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Abstract Let p(·) : Rn → (0,∞) be a variable exponent function and X a ball quasi-Banach

function space. In this paper, we first study the relationship between two kinds of variable

weightsWp(·)(R
n) and Ap(·)(R

n). Then, by regarding the weighted variable Lebesgue space

L
p(·)
ω (Rn) with ω ∈ Wp(·)(R

n) as a special case of X and applying known results of the Hardy-

type space HX(Rn) associated with X, we further obtain several equivalent characterizations of

the weighted variable Hardy space H
p(·)
ω (Rn) and the boundedness of some sublinear operators

on H
p(·)
ω (Rn). All of these results coincide with or improve existing ones, or are completely

new.

1 Introduction

Given a locally integrable function f on Rn, the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM( f ) is

defined by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

M( f )(x) := sup
B∋x

1

|B|

∫

B

| f (y)| dy.

It is well-known that the boundedness of M on weighted Lebesgue spaces Lp(ω,Rn), with p ∈
[1,∞), is closely related to classical Muckenhoupt weights (see, for instance, [8, 40]). Based

on this, the real-variable theory, including some equivalent characterizations and boundedness

of operators, of weighted Hardy spaces has been developed (see [23, 45]). On the other hand,

since intrinsic properties of variable function spaces are widely applied to harmonic analysis,

partial differential equations and variational integrals with nonstandard growth conditions (see

[19, 21, 39]), real-variable theory of them has attracted many attentions in recent years (see, for

instance, [2, 15, 41, 51]). Recall that the variable Lebesgue space Lp(·)(Rn) with p(·) : Rn → (0,∞)

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

‖ f ‖Lp(·)(Rn) := inf















λ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

Rn

[

| f (x)|
λ

]p(x)

dx ≤ 1















< ∞.

The boundedness of M on Lp(·)(Rn) has also been studied in many academic literature (see, for

instance, [12, 17]).
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2 VariableMuckenhouptWeight

There is an increasing interest to explore what conditions are necessary for the boundedness of

M on the weighted variable Lebesgue space because it generalizes both Lp(ω,Rn) and Lp(·)(Rn).

To this end, lots of efforts are made; see [5, 6, 9, 24, 32, 33]. Especially, Diening and Hästö [18]

first introduced the variable Muckenhoupt weight Ap(·)(R
n) to characterize the boundedness ofM

on weighted variable Lebesgue spaces Lp(·)(ω,Rn), where the class Ap(·)(R
n) is defined to consist

of all weights ω such that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn,

∥

∥

∥ω1/p(·)1B

∥

∥

∥

Lp(·)(Rn)

∥

∥

∥ω−1/p(·)1B

∥

∥

∥

Lp′(·)(Rn)
. |B|,

p′(·) denotes the conjugate variable exponent of p(·), and ω dx is treated as a measure, namely,

‖ f ‖Lp(·)(ω,Rn) :=
∥

∥

∥ fω1/p(·)∥∥
∥

Lp(·)(Rn)
.

For more studies about Ap(·)(R
n), we refer the reader to [1, 29, 30, 31, 37, 42]. Later, Cruz-

Uribe et al. [11, 13] introduced other variable Muckenhoupt weight Ap(·)(R
n) to characterize the

boundedness of M on weighted variable Lebesgue spaces L
p(·)
ω (Rn), where the class Ap(·)(R

n) is

defined to consist of all weights ω such that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn,

‖ω1B‖Lp(·)(Rn) ‖ω1B‖Lp′(·)(Rn) . |B|,

and ω is regarded as a multiplier, namely,

‖ f ‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

:= ‖ fω‖Lp(·)(Rn) .

For more studies about Ap(·)(R
n), we refer the reader to [4, 10, 14, 16, 27, 46]. However, the

real-variable theory of the weighted variable Hardy space H
p(·)
ω (Rn) with ω ∈ Ap(·)(R

n) is still

unknown.

To present some light on the above question, Ho [25] introduced the variable weightWp(·)(R
n)

in order to establish the atomic characterizations of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) and obtain some important opera-

tors on it. Since then, various variants of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) have been introduced and their real-variable

theories have been well developed. To be precise, Laadjal et al. [34] established molecular char-

acterizations and the duality of H
p(·)
L,ω(Rn) with operators L satisfying Davies–Gaffney estimates;

Melkemi et al. [38] studied weighted variable Hardy spaces H
p(·)
ω on domains. For more studies

aboutWp(·)(R
n), we refer the reader to [26, 43].

On the other hand, Sawano et al. [44] first introduced the ball quasi-Banach function spaces

X, which extend quasi-Banach function spaces in [12] further so that weighted Lebesgue spaces

and Morrey spaces are included. Sawano et al. in [44] also introduced the Hardy-type spaces

HX(Rn), associated with X, and established their various equivalent characterizations in terms of

maximal functions, atoms, molecules, and Lusin area functions. Later, Wang et al. [48] estab-

lished Littlewood–Paley functions characterizations of HX(Rn) and obtained the boundedness of

Calderón–Zygmund operators on HX(Rn). Furthermore, Yan et al. [54] established intrinsic square

function characterizations of HX(Rn). For more studies about the real-variable theory of HX(Rn),

we refer the reader to [7, 28, 47, 49].

Very recently, Sawano points out that it is worth comparing the variable weights Wp(·)(R
n)

and Ap(·)(R
n) when he reviews [34]. Motivated by this and [44], in this paper, we first clarify

the relation between variable weights Wp(·)(R
n) and Ap(·)(R

n). Then, by viewing L
p(·)
ω (Rn) with
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ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) as a special case of X and applying known results of HX(Rn), we further establish

several equivalent characterizations of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) in terms of maximal functions, atoms, molecules,

(intrinsic) Lusin area functions, and (intrinsic) Littlewood–Paley g-functions and g∗λ-functions; and

also obtain the boundedness of some sublinear operators, including Calderón–Zygmund operators

and Bochner–Riesz means, on H
p(·)
ω (Rn). It is remarkable to point out that, one part of these results

improves or coincides with existing ones and the other part is completely new.

The organization of the remainder of this article is as follows.

In Section 2, we aim to clarify the relation between Wp(·)(R
n) and Ap(·)(R

n). To this end,

in Subsection 2.1, we first recall definitions of Wp(·)(R
n) and L

p(·)
ω (Rn). In Subsection 2.2, we

introduce the concept of ball quasi-Banach function spaces X and show that L
p(·)
ω (Rn) with ω ∈

Wp(·)(R
n) is a special case of X. In Subsection 2.3, we first recall the definition of Ap(·)(R

n). Then,

by using the two key lemmas about X (see Lemmas 2.14 and 2.15 below), we show the relations

betweenWp(·)(R
n) and Ap(·)(R

n) (see Propositions 2.13 and 2.19 below).

Section 3 is devoted to characterizing the space H
p(·)
ω (Rn) in terms of maximal functions, atoms,

molecules, (intrinsic) Lusin area functions, and (intrinsic) Littlewood–Paley g-functions and g∗λ-

functions. To this end, we first introduce the weighted variable Hardy space H
p(·)
ω (Rn) via Lusin

area functions in Subsection 3.1. Then, in Subsection 3.2, we prove that L
p(·)
ω (Rn) with ω ∈

Wp(·)(R
n) supports a Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality, and that the powered

Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator is bounded on the associate space of L
p(·)
ω (Rn) (see Theorem

3.9 below). Finally, by viewing H
p(·)
ω (Rn) as special cases of Hardy spaces HX(Rn) associated with

ball quasi-Banach function spaces X and applying known results of HX(Rn), we obtain equivalent

characterizations of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) in Subsection 3.3.

In Section 4, we establish the boundedness of Calderón–Zygmund operators on H
p(·)
ω (Rn) and

of Bochner–Riesz means from H
p(·)
ω (Rn) to L

p(·)
ω (Rn), respectively, in Theorems 4.1 and 4.3. Espe-

cially, the obtained results improves the known ones.

At the end of this section, we make some conventions on notation. Let N := {1, 2, . . .} and

Z+ := N ∪ {0}. We denote by C a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters,

but may vary from line to line. We use C(α,... ) to denote a positive constant depending on the

indicated parameters α, . . . . The symbol f . g means f ≤ Cg and, if f . g . f , then we write

f ∼ g. If f ≤ Cg and g = h or g ≤ h, we then write f . g = h or f . g ≤ h, rather than f . g ∼ h

or f . g . h. If E is a subset of X, we denote by 1E its characteristic function and by E∁ the set

X \ E. For any x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), we denote by B(x, r) the ball centered at x with the radius r,

namely, B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : d(x, y) < r}. For any ball B, we use xB to denote its center and rB its

radius, and denote by λB for any λ ∈ (0,∞) the ball concentric with B having the radius λrB. For

any α ∈ R, we denote by ⌊α⌋ the largest integer not greater than α. For any index q ∈ [1,∞], we

denote by q′ its conjugate index, namely, 1/q + 1/q′ = 1.

2 The Relation Between Two Variable Muckenhoupt Weights

In this section, we first recall some basic concepts about Hardy–Littlewood maximal operators

and weighted variable Lebesgue spaces in Subsection 2.1. We also recall some basic concepts

about ball quasi-Banach function spaces in Subsection 2.2, which are used throughout this article.

Then we introduce two variable Muckenhoupt weights and clarify their relation in Subsection 2.3.



4 VariableMuckenhouptWeight

2.1 Weighted Variable Lebesgue Spaces

In this subsection, we recall some concepts of weighted variable Lebesgue spaces.

A measurable function p(·) : Rn → (0,∞) is called a variable exponent. Denote by P(Rn) the

set of all variable exponents p(·) satisfying

0 < p− := ess inf
x∈Rn

p(x) ≤ ess sup
x∈Rn

p(x) =: p+ < ∞.(2.1)

In what follows, for any p(·) ∈ P(Rn), let

p∗ := min{p−, 1}(2.2)

and p′(·) be the conjugate variable exponent of p(·), namely, for any x ∈ Rn, 1
p(x)
+ 1

p′(x)
= 1.

For any given measurable function f on Rn and p(·) ∈ P(Rn), the modular functional (or,

simply, the modular) ̺p(·), associated with p(·), is defined by setting

̺p(·)( f ) :=

∫

Rn

| f (x)|p(x) dx

and the Luxemburg (also known as Luxemburg–Nakano) quasi-norm is given by setting

‖ f ‖Lp(·)(Rn) := inf

{

λ ∈ (0,∞) : ̺p(·)

(

f

λ

)

≤ 1

}

.

Then the variable Lebesgue space Lp(·)(Rn) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f

such that ̺p(·)( f ) < ∞, equipped with the quasi-norm ‖ f ‖Lp(·)(Rn).

Now, we recall the definition of weighted variable Lebesgue spaces from [25, Definition 2.2]

(see also [34, p. 70]).

Definition 2.1. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω be a measurable function such that ω ∈ (0,∞) almost

everywhere in Rn. The weighted variable Lebesgue space L
p(·)
ω (Rn) is defined to be the set of all

measurable functions on Rn such that

‖ f ‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

:= ‖ fω‖Lp(·)(Rn) < ∞.

For any given r ∈ (0,∞), we denote by Lr
loc

(Rn) the set of all r-locally integrable functions

on Rn. Recall that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M is defined by setting, for any

f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

M( f )(x) := sup
B∋x

1

|B|

∫

B

| f (y)| dy,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B of Rn containing x.

Next, we recall the definition of variable Muckenhoupt weights from [25, Definition 2.3] (see

also [34, Definition 1]).

Definition 2.2. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn). We denote byWp(·)(R
n) the set of all measurable functions ω

on Rn such that ω ∈ (0,∞) almost everywhere and
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(i) for any ball B ⊂ Rn, ‖1B‖Lp(·)/p∗
ωp∗ (Rn)

< ∞ and ‖1B‖L(p(·)/p∗)′
ω−p∗ (Rn)

< ∞, where p∗ is the same as in

(2.2);

(ii) there exist κ, s ∈ (1,∞) such that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded on

L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn).

Let p ∈ [1,∞) and ω ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) be a nonnegative function. Recall that ω is said to be a

Muckenhoupt Ap-weight, denoted by ω ∈ Ap(Rn), if

[ω]Ap(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|p
∫

B

ω(x) dx

{∫

B

[

ω(y)
]1−p′

dy

}p/p′

< ∞(2.3)

when p ∈ (1,∞), or

[ω]A1(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x) dx













ess sup
y∈B

[

ω(y)
]−1













< ∞,

where the suprema are taken over all balls B ⊂ Rn (see, for instance, [45]). Throughout this article,

we always let

A∞(Rn) :=
⋃

p∈[1,∞)

Ap(Rn).

Remark 2.3. As was pointed out in [25, p. 388], when p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0, 1], Definition 2.2(i) is

equivalent to the assumption that ωp and ω−p′ are locally integrable; when p(·) ≡ p ∈ (1,∞),

Definition 2.2(i) is equivalent to the assumption that ω is locally integrable and ω−1 is locally

bounded; when p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0,∞), Definition 2.2(ii) is equivalent to the assumption that ωp ∈
A∞(Rn).

2.2 Ball Quasi-Banach Function Spaces

In this subsection, we recall some concepts of ball quasi-Banach function spaces. To this end,

we first recall the definition of ball quasi-Banach function spaces (see, for instance, [44, Definition

2.2]). In what follows, we always let M (Rn) be the set of all measurable functions on Rn.

Definition 2.4. A quasi-normed linear space X ⊂M (Rn), equipped with a quasi-norm ‖ · ‖ which

makes sense for the whole M (Rn), is called a ball quasi-Banach function space if it satisfies that

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

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

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

implies that ‖ fm‖X ↑ ‖ f ‖X as m→ ∞;

(iv) 1B ∈ X for any ball B ⊂ Rn.

Moreover, a ball quasi-Banach function space X is called a ball Banach function space if it

satisfies:



6 VariableMuckenhouptWeight

(v) for any f , g ∈ X, ‖ f + g‖X ≤ ‖ f ‖X + ‖g‖X;

(vi) for any given ball B ⊂ Rn, there exists a positive constant C(B) such that, for any f ∈ X,

∫

B

| f (x)| dx ≤ C(B)‖ f ‖X .

The associate space X′ of any given ball Banach function space X is defined as follows; see [3,

Chapter 1, Section 2] or [44, p. 9].

Definition 2.5. For any given ball Banach function space X, its associate space (also called the

Köthe dual space) X′ is defined by setting

X′ :=















f ∈M (Rn) : ‖ f ‖X′ := sup
g∈X, ‖g‖X=1

‖ f g‖L1(Rn) < ∞














,

where ‖ · ‖X′ is called the associate norm of ‖ · ‖X .

Now, we recall the concept of the p-convexification of ball quasi-Banach function spaces, which

is a part of [44, Definition 2.6].

Definition 2.6. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space and p ∈ (0,∞). The p-convexification

Xp of X is defined by setting

Xp :=
{

f ∈M (Rn) : | f |p ∈ X
}

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

for any f ∈ Xp.

Next, we prove that the weighted variable Lebesgue space L
p(·)
ω (Rn), with p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and

ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n), is a ball quasi-Banach function space.

Lemma 2.7. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n). Then L

p(·)
ω (Rn) is a ball quasi-Banach function

space. Moreover, if p− ≥ 1, then L
p(·)
ω (Rn) is a ball Banach function space.

Proof. On the one hand, by Definition 2.1 and [12, Theorems 2.17 and 2.59], we find that L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

satisfies (i), (ii), and (iii) of Definition 2.4. On the other hand, from Definition 2.2(i), we deduce

that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn,

‖1B‖p∗
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

= ‖ω1B‖p∗Lp(·)(Rn)
=

[

inf

{

λ ∈ (0,∞) : ̺p(·)

(

ω1B

λ

)

≤ 1

}]p∗

= inf















λp∗ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

B

[

ω(x)

λ

]p(x)

dx ≤ 1















= inf















λp∗ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

B

{

[ω(x)]p∗

λp∗

}p(x)/p∗

dx ≤ 1















= inf

{

t ∈ (0,∞) : ̺p(·)/p∗

(

ωp∗1B

t

)

≤ 1

}
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=
∥

∥

∥ωp∗1B

∥

∥

∥

Lp(·)/p∗(Rn)
= ‖1B‖Lp(·)/p∗

ωp∗ (Rn)
< ∞,

which further implies that L
p(·)
ω (Rn) satisfies Definition 2.4(iv). Thus, L

p(·)
ω (Rn) is a ball quasi-

Banach function space. If p− ≥ 1, then p∗ = 1. By this, Definition 2.1, [12, Theorems 2.17

and 2.26], and Definition 2.2(i), we conclude that L
p(·)
ω (Rn) satisfies Definition 2.4(v) and, for any

given ball B ⊂ Rn and any f ∈ L
p(·)
ω (Rn),

∫

B

| f (x)| dx =

∫

Rn

| f (x)|ω(x)1B(x)[ω(x)]−1 dx . ‖ fω‖Lp(·)(Rn)

∥

∥

∥1Bω
−1

∥

∥

∥

Lp′(·)(Rn)

= ‖ f ‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

‖1B‖Lp′(·)
ω−1

(Rn)
= ‖ f ‖

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

‖1B‖L(p(·)/p∗)′
ω−p∗ (Rn)

.

This implies that L
p(·)
ω (Rn) satisfies Definition 2.4(vi) and hence completes the proof of Lemma

2.7. �

Now, we state a fundamental conclusion about the θ-convexification (θ ∈ (0,∞)) of weighted

variable Lebesgue spaces.

Lemma 2.8. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n), and θ ∈ (0,∞). Then

(

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

)θ
= L

θp(·)
ω1/θ (R

n)

with equivalent quasi-norms, where (L
p(·)
ω (Rn))θ denotes the θ-convexification of L

p(·)
ω (Rn).

Proof. Indeed, by Lemma 2.7 and Definitions 2.6 and 2.1, we find that, for any f ∈M (Rn),

‖ f ‖
(L

p(·)
ω (Rn))θ

=
∥

∥

∥| f |θ
∥

∥

∥

1/θ

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

=
∥

∥

∥ω| f |θ
∥

∥

∥

1/θ

Lp(·)(Rn)

=

[

inf

{

λ ∈ (0,∞) : ̺p(·)

(

ω| f |θ
λ

)

≤ 1

}]1/θ

= inf















λ1/θ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

Rn

[

ω(x)| f (x)|θ
λ

]p(x)

dx ≤ 1















= inf















λ1/θ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

B

{

[ω(x)]1/θ | f (x)|
λ1/θ

}θp(x)

dx ≤ 1















= inf

{

t ∈ (0,∞) : ̺θp(·)

(

ω1/θ f

t

)

≤ 1

}

=
∥

∥

∥ω1/θ f
∥

∥

∥

Lθp(·)(Rn)
= ‖ f ‖

L
θp(·)
ω1/θ

(Rn)
,

which completes the proof of Lemma 2.8. �

At the end of this subsection, we state a fundamental conclusion about associate spaces of

weighted variable Lebesgue spaces.

Lemma 2.9. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) satisfy p− ∈ [1,∞) with p− the same as in (2.1), and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n).

Then
(

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

)′
= L

p′(·)
ω−1 (Rn)

with equivalent quasi-norms, where p′(·) is the conjugate variable exponent of p(·).
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Proof. Indeed, by Lemma 2.7, Definition 2.5, and [25, Proposition 2.2], we find that, for any

f ∈ (L
p(·)
ω (Rn))′,

‖ f ‖
(L

p(·)
ω (Rn))′ = sup

g∈L
p(·)
ω (Rn), ‖g‖

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

=1

‖ f g‖L1(Rn) ∼ ‖ f ‖Lp′(·)
ω−1

(Rn)
,

where the implicit positive equivalence constant is independent of f . �

2.3 Relations between Two Variable Muckenhoupt Weights

In this subsection, we introduce another definition of the variable Muckenhoupt weight and

clarify the relationship between it and the weight in Definition 2.2. To this end, we first recall the

concept of the variable Muckenhoupt weight from [11, p. 364] (see also [13, Definition 1.4]).

Definition 2.10. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) satisfy p− ∈ [1,∞) with p− the same as in (2.1) and ω be a

measurable function such that ω ∈ (0,∞) almost everywhere in Rn. We say ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n) if there

exists a positive constant C such that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn,

‖ω1B‖Lp(·)(Rn)

∥

∥

∥ω−11B

∥

∥

∥

Lp′(·)(Rn)
≤ C|B|.(2.4)

Remark 2.11. (i) By Definition 2.10, we conclude that ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n) if and only if ω−1 ∈

Ap′(·)(R
n).

(ii) If p(·) ≡ p ∈ [1,∞), then ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n) if and only if ωp ∈ Ap(Rn). This conclusion can be

found in [13, p. 746] (see also [11, p. 365]). But we still give some details of its proof here

for the sake of completeness. Let p(·) ≡ p ∈ (1,∞). By (2.4) and (2.3), we conclude that

ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n)⇐⇒ sup

B⊂Rn

1

|B| ‖ω1B‖Lp(Rn)

∥

∥

∥ω−11B

∥

∥

∥

Lp′ (Rn)
≤ C

⇐⇒ sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|

{∫

B

[ω(x)]p dx

}1/p {∫

B

[

(ω(y))p]1−p′
dy

}1/p′

≤ C

⇐⇒ sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|p

∫

B

[ω(x)]p dx

{∫

B

[

(ω(y))p]1−p′
dy

}p/p′

≤ Cp

⇐⇒ ωp ∈ Ap(Rn).

Some usual modifications are made when p(·) ≡ p = 1.

Via Definition 2.10 and arguments similar to those used in the proofs of Lemmas 2.7, 2.8, and

2.9, we have the following result; and we omit the details of its proofs.

Lemma 2.12. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) satisfy p− ∈ [1,∞) with p− the same as in (2.1). Then the

conclusions of Lemmas 2.7, 2.8, and 2.9 still hold true with ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) replaced by ω ∈

Ap(·)(R
n).

A function p(·) ∈ P(Rn) is said to satisfy the globally log-Hölder continuous condition, denoted

by p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn), if there exist positive constants Clog(p) and C∞, and p∞ ∈ R such that, for any

x, y ∈ Rn,

|p(x) − p(y)| ≤
Clog(p)

log(e + 1/|x − y|)



Hongchao Jia and Xianjie Yan 9

and

|p(x) − p∞| ≤
C∞

log(e + |x|) .

The following conclusion is the main result of this subsection.

Proposition 2.13. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) satisfy p− ∈ (1,∞) with p− the same as in (2.1), and ω be

a measurable function such that ω ∈ (0,∞) almost everywhere in Rn. If p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) and

ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n), then ω ∈ Wp(·)(R

n).

To prove Proposition 2.13, we need more preparations. For any given θ ∈ (0,∞), the powered

Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM(θ) is defined by setting, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

M(θ)( f )(x) :=
{

M
(

| f |θ
)

(x)
} 1
θ .

The following conclusion comes from [44, Lemma 2.15(ii)].

Lemma 2.14. Assume that X is a ball quasi-Banach function space on Rn andM bounded on X.

Then there exists an η ∈ (1,∞) such thatM(η) is bounded on X.

The following lemma is just [7, Lemma 2.9].

Lemma 2.15. Let X be a ball Banach function space and η ∈ [1,∞). IfM is bounded on X, then

M is also bounded on Xη.

The following conclusion was obtained in [13, Theorem 1.5] (see also [11, Theorem 1.3]).

Lemma 2.16. Let p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) satisfy p− ∈ (1,∞) with p− the same as in (2.1). Then M is

bounded on L
p(·)
ω (Rn) if and only if ω ∈ Ap(·)(R

n).

Remark 2.17. Let p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) satisfy p− ∈ (1,∞) with p− the same as in (2.1). By Remark

2.11(i) and [17, Remark 4.1.5], we find thatM is bounded on L
p(·)
ω (Rn) if and only ifM is bounded

on L
p′(·)
ω−1 (Rn).

Next, we prove Proposition 2.13.

Proof of Proposition 2.13. On the one hand, since p− ∈ (1,∞), it follows that p∗ = 1. Moreover,

by ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n) and Definition 2.10, we find that, for any B ∈ Rn,

‖1B‖Lp(·)/p∗
ωp∗ (Rn)

= ‖1B‖Lp(·)
ω (Rn)

< ∞ and ‖1B‖L(p(·)/p∗)′
ω−p∗ (Rn)

= ‖1B‖Lp′(·)
ω−1

(Rn)
< ∞,

which implies Definition 2.2(i).

On the other hand, from p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn), ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n), and Lemma 2.16, we deduce that M

is bounded on L
p(·)
ω (Rn), which, combined with Lemmas 2.12 and 2.15, implies that there exists

a constant η1 ∈ (1,∞) such thatM is bounded on (L
p(·)
ω (Rn))η1 = L

η1 p(·)
ω1/η1

(Rn). This, together with

Remark 2.17, further shows that M is bounded on L
(η1 p(·))′
ω−1/η1

(Rn). By this and Lemma 2.14, we
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conclude that there exists a constant η2 ∈ (1,∞) such that M(η2) is bounded on L
(η1 p(·))′
ω−1/η1

(Rn) and

hence, for any f ∈ L
(η1 p(·))′/η2

ω−η2/η1
(Rn),

‖M( f )‖
L

(η1 p(·))′/η2
ω−η2/η1

(Rn)
= ‖M( f )‖

(L
(η1 p(·))′

ω−1/η1
(Rn))1/η2

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

[M( f )
]1/η2

∥

∥

∥

∥

η2

L
(η1 p(·))′

ω−1/η1
(Rn)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥
M(η2)

(

| f |1/η2
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

η2

L
(η1 p(·))′

ω−1/η1
(Rn)
.

∥

∥

∥| f |1/η2
∥

∥

∥

η2

L
(η1 p(·))′

ω−1/η1
(Rn)

= ‖ f ‖
(L

(η1 p(·))′

ω−1/η1
(Rn))1/η2

= ‖ f ‖
L

(η1 p(·))′/η2
ω−η2/η1

(Rn)
,

which implies Definition 2.2(ii) with κ and s therein replaced, respectively, by η2 and η1 here. This

completes the proof of Proposition 2.13. �

Remark 2.18. (i) We point out that the proof of Proposition 2.13 depends heavily on the

boundedness of M on L
p(·)
ω (Rn). Hence p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) is not necessary in Proposition

2.13. Indeed, p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) is not necessary for the boundedness ofM on L
p(·)
ω (Rn). Fix

p∞ ∈ (1,∞) and define

φ(x) :=















1
k
− |ek2 − x| if 0 ≤ |ek2 − x| ≤ 1

k
, 1 ≤ k < ∞,

0 otherwise.

For any given x ∈ Rn, let p(x) := φ(x) + p∞ and ω(x) ≡ 1. Then, by [12, Proposition 4.9,

Definition 4.45 and Theorem 4.52], we conclude that p(·) < Clog(Rn) and M is bounded

on L
p(·)
ω (Rn). From this and an argument similar to that used in the proof of Proposition

2.13, we deduce that ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n). Recall that Cruz-Uribe and Wang in [16, Remark 2.5]

conjectured that, if M is bounded on Lp(·)(Rn) and ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n), then M is bounded on

L
p(·)
ω (Rn), which is still open. Therefore, what conditions can be weakened in Proposition

2.13 remains unknown.

(ii) We initially wanted to prove the conclusion that: if p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) and ωp∗ ∈ Ap(·)/p∗(R
n)

with p∗ the same as in (2.2), then ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n). This generalizes Proposition 2.13 by

removing the limitation p− ∈ (1,∞). Indeed, when p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0,∞), the conclusion is

easily proved. Recall that, for any given p ∈ (0,∞) and ω ∈ A∞(Rn), the weighted Lebesgue

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

‖ f ‖Lp(ω,Rn) :=

{∫

Rn

| f (x)|pω(x) dx

}1/p

< ∞.

Let p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0,∞) and ω be a measurable function such that ω ∈ (0,∞) almost every-

where in Rn. If p ∈ [1,∞), then, by Remarks 2.11(ii) and 2.3, we conclude that

ωp∗ ∈ Ap(·)/p∗(R
n)⇐⇒ ωp ∈ Ap(Rn) =⇒ ωp ∈ A∞(Rn)⇐⇒ ω ∈ Wp(·)(R

n).

If p ∈ (0, 1), then, from Remark 2.11(ii), [20, Propositions 7.2 and 7.6(1)], and [20, Theorem

7.3], we deduce that there exist κ ∈ (1,∞) and s ∈ (1/p,∞) such that

ωp∗ ∈ Ap(·)/p∗(R
n)⇐⇒ ωp ∈ A1(Rn) =⇒ ωp ∈ Asp(Rn)
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⇐⇒ ωp[1−(sp)′] ∈ A(sp)′(R
n)

=⇒ ωp[1−(sp)′] ∈ A(sp)′/κ(R
n)

⇐⇒M is bounded on L(sp)′/κ(ωp[1−(sp)′],Rn)

⇐⇒M is bounded on L(sp)′/κ(ω−κ/s·(sp)′/κ,Rn)

⇐⇒M is bounded on L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn)

⇐⇒ ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n).

Recall that Cruz-Uribe and Wang in [16, Theorem 2.4] proved that the boundedness ofM
on L

p(·)
ω (Rn) implies p− > 1, which makes it impossible to prove the conclusion with an

argument similar to the proof of Proposition 2.13. Thus, whether the conclusion is right or

not is still unknown.

(iii) Denote byAp(·)(R
n) the set of all measurable functions ω ∈ (0,∞) almost everywhere in Rn

satisfying that, for any families Q of disjoint cubes and any f ∈ L
p(·)
ω (Rn),

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

Q∈Q
1Q

1

|Q|

∫

Q

| f (y)| dy

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C‖ f ‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

,

where C is a positive constant independent of f . Recall that Ho [26, Proposition 3.7] proved

that, if p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) andωp∗ ∈ Ap(·)/p∗ (R
n), thenω ∈ Wp(·)(R

n). Indeed, by [17, Theorem

4.5.7 and Remark 4.5.8] (see also [11, p. 367]), we conclude that ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n) implies that

ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n). Thus, Proposition 2.13 improves the corresponding results in [26, Proposition

3.7] with p− ∈ (1,∞) by weakening the condition ω ∈ Ap(·)(R
n) into ω ∈ Ap(·)(R

n).

(iv) Let ω ≡ 1. If p(·) ∈ Clog(Rn) satisfies p− ∈ (1,∞) with p− the same as in (2.1), then, by [12,

Remark 2.40, Proposition 2.3, and Theorem 3.16], we conclude that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn,

‖1B‖Lp(·)/p∗
ωp∗ (Rn)

< ∞ and ‖1B‖L(p(·)/p∗)′
ω−p∗ (Rn)

< ∞,

and that there exist s ∈ (1,∞) and κ ∈ (1, (sp+)′) such thatM is bounded on L(sp(·))′/κ(Rn).

This coincides with the conclusion of Proposition 2.13 with ω ≡ 1 therein.

Proposition 2.19. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) satisfy p− ∈ [1,∞). If ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n), then there exists a

constant s ∈ (1,∞) such that ω1/s ∈ Asp(·)(R
n).

Proof. Indeed, by ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) and Remark 2.3, we find that ω ∈ (0,∞) almost everywhere in

R
n and there exist constants κ, s ∈ (1,∞) such thatM is bounded on L

(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn) = (L
(sp(·))′
ω−1/s (Rn))1/κ.

From these and Lemma 2.15, we further deduce thatM is bounded on L
(sp(·))′
ω−1/s (Rn). By this, Lemma

2.16, and Remark 2.11(i), we obtain ω1/s ∈ Asp(·)(R
n). �

3 Some Real-Variable Characterizations of Weighted Variable Hardy

Spaces

In this section, we first introduce weighted variable Hardy spaces H
p(·)
ω (Rn) with p(·) ∈ P(Rn)

and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) in Subsection 3.1. Then we verify that the weighted variable Lebesgue space



12 VariableMuckenhouptWeight

L
p(·)
ω (Rn) supports a Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality and the boundedness of the

powered Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator on its associate space in Subsection 3.2. Finally, in

Subsection 3.3, we establish the real-variable characterizations of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) in terms of maximal

functions, atoms, molecules, (intrinsic) Lusin area functions, and (intrinsic) Littlewood–Paley g-

functions and g∗λ-functions by viewing H
p(·)
ω (Rn) as special cases of Hardy spaces associated with

ball quasi-Banach function spaces HX(Rn) and applying known results of HX(Rn) obtained in

[7, 44, 54, 55, 56].

3.1 Weighted Variable Hardy Spaces

To introduce the weighted variable Hardy space H
p(·)
ω (Rn), we first recall some basic concepts.

Throughout this article, we always let S(Rn) the space of all Schwartz functions and S′(Rn) its

topological dual space equipped with the weak-∗ topology, and let F and F−1 denote, respec-

tively, the Fourier transform and its inverse. Namely, for any f ∈ S(Rn) and ξ ∈ Rn,

F f (ξ) := (2π)−
n
2

∫

Rn

f (x)e−ix·ξ dx and F
−1 f (ξ) := F f (−ξ),

here and thereafter, for any x := (x1, . . . , xn) and ξ := (ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ Rn,

x · ξ :=

n
∑

k=1

xkξk and i :=
√
−1.

For any f ∈ S′(Rn), F f is defined by setting, for any ϕ ∈ S(Rn), 〈F f , ϕ〉 := 〈 f ,Fϕ〉 and F−1 f

is defined by setting, for any ϕ ∈ S(Rn), 〈F−1 f , ϕ〉 := 〈 f ,F−1ϕ〉.
The following definition is just [54, Definition 2.8] (see also [44, (3.13)] or [48, Definition

2.8]).

Definition 3.1. For any t ∈ (0,∞), ϕ ∈ S(Rn), and f ∈ S′(Rn), let

ϕ(tD)( f ) := F
−1 (ϕ(t·)F f ) .

Let ϕ ∈ S(Rn). Recall that, for any f ∈ S′(Rn), the Lusin area function S ( f ) of f is defined by

setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

S ( f )(x) :=

[∫

Γ(x)

|ϕ(tD)( f )(y)|2 dy dt

tn+1

]1/2

,

here and thereafter, Γ(x) := {(y, t) ∈ Rn × (0,∞) : |y − x| < t}. Then we introduce the weighted

variable Hardy space H
p(·)
ω (Rn), which is a variant of [25, Definition 2.4].

Definition 3.2. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n), and ϕ ∈ S(Rn) satisfy

1
B(~0n,4)\B(~0n,2)

≤ ϕ ≤ 1
B(~0n,8)\B(~0n,1)

.

Then the weighted variable Hardy space H
p(·)
ω (Rn) is defined by setting

H
p(·)
ω (Rn) :=

{

f ∈ S′(Rn) : ‖ f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

:= ‖S ( f )‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

< ∞
}

.

Remark 3.3. If p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0,∞) and ω ≡ 1, then, L
p(·)
ω (Rn) and H

p(·)
ω (Rn) become, respectively,

the classical Lebesgue space Lp(Rn) and the classical Hardy space Hp(Rn).
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3.2 Two Important Conditions about Hardy–Littlewood Maximal Operators

We first recall some basic concepts in this subsection. The following definition can be found in

[25, p. 387] (see also [43, p. 516] or [34, p. 71]).

Definition 3.4. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n). Define

sω := inf
{

s ≥ 1 : M is bounded on L
(sp(·))′
ω−1/s (Rn)

}

(3.1)

and

Sω :=
{

s ≥ 1 : M is bounded on L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn) for some κ > 1
}

.

Moreover, for any given s ∈ Sω, define

κsω := sup
{

κ > 1 : M is bounded on L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn)
}

.(3.2)

Remark 3.5. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n).

(i) As was mentioned in [25, p. 388], the indices sω and κsω are defined for presenting the atomic

decomposition of H
p(·)
ω (Rn). Especially, sω is related to the vanishing moment condition and

κsω is related to the size condition of the atomic decompositions, which can also be seen in

Theorem 3.13 below.

(ii) It is easy to see that sω ≥ 1
p∗

. Moreover, if s ∈ Sω, then s ≥ sω. Indeed, by s ∈ Sω, we

conclude that there exists some κ ∈ (1,∞) such thatM is bounded on L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn). From

this, [52, (2.12)], Definition 2.6, and Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8, we deduce that there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ L
(sp(·))′
ω−1/s (Rn),

‖M( f )‖
L

(sp(·))′
ω−1/s

(Rn)
≤

∥

∥

∥M(κ)( f )
∥

∥

∥

L
(sp(·))′
ω−1/s

(Rn)
=

∥

∥

∥

∥

[M (| f |κ)]1/κ
∥

∥

∥

∥

L
(sp(·))′
ω−1/s

(Rn)

=
∥

∥

∥M (| f |κ)
∥

∥

∥

1/κ

L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn)
≤ C

∥

∥

∥| f |κ
∥

∥

∥

1/κ

L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn)

= C ‖ f ‖
L

(sp(·))′
ω−1/s

(Rn)
,

which further implies thatM is bounded on L
(sp(·))′
ω−1/s (Rn). Thus, s ≥ sω. This also shows that

sω is well defined.

(iii) By (3.1), we conclude that, for any given s0 > sω, there exists s1 ∈ (sω, s0) such thatM is

bounded on L
(s1 p(·))′
ω−1/s1

(Rn).

(iv) Let s ∈ Sω. It is easy to see that κsω is well defined. Moreover, from (3.2), we deduce that,

for any given κ0 < κ
s
ω, there exists κ1 ∈ (κ0, κ

s
ω) such thatM is bounded on L

(sp(·))′/κ1
ω−κ1/s

(Rn).

(v) If p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0,∞) and ω ≡ 1, then, by [20, Theorem 2.5], we obtain sω =
1
p∗

and

κsωω = (max{1, p})′.



14 VariableMuckenhouptWeight

The following conclusion shows the Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequalities on

L
p(·)
ω (Rn), which is obtained in [25, Theorem 3.1] (see also [38, Theorem 2.4] or [34, Theorem 1]).

Lemma 3.6. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and q ∈ (1,∞). If ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n), then there exists a positive

constant C such that, for any sequences { f j}∞j=1
of measurable functions and any r ∈ (sω,∞),

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

[

M( f j)
]q



















1/q
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
rp(·)
ω1/r

(Rn)

≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

| f j|q


















1/q
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
rp(·)
ω1/r

(Rn)

.

Now, we present two important conclusions about the boundedness of the Hardy–Littlewood

maximal operator on L
p(·)
ω (Rn) and on its associate space.

Lemma 3.7. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n). Then there exist some θ, h ∈ (0, 1] with θ < h,

and a positive constant C such that, for any sequences { f j}∞j=1
of measurable functions,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

[

M(θ)( f j)
]h



















1
h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

| f j|h


















1
h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

.

Proof. Indeed, choose θ ∈ (0, 1
sω

) and h ∈ (θ, 1]. Then, by Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8, Definition 2.6,

and Lemma 3.6, we conclude that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

[

M(θ)( f j)
]h



















1
h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

[

M
(

∣

∣

∣ f j

∣

∣

∣

θ
)]

h
θ



















1
h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

[

M
(

∣

∣

∣ f j

∣

∣

∣

θ
)]

h
θ



















θ
h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1
θ

L
p(·)/θ
ωθ

(Rn)

.

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣ f j

∣

∣

∣

h



















θ
h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1
θ

L
p(·)/θ
ωθ

(Rn)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















∞
∑

j=1

| f j|h


















1
h

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

,

where the implicit positive constant is independent of { f j}∞j=1
. This finishes the proof of Lemma

3.7. �

Lemma 3.8. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n). Then there exist some h ∈ (0, 1], q0 ∈ (1,∞),

and a positive constant C such that (L
p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h is a ball Banach function space and, for any

f ∈ ((L
p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h)′,

∥

∥

∥M((q0/h)′)( f )
∥

∥

∥

((L
p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h)′

≤ C‖ f ‖
((L

p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h)′ .
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Proof. By ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n), we find that there exist constants κ, s ∈ (1,∞) such thatM is bounded

on L
(sp(·))′/κ
ω−κ/s

(Rn). Choose h = 1
s

and q0 ∈ (max{(κsω)′/s, 1},∞). Then, from these and Re-

mark 3.5(iv), we deduce that there exists a constant κ1 ∈ ((q0 s)′, κsω) such that M is bounded

on L
(sp(·))′/κ1
ω−κ1/s

(Rn), which, combined with [52, (2.12)], Lemma 3.6, Definition 2.6, and Lemmas 2.7

and 2.8, further implies that, for any f ∈ ((L
p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h)′,

∥

∥

∥M((q0/h)′)( f )
∥

∥

∥

((L
p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h)′

≤
∥

∥

∥M(κ1)( f )
∥

∥

∥

((L
p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h)′

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

[M (| f |κ1)]1/κ1
∥

∥

∥

∥

L
(p(·)/h)′
ω−h

(Rn)

=
∥

∥

∥M (| f |κ1)
∥

∥

∥

1/κ1

L
(p(·)/h)′/κ1
ω−hκ1

(Rn)
=

∥

∥

∥M (| f |κ1)
∥

∥

∥

1/κ1

L
(sp(·))′/κ1
ω−κ1/s

(Rn)

≤ C
∥

∥

∥| f |κ1
∥

∥

∥

1/κ1

L
(sp(·))′/κ1
ω−κ1/s

(Rn)
= C ‖ f ‖

((L
p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h)′ ,

where C is a positive constant independent of f . Moreover, by Remark 3.5(ii) and Lemma 2.7, we

conclude that h = 1
s
≤ p∗ and hence (L

p(·)
ω (Rn))1/h = L

p(·)/h
ωh (Rn) is a ball Banach function space.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.8. �

Combining Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8, we obtain the main result of this subsection as follows.

Theorem 3.9. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞). Then L

p(·)
ω (Rn) satisfies all the

conclusions of Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8 with θ ∈ (0, 1
s
), h = 1

s
, and q0 ∈ (max{(κsω)′/s, 1},∞).

Remark 3.10. If p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0,∞) and ω ≡ 1, then, by Remarks 3.3 and 3.5(v), we conclude

that Lp(Rn) satisfies all the conclusions of Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8 with θ ∈ (0, p∗), h = p∗, and

q0 ∈ (max{1, p},∞), which coincides with [48, Remark 2.7(i)].

3.3 Several Real-Variable Characterizations of H
p(·)
ω (Rn)

In what follows, we always let H
p(·),r,d
ω,atom(Rn), H

p(·),r,d
ω,fin

(Rn), H
p(·),r,d,ǫ
ω,mol

(Rn) be, respectively, the

weighted variable atomic Hardy space, the weighted variable finite atomic Hardy space, and the

weighted variable molecular Hardy space, which are defined, respectively, as in [54, p. 784], [54,

Definition 1.9], and [44, pp. 25-26] with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn) therein. Combining both Lemma 3.6 and

[44, Theorems 3.1 and 3.21] with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn) therein, we obtain the following maximal function

characterizations of H
p(·)
ω (Rn).

Theorem 3.11. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n), N ∈ N ∩ [⌊nsω⌋ + 2,∞), and ϕ ∈ S(Rn) with

∫

Rn ϕ(x) dx , 0. Then the following statements are mutually equivalent:

(i) f ∈ H
p(·)
ω (Rn);

(ii) f ∈ S′(Rn) and ‖ supt∈(0,∞) | f ∗ ϕt | ‖Lp(·)
ω (Rn)

< ∞, where ϕt(·) := 1
tn
ϕ( ·

t
);

(iii) f ∈ S′(Rn) and ‖Mϕ( f )‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

< ∞, here and thereafter, for any x ∈ Rn,

Mϕ( f )(x) := sup
t∈(0,∞), |y−x|<t

| f ∗ ϕt(y)| ;
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(iv) f ∈ S′(Rn) and ‖ supϕ∈SN (Rn) Mϕ( f )‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

< ∞, here and thereafter,

SN(Rn) :=















ϕ ∈ S(Rn) : sup
α∈Zn

+, |α|≤N

sup
x∈Rn

(1 + |x|)N |Dαϕ(x)| ≤ 1















and, for any α := (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Zn
+, |α| := α1 + · · · + αn and Dα := ( ∂∂x1

)α1 · · · ( ∂∂xn
)αn .

Moreover,

‖ f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

∼
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

sup
t∈(0,∞)

| f ∗ ϕt |
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

∼
∥

∥

∥Mϕ( f )
∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

∼
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

sup
ϕ∈SN (Rn)

Mϕ( f )

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

,

where implicit positive equivalence constants are independent of f .

Remark 3.12. We point out that the equivalence between (i) and (iv) of Theorem 3.11 coincides

with [25, Theorem 6.1]; the rest of Theorem 3.11 is completely new.

By Theorem 3.9 and [55, Theorem 5.1] (or [44, Theorems 3.6 and 3.7]) with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

therein, we obtain the atomic characterization of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) as follows.

Theorem 3.13. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞), r ∈ (max{(κsω)′/s, 1},∞], and

d ∈ N ∩ [⌊ns − n⌋,∞). Then H
p(·)
ω (Rn) = H

p(·),r,d
ω,atom(Rn) with equivalent quasi-norms.

Remark 3.14. We point out that Theorem 3.13 coincides with [25, Theorems 5.2 and 5.3].

Throughout this article, the symbol C(Rn) is defined to be the set of all continuous complex-

valued functions on Rn. The following finite atomic characterization of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) is a direct corol-

lary of both Theorem 3.9 and [55, Theorem 5.2] (or [54, Theorem 1.10]) with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

therein.

Theorem 3.15. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞), r ∈ (max{(κsω)′/s, 1},∞], and

d ∈ N ∩ [⌊ns − n⌋,∞).

(i) If r ∈ (max{(κsω)′/s, 1},∞), then ‖ · ‖
H

p(·),r,d
ω,fin

(Rn)
and ‖ · ‖

H
p(·)
ω (Rn)

are equivalent quasi-norms on

H
p(·),r,d
ω,fin

(Rn);

(ii) ‖ · ‖
H

p(·),∞,d
ω,fin

(Rn)
and ‖ · ‖

H
p(·)
ω (Rn)

are equivalent quasi-norms on H
p(·),∞,d
ω,fin

(Rn) ∩ C(Rn).

Remark 3.16. We point out that Theorem 3.15 is completely new.

The following molecular characterization of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) is a direct corollary of both Theorem 3.9

and [44, Theorem 3.9] with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn) therein.

Theorem 3.17. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞), r ∈ (max{(κsω)′/s, 1},∞],

d ∈ N ∩ [⌊ns − n⌋,∞), and

ǫ ∈
(

n

(

s − 1

max{(κsω)′/s, 1}

)

,∞
)

.

Then H
p(·)
ω (Rn) = H

p(·),r,d,ǫ
ω,mol

(Rn) with equivalent quasi-norms.
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Remark 3.18. We point out that Theorem 3.17 is completely new.

Let ϕ ∈ S(Rn). For any f ∈ S′(Rn), the Littlewood–Paley g-function g( f ) and Littlewood–Paley

g∗λ-function g∗λ( f ) of f with λ ∈ (0,∞) are defined, respectively, by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

g( f )(x) :=

[∫ ∞

0

|ϕ(tD)( f )(x)|2 dt

t

]1/2

and

g∗λ( f )(x) :=















∫ ∞

0

∫

Rn

(

t

t + |x − y|

)λn

|ϕ(tD)( f )(y)|2 dy dt

tn+1















1/2

.

Recall that f ∈ S′(Rn) is said to vanish weakly at infinity if, for any ϕ ∈ S(Rn), f ∗ ϕt → 0 in

S′(Rn) as t → ∞ (see, for instance, [22, p. 50]).

By Theorem 3.9 and [7, Theorem 4.11] with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn) therein, we obtain the Littlewood–

Paley function characterizations of H
p(·)
ω (Rn) as follows.

Theorem 3.19. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞), ϕ ∈ S(Rn) satisfy

1
B(~0n,4)\B(~0n,2)

≤ ϕ ≤ 1
B(~0n,8)\B(~0n,1)

,

and λ ∈ (2s,∞). Then the following statements are mutually equivalent:

(i) f ∈ H
p(·)
ω (Rn);

(ii) f ∈ S′(Rn), f vanishes weakly at infinity, and g( f ) ∈ L
p(·)
ω (Rn);

(iii) f ∈ S′(Rn), f vanishes weakly at infinity, and g∗λ( f ) ∈ L
p(·)
ω (Rn).

Moreover, there exist two positive constants C1 and C2, independent of f , such that

‖ f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C1 ‖g( f )‖
L

p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C1

∥

∥

∥g∗λ( f )
∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C2 ‖ f ‖Hp(·)
ω (Rn)

.

Remark 3.20. (i) We point out that Theorem 3.19 is completely new.

(ii) If p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0, 1] and ω ≡ 1, then, by Remark 3.10 and Theorem 3.19, we obtain the

Littlewood–Paley g∗λ function of Lp(Rn) with λ ∈ (2/p,∞), which coincides with the best

known range.

The following Campanato-type function space is inspired by [56, Definition 3.2].

Definition 3.21. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞), q ∈ [1,∞), and d ∈ Z+. Then

the Campanato space Lp(·)
ω,q,d

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

loc
(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖Lp(·)
ω,q,d

(Rn)
:= sup

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥



















m
∑

j=1















λ j

‖1B j
‖

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)















1
s

1B j



















s∥
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

−1

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

×
m

∑

k=1















λk |Bk|
‖1Bk
‖

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

[

1

|Bk|

∫

Bk

∣

∣

∣ f (x) − Pd
Bk

f (x)
∣

∣

∣

q
dx

]
1
q















< ∞,

where Pd
B

f denotes the minimizing polynomial of f on B with degree not greater than d, and the

supremum is taken over all m ∈ N, balls {B j}mj=1
in Rn, and {λ j}mj=1

⊂ [0,∞) with
∑m

j=1 λ j , 0.
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By Theorem 3.9, [12, p. 73] (or [17, Lemma 2.3.16]), and [56, Theorem 3.14] with X :=

L
p(·)
ω (Rn) therein, we obtain the duality of H

p(·)
ω (Rn) as follows.

Theorem 3.22. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞), r ∈ (max{(κsω)′/s, 1},∞], and

d ∈ N ∩ [⌊ns − n⌋,∞). Then the dual space of H
p(·)
ω (Rn), denoted by (H

p(·)
ω (Rn))∗, is Lp(·)

ω,r′,d(Rn)

with 1/r + 1/r′ = 1 in the following sense:

(i) Let f ∈ Lp(·)
ω,r′,d(Rn). Then the linear functional

T f : g→ T f (g) :=

∫

Rn

f (x)g(x) dx,(3.3)

originally defined for any g ∈ H
p(·),r,d
ω,fin

(Rn), has a bounded extension to H
p(·)
ω (Rn).

(ii) Conversely, every continuous linear functional on H
p(·)
ω (Rn) arises as in (3.3) with a unique

f ∈ Lp(·)
ω,r′,d(Rn).

Moreover, ‖ f ‖Lp(·)
ω,r′ ,d(Rn)

∼ ‖T f ‖(Hp(·)
ω (Rn))∗ , where the implicit positive equivalence constant is

independent of f .

Remark 3.23. We point out that Theorem 3.22 is completely new.

Throughout this article, for any δ := (δ1, . . . , δn) ∈ Zn
+ and x := (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn,

xδ := x
δ1
1
· · · xδnn .

For any d ∈ Z+, we use Cd(Rn) to denote the set of all functions having continuous classical

derivatives up to order d. For any given α ∈ (0, 1] and d ∈ Z+, let Cα,d(Rn) be the set of all func-

tions ϕ ∈ Cd(Rn) such that supp ϕ := {x ∈ Rn : ϕ(x) , 0} ⊂ {x ∈ Rn : |x| ≤ 1},
∫

Rn ϕ(x)xγ dx = 0

for any γ ∈ Zn
+ with |γ| ≤ d, and, for any x1, x2 ∈ Rn and ν ∈ Zn

+ with |ν| = d,

|Dνϕ(x1) − Dνϕ(x2)| ≤ |x1 − x2|α.

For any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and (y, t) ∈ Rn+1
+ , let

Aα,d( f )(y, t) := sup
ϕ∈Cα,d(Rn)

| f ∗ ϕt(y)|.

Then the intrinsic Littlewood–Paley g-function gα,d( f ), the intrinsic Littlewood–Paley g∗λ-function

g∗
λ,α,d

( f ) with λ ∈ (0,∞), and the intrinsic Lusin area function S α,d( f ) of f are defined, respec-

tively, by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

gα,d( f )(x) :=

{∫ ∞

0

[

Aα,d( f )(x, t)
]2 dt

t

}1/2

,

g∗λ,α,d( f )(x) :=















∫ ∞

0

∫

Rn

(

t

t + |x − y|

)λn
[

Aα,d( f )(y, t)
]2 dy dt

tn+1















1/2

,
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and

S α,d( f )(x) :=

{∫

Γ(x)

[

Aα,d( f )(y, t)
]2 dy dt

tn+1

}1/2

.

By Theorem 3.9, Theorem 3.22, and [55, Theorems 5.5 and 5.6] (or [54, Theorems 1.15 and

1.16]) with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn) therein, we obtain the intrinsic square function characterizations of

H
p(·)
ω (Rn) as follows.

Theorem 3.24. Let α ∈ (0, 1] and d ∈ Z+. Assume that p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with

s ∈ (1, (n + α + d)/n), and

λ ∈
(

max

{

2s, 2s + 1 − 2

max{(κsω)′/s, 1}

}

,∞
)

.

Then the following statements are mutually equivalent:

(i) f ∈ H
p(·)
ω (Rn);

(ii) f ∈ (Lp(·)
ω,1,d

(Rn))∗, f vanishes weakly at infinity, and gα,d( f ) ∈ L
p(·)
ω (Rn);

(iii) f ∈ (Lp(·)
ω,1,d

(Rn))∗, f vanishes weakly at infinity, and g∗
λ,α,d

( f ) ∈ L
p(·)
ω (Rn);

(iv) f ∈ (Lp(·)
ω,1,d

(Rn))∗, f vanishes weakly at infinity, and S α,d( f ) ∈ L
p(·)
ω (Rn).

Moreover,

‖ f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

∼
∥

∥

∥gα,d( f )
∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

∼
∥

∥

∥g∗λ,α,d( f )
∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

∼
∥

∥

∥S α,d( f )
∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

,

where implicit positive equivalence constants are independent of f .

Remark 3.25. (i) We point out that, when d = 0, the boundedness of intrinsic square func-

tions in Theorem 3.24 improves the corresponding results in [26, Theorems 4.8 and 4.9] by

weakening the condition ωp∗ ∈ Ap(·)/p∗ (R
n) into ω ∈ Wp(·)(R

n); the rest of Theorem 3.24 is

completely new.

(ii) If p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0, 1] and ω ≡ 1, then, by Remark 3.10 and Theorem 3.24, we obtain the

intrinsic Littlewood–Paley g∗λ function of Lp(Rn) with λ ∈ (2/p,∞), which coincides with

the best known range.

4 Boundedness of Some Sublinear Operators on Weighted Variable

Hardy Spaces

In this section, we obtain the boundedness of some sublinear operators, including Calderón–

Zygmund operators and Bochner–Riesz means, on weighted variable Hardy spaces H
p(·)
ω (Rn) by

viewing H
p(·)
ω (Rn) as special cases of Hardy spaces HX(Rn) associated with ball quasi-Banach

function spaces X and applying known results of HX(Rn) obtained in [47, 48].
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4.1 Calderón–Zygmund Operators

Recall that, for any given δ ∈ (0, 1), a convolutional δ-type Calderón–Zygmund operator T

means that: T is a linear bounded operator on L2(Rn) with kernel k ∈ S′(Rn) coinciding with a

locally integrable function on Rn\{~0n} and satisfying that there exists a positive constant C such

that, for any x, y ∈ Rn with |x| > 2|y|,

|k(x − y) − k(x)| ≤ C
|y|δ
|x|n+δ

,

and that, for any f ∈ L2(Rn), T f (x) = k ∗ f (x).

Throughout this article, for any β = (β1, . . . , βn) ∈ Zn
+, any β-order differentiable function F(·, ·)

on Rn × Rn, and any (x, y) ∈ Rn × Rn, let

∂
β
(2)

F(x, y) :=
∂|β|

∂y
β1

1
· · · ∂yβn

n

F(x, y).

Recall that, for any given γ ∈ (0,∞), a linear operator T is called a γ-order Calderón–Zygmund

operator if T is bounded on L2(Rn) and its kernel

k(x, y) : (Rn × Rn)\{(x, x) : x ∈ Rn} → C

satisfies that there exists a positive constant C such that, for any α ∈ Zn
+ with |α| = ⌈γ⌉ − 1 and any

x, y, z ∈ Rn with |x − y| > 2|y − z|,

∣

∣

∣∂α(2)k(x, y) − ∂α(2)k(x, z)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ C
|y − z|γ−⌈γ⌉+1

|x − y|n+γ ,

and that, for any f ∈ L2(Rn) having compact support and x < supp f ,

T f (x) =

∫

supp f

k(x, y) f (y) dy.

For any given m ∈ N, an operator T is said to have the vanishing moment condition up to order

m if, for any a ∈ L2(Rn) with compact support satisfying that, for any β ∈ Zn
+ with |β| ≤ m,

∫

Rn a(x)xβ dx = 0, it holds true that
∫

Rn Ta(x)xβ dx = 0.

By Theorem 3.9, [12, p. 73] (or [17, Lemma 2.3.16]), and [48, Theorems 3.5 and 3.11] with

X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn) therein, we obtain the boundedness of Calderón–Zygmund operators on H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that p(·) ∈ P(Rn) and ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞).

(i) Let δ ∈ (0, 1) and T be a convolutional δ-type Calderón–Zygmund operator. If s ∈ (1, n+δ
n

),

then T has an unique extension on H
p(·)
ω (Rn) and, moreover, for any f ∈ H

p(·)
ω (Rn),

‖T f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C‖ f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

,

where C is a positive constant independent of f .
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(ii) Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and T be a γ-order Calderón–Zygmund operator with the vanishing moment

condition up to order ⌈γ⌉−1. If s ∈ (
n+⌈γ⌉−1

n
,

n+γ
n

), then T has a unique extension on H
p(·)
ω (Rn)

and, moreover, for any f ∈ H
p(·)
ω (Rn),

‖T f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C‖ f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

,

where C is a positive constant independent of f .

Remark 4.2. (i) We point out that a different variant of Theorem 4.1(ii) was obtained in [26,

Theorem 4.3] which uses different Calderón–Zygmund operators and the condition ωp∗ ∈
Ap(·)/p∗(R

n) instead of ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n).

(ii) If p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0, 1] and ω ≡ 1, then, by Remark 3.10 and Theorem 4.1, we obtain the bound-

edness of convolutional δ-type and non-convolutional γ-order Calderón–Zygmund opera-

tors, with the vanishing moment condition up to order ⌈γ⌉−1, on Hp(Rn) with, respectively,

p ∈ ( n
n+δ , 1] and p ∈ ( n

n+γ ,
n

n+⌈γ⌉−1
].

4.2 Bochner–Riesz Means

We first recall the definitions of the Bochner–Riesz means. Let δ, ǫ ∈ (0,∞). For any given

f ∈ S(Rn), the Bochner–Riesz operator Bδ
1/ǫ

( f ) of order δ is defined by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

Bδ1/ǫ( f )(x) := ( f ∗ ϕǫ)(x),

where ϕ(x) := F ((1 − | · |2)δ+)(x) and, for any a ∈ Rn, (a)+ := max{a, 0}; moreover, the maximal

Bochner–Riesz means Bδ∗( f ) is defined by setting, for any x ∈ Rn,

Bδ∗( f )(x) := sup
ǫ∈(0,∞)

∣

∣

∣Bδ1/ǫ( f )(x)
∣

∣

∣ .

By Theorem 3.9, [12, p. 73] (or [17, Lemma 2.3.16]), and [47, Theorem 1.8] with X := L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

therein, we obtain the boundedness of the maximal Bochner–Riesz means on H
p(·)
ω (Rn) as follows.

Theorem 4.3. Let p(·) ∈ P(Rn), ω ∈ Wp(·)(R
n) with s ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (n−1

2
,∞), and Bδ∗ be the

maximal Bochner–Riesz means. If s ∈ (1, n+1+2δ
2n

), then Bδ∗ has an unique extension on H
p(·)
ω (Rn)

and, moreover, for any f ∈ H
p(·)
ω (Rn),

∥

∥

∥Bδ∗( f )
∥

∥

∥

L
p(·)
ω (Rn)

≤ C‖ f ‖
H

p(·)
ω (Rn)

,

where C is a positive constant independent of f .

Remark 4.4. (i) We point out that Theorem 4.3 improves the corresponding results in [26,

Theorem 4.5] by weakening the condition ωp∗ ∈ Ap(·)/p∗(R
n) into ω ∈ Wp(·)(R

n).

(ii) If p(·) ≡ p ∈ (0, 1] and ω ≡ 1, then, by Remark 3.10 and Theorem 4.3, we obtain the

boundedness of maximal Bochner–Riesz means Bδ∗ on Hp(Rn) with p ∈ ( 2n
n+1+2δ , 1].
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At the end of this section, we point out that, since the main results of this article do not depend

on Lebesgue measure and Euclidean metric of Rn, via viewing weighted variable Lebesgue spaces

as special cases of ball quasi-Banach function spaces and applying known results of in [35, 36, 50,

52, 53], we can obtain some similar real-variable results of H
p(·)
ω on anisotropic Euclidean spaces

or spaces of homogeneous type; we omit the details.
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