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A NEW LOOK AT THE SUBREPRESENTATION FORMULAS

CONG HOANG, KABE MOEN, AND CARLOS PEREZ

Abstract. We extend the subrepresentation formula

|fpxq| ď cn I1p|∇f |qpxq

in several ways. First, we consider more general A1-potential operators on the right-hand

side and prove local and global pointwise inequalities for these operators. Second, we show

that we can improve the right-hand side using fractional derivatives. Finally, we extend our

results to rough singular integral operators, similar to the main result in [HMP1].

1. Motivation

It is well known that the pointwise inequality in R
n, n ě 2,

|fpxq| ď cn I1p|∇f |qpxq, (1)

plays a central role in relating a function and its smoothness by Lp type estimate. Recall

here that I1 is the Riesz potential operator of order α “ 1 given by

Iαfpxq “
ż

Rn

fpyq
|x ´ y|n´α

dy, 0 ă α ă n.

This estimate goes back to Sobolev and gives rise to the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev in-

equality

}f}
Lp˚pRnq ď C }∇f}LppRnq,

when f P C1
c pRnq, 1 ď p ă n, and 1

p˚ “ 1

p
´ 1

n
. Moreover, local versions of (1), like,

|fpxq ´ fB| ď C I1p1B |∇f |qpxq, x P B,

are paramount for studying the Poincaré-Sobolev inequalities
ˆ

´
ż

B

|fpxq ´ fB|q dx
˙

1

q

ď C rpBq
ˆ

´
ż

B

|∇f |p dx
˙

1

p

,

where B could be euclidean ball in R
n, or other type of domains. With this result as a

model, many similar results can be found where the gradient operator ∇ is substituted with

generalized gradients, and the Riesz potential operator is replaced by other types of potential

operators. More precisely, one can bound the norms of f by the norms ofXf provided there

is an integral operatorT which is bounded on appropriate weightedLp spaces and for which

the pointwise estimate

|fpxq| ď c T p|Xfpxq|q
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is valid. Such inequality is called a subrepresentation. For example, this pointwise estimate

is known to hold for vector fields of Hörmander type when T is given by

Tfpxq “
ż

Rn

dpx, yq
|Bpx, dpx, yqq| fpyq dy,

where dpx, yq is the associated Carnot–Carathéodory metric, Bpx, rq denotes the metric

ball with center x and radius r, and |Bpx, rq| is the Lebesgue measure of the ball.

More generally, there are "potential type operators" within the context of doubling metric

measure spaces pS, d, µq of the form

Tfpxq “
ż

S

Kpx, yq fpyq dµpyq, (2)

where the kernel Kpx, yq is non-negative and satisfying appropriate estimates. An im-

portant class of examples with metrics other than the usual Euclidean metric consists of

potential operators related to the regularity of subelliptic differential equations. In particu-

lar, vector fields of Hörmander type (see [H]) as well as the classes of non-smooth vector

fields studied in [FL] lead to integral operators of the type we will study. In addition, the

differential operators of Grushin type considered in [FGuW] (at least in the simplest case

of Lebesgue measure) are related to integrals of type (2). In fact, for all these examples, the

associated potential operator has the form

Tfpxq “
ż

S

dpx, yq
µpBpx, dpx, yqqq fpyq dµpyq, (3)

where dpx, yq is a distance function that is naturally related to the vector fields. For a nice

survey on these operators we refer the reader to the work of Kairema [AK].

Motivated by these results, we propose improvements of (1) by considering measures µ

induced by a non-negative locally Lebesgue integrable function w. More precisely, we will

consider potential type operators Tw defined by

Twfpxq :“
ż

Rn

|x ´ y|
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qqfpyqwpyq dy, (4)

where wpBq “
ş

B
wpxq dx. We shall also consider the fractional version of Tw defined by

Tw,αfpxq :“
ż

Rn

|x ´ y|α
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qqfpyqwpyq dy,

for any 0 ă α ă n.

Recall that a weight w is said to be in the class A1 if and only if for any ball B,

´
ż

B

wpxq dx ď C wpxq,

for almost every x P B. The least constant C for the above inequality is denoted as rwsA1
.

With weights from A1, we will be able to derive a more general version for (1), namely

|fpxq| ď cn,w Twp|∇f |qpxq.
In addition, it was recently shown by the authors in [HMP1, HMP2] that (1) has a pow-

erful extension to operators. Consider a degree zero homogeneous function Ω P L1pSn´1q.
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The rough singular integral operator is defined by

TΩfpxq “ p.v.

ż

Rn

Ωpyq
|y|n fpx ´ yq dy,

and its associated maximal truncation operator is given by

T ‹
Ωfpxq “ sup

tą0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

|y|ąt

Ωpyq
|y|n fpx ´ yq dy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

It is well-known that the size of Ω determines the boundedness properties of the operators

TΩ and T ‹
Ω

. It was shown in [HMP1] that

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn,Ω I1p|∇f |qpxq (5)

when Ω P Ln,8pSn´1q. We will extend this estimate to Tw, namely,

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn,w,Ω Twp|∇f |qpxq,

for an appropriate class of weights w.

Another approach to improve inequality (1) involves exploring smaller operators that

could replace I1p|∇ ¨ |q on the right-hand side. One promising candidate is IαpDαq where

Dα is a nonlinear fractional differential operator. The fractional derivative operator, |∇|α “
p´∆qα{2, is defined using the Fourier transform for f P C8

c pRnq

Fp|∇|αfqpξq “ |ξ|αf̂pξq.

For 0 ă α ă 2, the fractional derivative can be realized via the integral formula

|∇|αfpxq “ cn,α p.v.

ż

Rn

fpxq ´ fpyq
|x ´ y|n`α

dy

(we refer to the book by Ponce [Pon, p. 246] for a related variant). When 0 ă α ă 1,

the above integral converges absolutely, and hence we may define the nonlinear fractional

differential operator introduced in [Sp],

Dαfpxq “
ż

Rn

|fpxq ´ fpyq|
|x ´ y|n`α

dy.

Indeed, we shall prove that

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď Cn,α,Ω p1 ´ αq IαpDαfqpxq, f P C8

c pRnq, 0 ă α ă 1 (6)

which improves the main result in [HMP1] as we shall prove later that

p1 ´ αq IαpDαfqpxq ď cn,α I1p|∇f |qpxq,

where the constant cn,α is bounded by a dimensional constant.
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2. The theorems

When w P A1, we have an analog of (1), as stated in the theorem below.

Theorem 2.1. Let w P A1. There exists a dimensional constant cn such that for any Lips-

chitz function f that has compact support, we have the global estimate

|fpxq| ď cn rwsA1
Twp|∇f |qpxq. (7)

Remark 2.2. We remark that (7) has been obtained using a variant of the usual estimates,

where some "holes" have been created to obtain a family of disjoint annuli, as seen in (15)

from the proof. This family of "holes" allows us to insert the metric length |x´y| inside the

integral. It seems that the usual methods do not permit this possibility. A similar remark

holds for the rest of the theorems stated in the section.

One can replace the left-hand-side of (7) by T ‹
Ω

pfq, and this yields an improvement for

the main result in [HMP1].

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that Ω is homogeneous of degree zero with zero average on S
n´1

and belongs to Ln,8pSn´1q. Let w P A1. For any smooth function f with compact support,

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn}Ω}

Ln,8pSn´1q
rwsA1

Twp|∇f |qpxq (8)

where Tw is the potential type operator defined above.

Remark 2.4. We have not encountered either (7) or (8) in the literature with w belonging

to A1 (or any Ap), which may lead to new Lp–Lq estimates.

Theorem 2.5. Let α P p0, 1q. Suppose that Ω is homogeneous of degree zero with zero

average on S
n´1 and belongs to L

n
α
,8pSn´1q. Then,

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cnp1 ´ αq}Ω}

L
n
α

,8pSn´1q
IαpDαfqpxq, f P C8

c pRnq. (9)

To see that Theorem 2.5 improves the main result in [HMP1], we have the following

lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 ă α ă 1 and f P C8
c pRnq. Then,

p1 ´ αq IαpDαfqpxq ď cα,n I1p|∇f |qpxq
where cα,n is bounded by a dimensional constant as α Ñ 1´.

Remark 2.7. The explicit constant is given by

cα,n “ p1 ´ αqπ n´1

2 Γp1´α
2

qΓpα
2

qΓpn´1

2
q

αΓpn`α´1

2
qΓpn´α

2
q .

Since

p1 ´ αqΓp1 ´ α

2
q “ 2 Γp3 ´ α

2
q

we have the limit

lim
αÑ1´

cα,n “ 2πn{2

Γpn
2

q “ σpSn´1q

where σ is the surface measure of the unit sphere.
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To prove Theorem 2.5, we shall need the following Poincaré-Sobolev type estimates

related to the localized version of the nonlinear fractional differential operator Dα; namely,

for any 0 ă α ă 1 and any cube (or ball) Q,

ˆ

´
ż

Q

|fpxq ´ fQ|p n
α q1

dx

˙
1

p n
α q1

ď cn p1 ´ αq ℓpQqα´
ż

Q

ż

Q

|fpxq ´ fpyq|
|x ´ y|n`α

dy dx (10)

which can be found in [BBM2]. A different approach and improvements can be found

in [HMPV] and [MPW] where everything is derived from the following p1, 1q case:

´
ż

Q

|fpxq ´ fQ| dx ď cn p1 ´ αq ℓpQqα´
ż

Q

ż

Q

|fpxq ´ fpyq|
|x ´ y|n`α

dy dx. (11)

It is interesting to note that whenever α P p0, 1q,

p1 ´ αq ℓpQqα´
ż

Q

ż

Q

|fpxq ´ fpyq|
|x ´ y|n`α

dy dx ď cnℓpQq ´
ż

Q

|∇fpxq| dx.

Further, they showed in [BBM1] that the left-hand side converges to the right-hand side as

α Ñ 1´.

For any 0 ă p, q ă 8 and a measure space pX,µq, the Lorentz space Lp,qpµq is the

collection of functions that satisfy

}f}Lp,qpµq “
ˆ

p

ż 8

0

tqµptx P X : |fpxq| ą tuq
q

p
dt

t

˙
1

q

ă 8.

When q “ 8, Lp,8pµq is the weak Lp space defined by

}f}Lp,8pµq “ sup
tą0

tµptx P X : |fpxq| ą tuq 1

p ă 8.

The normalized Lorentz average associated to a cube Q (or a ball) is defined to be

}f}Lp,qpQq :“ }f}Lp,qpQ, dx
|Q|

q “ 1

|Q| 1

p

}f1Q}Lp,qpRnq.

There is a better version of (10), stated for the Lorentz average:

}f ´ fQ}
Lp n

α q1
,1pQq

ď cn p1 ´ αq ℓpQqα´
ż

Q

ż

Q

|fpxq ´ fpyq|
|x ´ y|n`α

dy dx, (12)

which was proved in [MPW].

Motivated by Theorem 2.5, we have the following fractional versions of Theorems 2.1

and 2.3.

Theorem 2.8. Let w P A1 and 0 ă α ă 1. There exists a dimensional constant cn such

that for any Lipschitz function f that has compact support, we have

|fpxq| ď cnp1 ´ αq rwsA1
Tw,αpDαfqpxq. (13)

Remark 2.9. We have yet to encounter this estimate withw “ 1 in the literature or in recent

books like [EE] or [L]. There are not any estimates like these even in the simpler case when

the right-hand side does not have the so-called Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu factor 1 ´ α.
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Similarly, we have the following result replacing the identity operator in the left-hand side

of (13) byT ‹
Ω

pfq which yields another improvement for some of the main results in [HMP1].

Theorem 2.10. Suppose that Ω is homogeneous of degree zero with zero average on S
n´1

and belongs to L
n
α
,8pSn´1q. Let w P A1 and 0 ă α ă 1. Then there exists a dimensional

constant cn such that for any for any smooth function f with compact support,

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cnp1 ´ αq }Ω}

L
n
α

,8pSn´1q
rwsA1

Tw,αpDαfqpxq. (14)

3. Proofs of the theorems

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Recall the p1, 1q Poincaré inequality, for a dimensional constant cn

´
ż

B

|fpxq ´ fB| dx ď cn rpBq ´
ż

B

|∇fpxq| dx

for every ball B.

Fix a point x P R
n and let R ą 0 denote the radius of the ball B centered at x. Let

tBkukPN be the family of nested balls centered at x such that B1 “ B and rpBkq “ 21´kR.

Then,

|fpxq ´ fB| “
∣

∣

∣

∣

lim
kÑ8

fBk
´ fB1

∣

∣

∣

∣

ď
ÿ

kPN

∣

∣fBk`1
´ fBk

∣

∣ .

Using the dyadic structure of the chain and the Poincaré-type inequality we obtain

ÿ

kPN

∣

∣fBk`1
´ fBk

∣

∣ ď
ÿ

kPN

1

|Bk`1|

ż

Bk`1

|fpyq ´ fBk
| dy

ď 2n
ÿ

kPN

1

|Bk|

ż

Bk

|fpyq ´ fBk
| dy

ď cn
ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk

|∇fpyq| dy.

Let us analyze the sum:

ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk

|∇fpyq| dy “
ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

BkzBk`1

|∇fpyq| dy `
ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk`1

|∇fpyq| dy,

but then

ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk`1

|∇fpyq| dy “
ÿ

kPN

2 rpBk`1q
2n|Bk`1|

ż

Bk`1

|∇fpyq| dy

“ 1

2n´1

ÿ

kPN

rpBk`1q
|Bk`1|

ż

Bk`1

|∇fpyq| dy

ď 1

2n´1

ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk

|∇fpyq| dy.
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Therefore we have
ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk

|∇fpyq| dy ď cn
ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

BkzBk`1

|∇fpyq| dy. (15)

Now, by the definition of A1, we continue with

|fpxq ´ fB| ď cnrwsA1

ÿ

kPN

rpBkq
wpBkq

ż

BkzBk`1

|∇fpyq|wpyq dy

ď cnrwsA1

ÿ

kPN

1

wpBkq

ż

BkzBk`1

|x ´ y| |∇fpyq|wpyq dy

ď cnrwsA1

ÿ

kPN

ż

BkzBk`1

|x ´ y|
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qq |∇fpyq|wpyq dy

ď cnrwsA1

ż

B

|x ´ y|
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qq |∇fpyq|wpyq dy.

To obtain (7), we let R Ñ 8 and observe that fB Ñ 0 while the right-hand side is domi-

nated by the integral over Rn. �

Proof of Theorem 2.3. As proved in [HMP1], we have

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn }Ω}

Ln,8pSn´1q

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq´
ż

Bk

|∇fpyq| dy

where Bk “ Bpx, 2kq for each k P Z. Since

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk

|∇fpyq| dy “
ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

BkzBk´1

|∇fpyq| dy `
ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk´1

|∇fpyq| dy,

and
ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk´1

|∇fpyq|dy “
ÿ

kPZ

2 rpBk´1q
2n|Bk´1|

ż

Bk´1

|∇fpyq| dy

“ 1

2n´1

ÿ

kPZ

rpBk´1q
|Bk´1|

ż

Bk´1

|∇fpyq| dy

“ 1

2n´1

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk

|∇fpyq| dy,

we have
ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

Bk

|∇fpyq|dy ď cn
ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
|Bk|

ż

BkzBk´1

|∇fpyq| dy,

and hence

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn }Ω}

Ln,8pSn´1q

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq´
ż

BkzBk´1

|∇fpyq| dy.

By the definition of A1, we have

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn}Ω}

Ln,8pSn´1q
rwsA1

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkq
wpBkq

ż

BkzBk´1

|∇fpyq|wpyq dy
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ď cn}Ω}
Ln,8pSn´1q

rwsA1

ÿ

kPZ

1

wpBkq

ż

BkzBk´1

|x ´ y| |∇fpyq|wpyq dy

ď cn}Ω}
Ln,8pSn´1q

rwsA1

ÿ

kPZ

ż

BkzBk´1

|x ´ y|
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qq |∇fpyq|wpyq dy

ď cn}Ω}
Ln,8pSn´1q

rwsA1

ż

Rn

|x ´ y|
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qq |∇fpyq|wpyq dy.

�

Proof of Theorem 2.5. As proved in [HMP1], we have

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď C

ÿ

kPZ

1

2kn

ż

|y|ď2k

|Ωpyq| |fpx ´ yq ´ ck| dy.

where ck is a constant to be chosen for each k P Z. By Hölder’s inequality, we have

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn

ÿ

kPZ

}Ω}
L

n
α

,8pBp0,2kqq
}fpx ´ ¨q ´ ck}

Lp n
α q1

,1pBp0,2kqq
.

Since

|ty P Bp0, 2kq : |Ωpyq| ą λu| “ 2kn

n
σpty1 P S

n´1 : |Ωpy1q| ą λuq,
we have

}Ω}
L

n
α

,8pBp0,2kqq
“ Cn }Ω}

L
n
α

,8pSn´1q
,

and hence

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn

ÿ

kPZ

}Ω}
L

n
α

,8pSn´1q
}fpx ´ ¨q ´ ck}

Lp n
α q1

,1pBp0,2kqq
.

Let Bk “ Bpx, 2kq and ck “ fBk
“ ´

ş

Bk
f , then

}fpx ´ ¨q ´ ck}
Lp n

α q1
,1pBp0,2kqq

“ }f ´ fBk
}
Lp n

α q1
,1pBkq

.

This fact combined with the previous inequality yields

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cn }Ω}

L
n
α

,8pSn´1q

ÿ

kPZ

}f ´ fBk
}
Lp n

α q1
,1pBkq

.

We continue by using the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality (12). Recalling the definition of Dα

Dαfpxq “
ż

Rn

|fpxq ´ fpyq|
|x ´ y|n`α

dy,

we can continue with,

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cnp1 ´ αq }Ω}

L
n
α

,8pSn´1q

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

ż

Bk

|fpzq ´ fpyq|
|z ´ y|n`α

dy dz

ď cnp1 ´ αq }Ω}
L

n
α

,8pSn´1q

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

Dαfpyq dy,
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We now analyze the sum:

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

Dαfpyq dy “
ÿ

kPZ

2kα

ωn2kn

ż

Bk

Dαfpyq dy

“ 1

ωn

ÿ

kPZ

1

2kpn´αq

ż

2k´1ă|x´y|ď2k

Dαfpyq dy

` 1

ωn

ÿ

kPZ

1

2kpn´αq

ż

|x´y|ď2k´1

Dαfpyq dy

ď 1

ωn

ÿ

kPZ

ż

2k´1ă|x´y|ď2k

1

|x ´ y|n´α
Dαfpyq dy

` 1

2n´α

ÿ

kPZ

rpBk´1qα´
ż

Bk´1

Dαfpyq dy

ď 1

ωn

IαpDαfqpxq ` 1

2n´α

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

Dαpyq dy.

Since α ă 1 and n ě 2, we have 1

2n´α ă 1, and we can rearrange the terms to obtain

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

Dαfpyq dy ď cnp2n´αq1 IαpDαfqpxq

ď cn IαpDαfqpxq.
This concludes the proof of the theorem.

�

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Since

fpyq ´ fpxq “
ż 1

0

∇fpx ` tpy ´ xqq ¨ py ´ xq dt

by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus for line integrals, we have

IαpDαfqpxq “
ż

Rn

ż

Rn

|fpyq ´ fpzq|
|y ´ z|n`α

dz
dy

|x ´ y|n´α

ď
ż

Rn

ż

Rn

ż 1

0

|∇fpy ` tpz ´ yqq| dt dz

|y ´ z|n`α´1

dy

|x ´ y|n´α

“
ż

Rn

ż 1

0

ż

Rn

|∇fpy ` tpz ´ yqq|
|y ´ z|n`α´1

dz dt
dy

|x ´ y|n´α

“
ż

Rn

ˆ
ż

Rn

|∇fpuq|
|u ´ y|n`α´1

du

ż 1

0

tn`α´1

tn
dt

˙

dy

|x ´ y|n´α

“ 1

α

ż

Rn

ż

Rn

|∇fpuq|
|u ´ y|n`α´1

du
dy

|x ´ y|n´α

“ 1

α

ż

Rn

|∇fpuq|
ż

Rn

1

|u ´ y|n`α´1

1

|x ´ y|n´α
dy du
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where we have made the change of variables u “ y ` tpz ´ yq in the fourth estimate. Now,

we use the beta integral identity (see exercise 2.4.9 in [G]), namely
ż

Rn

1

|t ´ x1|α1

1

|t ´ x2|α2

dt “ πn{2Γpn´α1

2
q

Γpα1

2
q

Γpn´α2

2
q

Γpα2

2
q

Γpα1`α2´n
2

q
Γpn ´ α1`α2

2
q |x1 ´ x2|n´α1´α2

for 0 ă α1, α2 ă n, α1 ` α2 ą n.

Applying this with α1 “ n ` α ´ 1 and α2 “ n ´ α, we have

IαpDαfqpxq ď πn{2 Γp1´α
2

qΓpα
2

qΓpn´1

2
q

αΓpn`α´1

2
qΓpn´α

2
qΓp1

2
q

ż

Rn

|∇fpuq|
|x ´ u|n´1

du

“ π
n´1

2 Γp1´α
2

qΓpα
2

qΓpn´1

2
q

αΓpn`α´1

2
qΓpn´α

2
q I1p|∇f |qpxq.

�

Proof of Theorem 2.8. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have

|fpxq ´ fB| ď cn
ÿ

kPN

1

|Bk|

ż

Bk

|fpyq ´ fBk
| dy,

where B is any ball in R
n centered at x. Applying (11) yields

|fpxq ´ fB| ď cnp1 ´ αq
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

ż

Bk

|fpzq ´ fpyq|
|z ´ y|n`α

dy dz

“ cnp1 ´ αq
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

Dαfpyq dy.

Since
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα´
ż

Bk

Dαfpyq dy ď
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα
|Bk|

ż

BkzBk`1

Dαfpyq dy `
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα
|Bk|

ż

Bk`1

Dαfpyq dy,

and
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα
|Bk|

ż

Bk`1

Dαfpyq dy “
ÿ

kPN

2αrpBk`1qα
2n|Bk`1|

ż

Bk`1

Dαfpyq dy

ď 2α´n
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα
|Bk|

ż

Bk

Dαfpyq dy,

we have

|fpxq ´ fB| ď cnp1 ´ αqp2n´αq1
ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα
|Bk|

ż

BkzBk`1

Dαfpyq dy.

Since w P A1, we have

|fpxq ´ fB| ď cnp1 ´ αqp2n´αq1 rwsA1

ÿ

kPN

rpBkqα
wpBkq

ż

BkzBk`1

Dαfpyqwpyq dy

ď cnp1 ´ αq2αp2n´αq1 rwsA1

ÿ

kPN

ż

BkzBk`1

|x ´ y|α Dαfpyq
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qq wpyq dy
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“ cnp1 ´ αq2αp2n´αq1 rwsA1

ż

B

|x ´ y|α
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qq D

αfpyqwpyq dy.

As before, the bound 2αp2n´αq1 is bounded by a dimensional constant since α ă 1 and

n ě 2. Finally, by letting R Ñ 8, we obtain (13) concluding the proof of the theorem. �

Proof of Theorem 2.10. As in the proof of Theorem 2.5, we have

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď cnp1 ´ αq }Ω}

L
n
α

,8pSn´1q

ÿ

kPZ

1

2kpn´αq

ż

BkzBk´1

Dαfpyq dy

where Bk “ Bpx, 2kq. Since w P A1, we have

T ‹
Ωfpxq ď Cn,α,Ω

ÿ

kPZ

rpBkqα
wpBkq

ż

BkzBk´1

Dαfpyqwpyq dy

ď Cn,α,Ω

ÿ

kPZ

1

wpBkq

ż

BkzBk´1

|x ´ y|α Dαfpyqwpyq dy

ď Cn,α,Ω

ÿ

kPZ

ż

BkzBk´1

|x ´ y|α
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qqD

αfpyqwpyq dy

ď Cn,α,Ω

ż

Rn

|x ´ y|α
wpBpx, |x ´ y|qqD

αfpyqwpyq dy

where Cn,α,Ω “ cnp1 ´ αq }Ω}
L

n
α

,8pSn´1q
. �

4. Consequences of our main results

Recall that a weight w is said to be doubling if there exists a constant D “ Dpwq such

that

wpBpx, 2rqq ď DwpBpx, rqq
for all x P R

n and all r ą 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let d be a positive constant bigger than one. Let p, q be numbers such that

1 ă p ă d and 1

p
´ 1

q
“ 1

d
. Let w be a doubling weight and assume further that there exists

a positive constant c “ cpwq such that

wpBpx, rqq ě c rd, x P R
n, r ą 0, (16)

then

}Twf}Lqpwq ď Cw,p,d }f}Lppwq.

Remark 4.2. We want to emphasize the need to assume condition (16). Although it is

known that the doubling condition implies the lower Alhfors condition (16), this is only

true for bounded spaces X , i.e. diampXq ă 8. When X is unbounded, the doubling
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condition no longer implies the lower Alhfors condition. For simplicity, consider n “ 1,

X “ R and wpxq “ |x|´ 1

2 . Then

wpBpx, rqq “
ż x`r

x´r

|y|´ 1

2 dy.

This weightw is an A1 weight and hence doubling ( [G] (example 9.1.6)). However,w does

not satisfy the lower Alhfors condition. Indeed, suppose that there are constants c, d ą 0

such that
ż x`r

x´r

|y|´ 1

2 dy ě c rd

for all x P R and all r ą 0. Fix r ą 0 and consider x ą r, then we have

2p
?
x ` r ´

?
x ´ rq ě c rd ðñ 4r?

x ` r `
?
x ´ r

ě c rd,

which is a contradiction as x Ñ 8.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose 1 ă p ă n and 1

p
´ 1

p˚ “ 1

n
. Let w be a doubling weight and

c “ cpwq be a positive constant such that

wpxq ě c, a.e.x P R
n. (17)

Then

}Twf}
Lp˚ pwq ď Cw,p }f}Lppwq.

Indeed, observe that (16) becomeswpBpx, rqq ě c rn whenever d “ n, and hence by the

Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem we have wpxq ě c, almost everywhere. The conditions

are equivalent in this case.

From [G] (Proposition 9.1.5), if w P A1, then w is doubling; more precisely, we have

wpBpx, λrqq ď λnrwsA1
wpBpx, rqq

for all x P R
n, all r ą 0 and all λ ą 0. Using this, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose 1 ă p ă n and 1

p
´ 1

p˚ “ 1

n
. Let w be an A1 weight such that for

a positive constant c “ cpwq
wpxq ě c, a.e. x P R

n. (18)

Then

}f}
Lp˚ pwq ď Cw,p,d }∇f}Lppwq

for all f P C8
c pRnq.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. For the proof we make a variation of the well known method of Hed-

berg [H]. For any R ą 0, we have Twfpxq “ T 1
wfpxq ` T 2

wfpxq where

T 1

wfpxq “
ż

|y´x|ăR

|y ´ x|
wpBpx, |y ´ x|qq fpyqwpyq dy

and

T 2

wfpxq “
ż

|y´x|ěR

|y ´ x|
wpBpx, |y ´ x|qq fpyqwpyq dy.
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We first estimate T 1
wfpxq as follows:

T 1

wfpxq “
8
ÿ

k“1

ż

R

2k
ă|y´x|ď R

2k´1

|y ´ x|
wpBpx, |y ´ x|qq fpyqwpyq dy

ď
8
ÿ

k“1

R

2k´1
¨ 1

wpBpx, R
2k

qq

ż

|y´x|ď R

2k´1

fpyqwpyq dy

ď
8
ÿ

k“1

R

2k´1
¨ Cw

wpBpx, R
2k´1 qq

ż

Bpx, R

2k´1
q

fpyqwpyq dy

ď Cw RM c
wfpxq

where we have utilized the doubling property of w in the third estimate. For T 2
wfpxq, by

Hölder’s inequality, we have:

T 2

wfpxq ď }f}Lppwq

˜

ż

|y´x|ěR

|y ´ x|p1

wpBpx, |y ´ x|qqp1 wpyq dy
¸

1

p1

“ }f}Lppwq

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

ż

2k´1Ră|y´x|ď2kR

|y ´ x|p1

wpBpx, |y ´ x|qqp1 wpyq dy
¸

1

p1

ď R }f}Lppwq

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

2kp
1

wpBpx, 2kRqq
wpBpx, 2k´1Rqqp1

¸
1

p1

ď Cw,p R }f}Lppwq

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

2kp
1

wpBpx, 2k´1Rqqp1´1

¸
1

p1

ď Cw,p R
1´ d

p }f}Lppwq

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

2kp
1

2pk´1qpp1´1qd

¸
1

p1

where we have utilized the doubling condition on w in the fourth estimate and condition

(16) in the last estimate. Since pp1 ´ 1qd “ d
p´1

ą p
p´1

“ p1, the sum in the last display

converges, and hence

T 2

wfpxq ď Cw,p,dR
1´ d

p1 }f}Lppwq.

This estimate and the estimate for T 1
wfpxq imply

Twfpxq ď Cw,p,d

”

R1´ d
p }f}Lppwq ` RM c

wfpxq
ı

.

Notice that the right-hand side attains its minimum value at

R “
˜

pd
p

´ 1q}f}Lppwq

M c
wfpxq

¸

p

d

,

so we have

Twfpxq ď Cw,p,d }f}
p

d

Lppwq M
c
wfpxq1´ p

d .
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Recall that the centered weighted maximal function is defined by

M c
wfpxq – sup

rą0

1

wpBpx, rqq

ż

Bpx,rq

fpyqwpyq dy

is bounded from Lppwq to Lppwq. Therefore, we have

}Twf}Lqpwq ď Cw,p,d }f}
p

d

Lppwq }pM c
wfq1´ p

d }Lqpwq

“ Cw,p,d }f}
p

d

Lppwq }M c
wf}1´ p

d

Lppwq

ď Cw,p,d }f}
p
d

Lppwq }f}1´p
d

Lppwq “ }f}Lppwq.

�
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