L*(RY,w) N HY(RY w) is dense
in Hj(RY,w), it suffices to show || T'(f)||lgz < C|/f|| gy for f € L*(RY,w) N HH(RY,w). Ob-

serve that if f € L*(RY,w) N HY(RY,w), then f(z) = i S w(Q) Ao (x, rg) with

Jj=—00 Qe

S S ol < Cllflluz, where the series converges in both L*(RY,w) and
Jj=—00 QeQ’
HI (RN w). We have

Il = IS(T )1,
Y Yl X Y w@aT ol 1)) mo) Pral s

Jj=—00 QeQI k=—00 Q'eQk*
= [{ Z > Z 3" w(@)AgaeTvg (xq, 70) x|l
Jj=—00 QeQI k=—00Q'cQk

Applying The Lemma 210, we get

—jV—k

.y 1 r 7
T N<C —|k—jle : .
|aQT¥q (2q, o)l < C7 Viz,y,r3VF + d(z,y)) <7’"V‘k +d(z, y)>

and then applying the Lemma implies that

1Tz < CII{Z > PalPxe}?lly < Cllfllag-

k=—o00 Q'cQ*

To remove the condition T(1) = 0, set T = T — Ilpy. Then T(1) = (T)*(1) = 0, so T is
bounded on HE(RY w). By a classical result, Iy is bounded on the classical Hardy space
H?  and thus, T is bounded on HY(RY, w). O

Finally, we show the Theorem

The proof of Theorem [1.28. All we need to do is to check that R;(x,y), the kernel of
the Dunkl-Riesz transforms satisfy the conditions in the Theorem Indeed, it is known
that R;,1 < j < N are bounded on L?(RY, w) and H}(RY, w), see [8]. Then by Proposition
6.0 and then the proof of the necessary condition for Theorem [L27, R;(1) = 0 and hence,
(R;)*(1) = 0 since the Dunk-Riesz transforms are convolution operators. It remains to see
that R;(z,y) satisfy all kernel conditions. To this end, observe that

for j=1,2,---,N.
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Note that

Ri(f) = ~T,(8) 2 f = —¢ / N Tjemf%

and
e f(z) = /RN hi(z,y) f(y)dw(y),

where the integral converges in L? and hy(z,y) is the heat kernel. For all x,y € RY and
t >0,

.
Tih(w,y) = 2 hi(a,y).

We write the Riesz transforms as follows:
Rifta) = [ Riaa)f@)dot)
]RN

To estimate the kernel R;(z,y), we recall the following estimates for the Dunkl-heat kernel
given in [22, Theorem 3.1]

(a) There are constants C, ¢ > 0 such that

1 Hx_y||)_2—d 2
h l" < C 1+ e c (xvy) /t’
el < (17

for every t > 0 and for every z,y € RY.
(b) There are constants C, ¢ > 0 such that

vy [
by — by < o 19 yll) <1+ ci(a)?/t
ute) = ha)l < o (Mo oo (1 )

for every t > 0 and for every z, 5,3y’ € R such that ||y — /| < V1.

We now estimate the kernel R;(x,y) as follows.

t 2, dt
Ry, 9)| < lys — / etz A
T Vi, J ||a:—y||2 "z
</d(xy / ) e 2, dt dt
|:L’—yH d(zy)2 ) V(T y, \[) Vit
=1 + D

For t < d(z,y)?, by using the doubling condition we have that

(Bl dr, ) 5 () B, Vi)

and hence
B 1 d(z, y)\N 1

We obtain

d(z,y)
]1 5 1 1 / <d(x7y>>N€—cd (Ey /t dt
|z = yll w(B(z,d(z,y))) Jo Vi Vi
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<1 L / 1D da, )N ( ! >%dt
< d(z,y) 1

~ e —yllw(B(z, d(z,y)))
It is clear that for ¢ > d(x,y)?, by using the reversed doubling condition,

N
(005) Bl de) 5 CooBla. VD),

we get
0o N
S L / ! d(gif{v)
||':E - y” d(z,y)? V([L’, Y, d(l’, y)) t 2
< d(z,y) 1
~ e = yllw(B(z, d(z, y)))

dt

To see the smoothness estimates, we write

dt

R;(z, — R;(x, ! < = / hy(, — hy(x, '
‘ ](SL‘ y) ]( y)‘ C|yy y]‘ ‘ t( y) t( y)‘ \/—
dt

lz—yl? 00
<dy—y(/“ - )M@w%JM%wF—
R fe—sl2 ) t tVt
=1, + II,.

Since [y —¢/|| < 3d(z,y), we have d(z,y') < 3d(z,y)

i, < =yl ! /Mﬂw(ﬂawYZwmw%ﬁi
~ e = yPw (Bl dz ) Jo Vi Vi
-yl 1 /Wﬁwa%wN< L)
~ o= yPw (Bl dz,)) Jo 5 \d(x,y)?
<Ny =yl 1

~ oz =yl w(B(z, d(z,y)))
To estimate II5, we have ||y — /|| < 1d(z,y) < 3|lz — y|| < v/t and the above condition (b)

gives

~ 1 2, dt
11y < ly; — vl ly — ¢ | ——e—cd@w?t
T eyl V(z,y,Vt) t2
1 [e']
Sy =917 / 24t
w(B(@,d(x,y))) Jjay
o
<y =91 1

~lz =yl w(B(z, d(z,y)))

The estimate of the smoothness for x variable is similar. We conclude that R;,1 < j < N,

satisfy all conditions in the Theorem [[.27] and hence, the Dunk-Riesz transforms are bounded
N
O

on the Dunkl-Hardy space Hj(RY,w) for g <p < 1.
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