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CANCELLATION CONDITIONS AND BOUNDEDNESS OF
INHOMOGENEOUS CALDERÓN-ZYGMUND OPERATORS ON LOCAL

HARDY SPACES ASSOCIATE WITH SPACES OF HOMOGENEOUS
TYPE

JOEL COACALLE, TIAGO PICON, AND CLAUDIO VASCONCELOS

Abstract. In this work, we present sufficient cancellation conditions for the boundedness
of inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund type operators on local Hardy spaces defined over
spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman & Weiss for 0 < p ≤ 1. A new
approach to atoms and molecules for local Hardy spaces in this setting are introduced with
special moment conditions.

1. Introduction

The theory of Hardy spaces associated with spaces of homogeneous type was introduced
by Coifman & Weiss in [5] and it has been extensively studied in several settings and appli-
cations. Certainly, there is a vast literature on the subject and any tentative to mention it
will not be complete.

The spaces of homogeneous type (X, d, µ) in the sense of Coifman & Weiss are given by
a quasi-metric space (X, d) equipped with a non negative measure µ satisfying the doubling
property: there exists A′ > 0 such that for all x ∈ X and r > 0, the control

(1.1) µ(Bd(x, 2r)) ≤ A′µ(Bd(x, r)).

holds. Several examples of spaces of homogeneous type can be found at [1, 5]. The authors
in [5] introduced an atomic Hardy space defined on (X, d, µ) for 0 < p ≤ 1, denoted in this
work by Hp

cw(X), consisting of linear functionals on the dual of Lipschitz space L 1
p

−1(X)

admitting an atomic decomposition given by

(1.2) f =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj , in L∗
1
p

−1(X)

where
∑∞
j=1 |λj|

p < ∞ and aj are measurable functions whose support is contained in a ball

Bj := B(xj , rj) and in addition they satisfy the size control ‖aj‖Lq ≤ µ(Bj)
1
q

− 1
p for some

1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ with p < q and the vanishing moment condition
´

X
aj dµ = 0. Such functions

will be called (p, q)−atoms. The functional ‖f‖Hp
cw

:= inf
{(∑∞

j=1 |λj|
p
)1/p

}
, where the

infimum is taken over all decompositions satisfying (1.2), defines a quasi-norm in Hp
cw(X)

and consequently makes the space complete. We remark that the definition of Hp
cw(X) is

independent of 1 ≤ q < ∞ (see [5, Theorem A]). Based on the classical theory of Hardy
spaces on Euclidean spaces, they showed that some singular integral operators naturally
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bounded on L2(X) (e.g. the Riesz transform) have bounded extension from Hp
cw(X) to

Lp(X). Several questions have been left open in this paper, in particular regarding a possible
maximal characterization of Hp

cw(X) without any additional geometric assumptions on the
tern (X, d, µ), such as the reverse doubling property on µ or requiring that d is a metric.

With the advent of the orthonormal wavelet basis on (X, d, µ) due to Auscher and Hytönen
in [2], other characterizations of Hardy spaces defined on spaces of homogeneous type were
developed along with several applications. In [15], He et al.. presented a complete answer for
the mentioned question establishing some characterizations in terms of radial, grand and non-
tangential maximal functions, wavelet and Littlewood-Paley functions. As an application,
they extended to this setting the classical criteria, valid in the Euclidean framework, of
atoms and molecules for showing the boundedness of sublinear operators on Hp(X), which
represents the Hardy space refereed at [15, pp. 2209] for γ

γ+η
< p ≤ 1 or any of its equivalent

maximal representations presented at [15, Theorem 3.5]. Here γ is the upper dimension
on (X, d, µ) defined at (2.3) below and η is the regularity of the splines defined in [2]. In
the same paper, the authors proved that the atomic spaces Hp

cw(X) coincides with Hp(X)
with equivalence between quasi-norms for γ

γ+η
< p ≤ 1 and coincides with Lp(X) when

1 < p < ∞. For p = 1, the space is strictly contained in L1(X).
Both atomic and maximal representations are fundamental to extend the boundedness

of Calderón-Zygmund operators on Hp(X), that we will describe in sequel. Let Vs(X) :=
Cs
b (X) the space of s-Hölder regular functions with bounded support equipped with the usual

topology, where s ∈]0, η[. Following the [2, Defnition 12.1], we say a linear and continuous
operator R : Vs(X) → V ∗

s (X) is associated to a Calderón-Zygmund kernel of order s if there
exists a distributional kernel K satisfying:

(i) for every x, y ∈ X with x 6= y, there exists C1 > 0 such that

(1.3) |K(x, y)| ≤ C1
1

V (x, y)
, with V (x, y) := µ(B(x, d(x, y)));

(ii) for every x, y, z ∈ X with (2A0)d(y, z) ≤ d(x, z) and x 6= y (A0 defined in (2.1)),
there exists C2 > 0 such that

(1.4) |K(x, y) −K(x, z)| + |K(y, x) −K(z, x)| ≤ C2

[
d(y, z)

d(x, z)

]s
1

V (x, z)
;

(iii) for any f ∈ Vs(X), the operator R has the representation

(1.5) Rf(x) =

ˆ

K(x, y)f(y)dµ(y), for x /∈ supp (f).

An operator R is called a Calderón-Zygmund operator of type s if R is associated to a
Calderón-Zygmund kernel of order s and it is bounded on L2(X). Operators of this type
were characterized by Auscher and Hytönen in [2, Theorem 12.2], so called T (1)−theorem
for spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman & Weiss. Estimates for Calderón-
Zygmund operators defined on spaces of homogeneous type has been extensively studied in
the literature. For instance, it has been known that such operators are bounded in Lp(X)
when 1 < p < ∞ and satisfies a weak L1(X)-estimate (see for instance [7, Theorem 1.10]).

The following extension for Hardy spaces was stated by Han et al. in [14, Theorem 1.3]:

Theorem 1.1 ([14]). Let s ∈]0, η] and R be a Calderón-Zygmund operator of type s. Then
R extends to a bounded operator on Hp(X) for γ

γ+s
< p ≤ 1 if and only if R∗(1) = 0.
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The condition R∗(1) is understood in the following distributional sense as

〈R∗(1), f〉 :=

ˆ

X

Rf(x)dµ(x), ∀f ∈ Hp(X) ∩ L2(X).

The method to prove the boundedness in Theorem 1.1 is given by the classical property
that R maps atoms into molecules. The cancellation condition R∗(1) = 0 is necessary since
from [14, Proposition 3.3] if Rf ∈ L2(X) ∩ Hp(X) for γ

γ+η
< p ≤ 1 then Rf ∈ L1(X) and

´

X
Rfdµ = 0. In contrast to convolution operators, we point out that, in general, there is

no reason to think that non-convolution linear operators as (1.5) preserve vanishing moment
conditions.

It is well known in the Euclidean setting that if f ∈ (L1∩Hp)(Rn) then
´

Rn f(x)dx = 0 and
then this fact shows that Hp(Rn) is not closed by multiplication of test functions. Motivated
by this, Goldberg in [13] introduced a localizable or non-homogeneous version of Hardy
spaces in Rn, which is called local Hardy spaces and denoted by hp(Rn). Moreover, Hp(Rn)
is continuously embedded in hp(Rn), when p > 1 we have the equivalence hp(Rn) = Lp(Rn)
with comparable norms, h1(Rn) ⊂ L1(Rn) strictly, and the following desired property holds:
if ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) and f ∈ hp(Rn) then ϕf ∈ hp(Rn). From the comparison between Hp(Rn)
and hp(Rn) (see [13, Lemma 4]), a natural atomic decomposition for hp(Rn) arises, in which
the atoms require vanishing moment conditions only when its support is contained in a ball
B with radius r(B) < 1. For r(B) ≥ 1, any moment conditions are required. Very recently,
the authors in [9, 10] discussed necessary cancellation conditions on hp(Rn) motivated by the
boundedness of certain linear operators. In particular, they characterized the boundedness of
inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund type operators on hp(Rn) in terms of local Campanato-

Morrey type estimates on R∗(xα) for |α| ≤ n⌊
(

1
p

− 1
)
⌋ (see for instance [21] for definition of

these spaces on (X, d, µ)). Note that for n
n+1

< p ≤ 1, the condition is exactly on R∗(1).
In the setting of spaces of homogeneous type, inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operators

of type (ν, s) are operators that satisfy conditions (1.4), (1.5), where the condition (1.3) is
replaced by strong control

(1.6) |K(x, y)| ≤ C min

{
1

V (x, y)
,

1

V (x, y)d(x, y)ν

}
, ∀x 6= y.

for some ν > 0. Note that at the Euclidian setting, if we take the canonical distance d(x, y) :=
|x − y| and µ the Lebesgue measure, then V (x, y) ≈ |x − y|n. Examples of inhomogeneous
Calderón-Zygmund operators are given by pseudodifferential operators OpS0

1,0(R
n) (see [9,

10]).
Following the scope of Goldbergs’s atomic decomposition for hp(Rn) and the construction

of Hp
cw(X), an atomic version of local Hardy spaces, denoted here by hpcw(X), with an appro-

priate convergence in local Lipschitz spaces, may be obtained in terms of (p, q)−atoms where
the vanishing moment condition, i.e.

´

X
a(x)dµ = 0, is required only for atoms supported

on balls B(xB, rB) with rB < 1. We denote these type of atoms by local (p, q)−atoms.
Analogous to Coifman & Weiss in [5], if R is an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator
of order (ν, s) (see Definition 5.1 below), then R can be extended from hpcw(X) to Lp(X) for
all γ

γ+min{ν,s}
< p < 1. We state this result at Theorem 5.8 below.

A complete study of local Hardy spaces on spaces of homogeneous type was originally
presented by Dafni et al. in [11] when p = 1. In the cited work, the authors defined a local
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Hardy space, denoted here by h1
g(X), via maximal function approach and gave an atomic

characterization of this space in terms of atoms with a special cancellation condition that
recover the natural atomic space given by h1

cw(X) defined by action of local (1, q)−atoms for
1 < q ≤ ∞ analogous to (1.2) with convergence in bmo(X). Using the orthonormal wavelet
basis, in the same spirit of Hp(X), He et al. in [16] presented a new maximal definition of
local Hardy spaces for 0 < p ≤ 1, denoted here by hp(X), in which the associated atomic
space (with convergence in an appropriate set of distributions) coincides with hpcw(X).

The aim of this paper is present sufficient conditions on R∗(1) in order to obtain the
boundedness of inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operators of type (ν, s) on local Hardy
spaces defined on spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman & Weiss. Our method
is based on a new atomic local Hardy space, denoted by hp#(X), described in terms of
atoms and molecules satisfying approximate moment conditions also called inhomogeneus
cancellation conditions, in the same sense of Dafni et al. in [9, 10, 11]. Such atomic and
molecular structure are fundamental to capture the cancellation expected on Ra in local
Hardy spaces, where a is a local (p, q)−atom. Moreover, using the maximal characterization
of hp(X) we compare the atomic spaces hpcw(X) and hp#(X) and under naturally assumption
on R∗(1), we obtain the boundedness of inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operators o local
Hardy spaces on hp(X).

Our main result in this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < p < 1 and R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of
order (ν, s). If there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B(xB, rB) ⊂ X with rB < 1 we have
that f := R∗(1) satisfies

(1.7)

(
 

B

|f − fB|2dµ

)1/2

≤ Cµ(B(xB, 1))1− 1
pµ(B(xB, rB))

1
p

−1,

where fB =

 

B

f dµ, then R can be extended to a bounded operator from hp(X) to itself

provided that min {ν, s} > γ
(

1
p

− 1
)
.

In the Proposition 5.2, we show that R∗(1) ∈ L2
loc(X) and then the condition given in (1.7)

is well defined. Estimates as (1.7) for any balls define a type of generalized Campanato space,
see for instace [21]. The previous theorem is presented as Theorem 5.5 below, emphasizing
the space of distributions where hp(X) is defined. The key of the proof is stated at Theorem
5.4, where some extra condition on atomic space hpcw(X) and (1.7) are sufficient to show that
the operator can be extended from hpcw(X) to hp#(X).

Ou second goal is a version of the Theorem 1.2 for p = 1, where a stronger cancelation
condition is assumed.

Theorem 1.3. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s). If
there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B := B(xB , rB) ⊂ X with rB < 1 we have that
f := R∗(1) satisfies

(1.8)

(
 

B

|f − fB|2 dµ

)1/2

≤ C
2

log(2 + 1/rB)
,

then the operator R can be extended as a linear bounded operator on h1
g(X).
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It is not difficult to see that the condition (1.8) is stronger in comparison to (1.7) when
p = 1. We point out the result can be stated replacing h1

g(X) by h1(X) ∩ L1
loc(X), since

the spaces equivalents with comparable norms (see Proposition 6.10). We refer to the works
[9, 10] for a complete discussion of cancelation conditions on R∗(1) in order to obtain the
boundedness of inhomogeneous Caderón-Zygmund on hp(Rn).

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we present a brief discussion on
spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman & Weiss, including a basic material on
local Lipschitz spaces. In Section 3, we introduce a new atomic local Hardy spaces hp#(X),
extending the notion of hpcw(X), in which local Goldberg’s atoms are replaced by approximate
atoms satisfying inhomogeneous cancellation conditions. The molecular decomposition and
the dual characterization of these spaces are also presented. The Section 4 is devoted to dis-
cussion the relation between hp#(X) and the local Hardy spaces hp(X) introduced by He et al.
in [16]. In Section 5, we present boundedness results for inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund
operators on local Hardy spaces, including the proof of Theorem 1.2 at the Subsection 5.1
and on Lebesgue spaces in Subsection 5.2. Finally in Section 6, we present the proof of
Theorem 1.3 and a formal relation between h1

g(X) and h1(X).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Spaces of Homogeneous type. Let X be a nonempty set and d : X × X → R+ a
nonnegative function in which there exists A0 > 0 such that for any x, y, z ∈ X we have:
d(x, y) = 0 ⇔ x = y, d(x, y) = d(y, x) and

(2.1) d(x, y) ≤ A0(d(x, z) + d(z, y)).

The function d is called a quasi-metric and the pair (X, d) a quasi-metric space. It has to
be noted that A0 ≥ 1 and if A0 = 1, then d defines a metric on X.

A quasi-metric d defines a natural topology τd in X where the d-balls defined by Bd(x, r) :=
{y ∈ X : d(x, y) < r} form a basis. More precisely, a subset U ⊆ X is an open set if for
every x ∈ U , there exists r > 0 such that Bd(x, r) ⊂ U . In general, it is not true that Bd(x, r)
is an open set. When there is no risk of confusion, we omit the use of the subscript d in the
notation of balls and we will always denote by B := B(xB, rB) the ball in X centered in xB
with radius rB.

A space of homogeneous type (X, d, µ) is a quasi-metric space (X, d) along with a nonneg-
ative measure µ defined on the σ-algebra of subsets of X which contains all d-balls and the
σ-algebra generated by τd, such that µ satisfies the doubling property, that is, there exists
A′ > 0 such that for all x ∈ X and r > 0 we have µ(Bd(x, r)) < ∞ and

(2.2) µ(Bd(x, 2r)) ≤ A′µ(Bd(x, r)).

In this case, the measure µ is called a doubling measure. We may also use the simplified
notation µ(·) := | · | along the paper. To avoid any confusion with the Lebesgue measure,
we will always use L(·) to denote this later.

In this work we will always assume that µ(X) > 0. As a consequence, since X can be
exhausted by d-balls, turning (X,µ) into a σ-finite space, we get from the doubling con-
dition that µ(Bd(x, r)) > 0 for all x ∈ X and r > 0. In particular, if for some y ∈ X
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there exists ry > 0 such that Bd(y, ry) = {y}, then µ({y}) > 0. Moreover, as shown
in [18, Theorem 1.], the set M = {x ∈ X : µ({x}) > 0} is countable and it is equal to
I = {x ∈ X : Bd(x, rx) = {x} for some rx > 0}.

If for any λ ∈ [1,∞), there exists γ > 0 such that

(2.3) µ(B(x, λr)) ≤ A′λγµ(B(x, r)),

for all x ∈ X and r > 0, we call this constant γ the upper dimension of X. Note that if the
measure µ is doubling, then condition (2.3) holds with γ = log2 A

′.

We denote the volume functions by Vr(x) = |B(x, r)| and V (x, y) = |B(x, d(x, y))|. The
standard maximal function is defined as

Mf(x) := sup
r>0

1

|B(x, r)|

ˆ

B(x,r)

|f | dµ.

It is well known that M is bounded on Lp(X) with p ∈ (1,∞] and bounded from L1(X)
to L1,∞(X) (see [4, pp. 71-72]). Next we state some well known results of the volume and
maximal functions (see for instance Lemma 2.2 in [16] or in [15]).

Proposition 2.1. Let (X, d, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. For any x, y ∈ X and
r ∈ (0,∞) one has

i) V (x, y) ≈ V (y, x) and

Vr(x) + Vr(y) + V (x, y) ≈ Vr(x) + V (x, y) ≈ Vr(y) + V (x, y) ≈ |B(x, r + d(x, y))|,

where the constants in these equivalences are independent of x, y and r.
ii) If a > 0 and δ > 0, we have

ˆ

d(x,y)≤δ

d(x, y)a

V (x, y)
dµ(y) ≤ Caδ

a and

ˆ

d(x,y)≥δ

d(x, y)−a

V (x, y)
dµ(y) ≤ Caδ

−a

where Ca > 0 is independent of x and δ.
iii) If a > 0

ˆ

X

1

Vr(x) + V (x, y)

ra

(r + d(x, y))a
dµ(y) ≤ Ca

uniformly in x ∈ X and r > 0.
iv) There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every x ∈ X, r ∈ (0,∞) and f ∈ L1

loc(X),
we have

ˆ

1

Vr(x) + V (x, y)

[
r

r + d(x, y)

]θ
|f(y)| dµ(y) ≤ CMf(x),

where C does not depend of x, r or f .

2.2. Local Lipschitz spaces. We denote by L∞
loc(X) the space of all measurable functions

f defined in X such that f ∈ L∞(B) for all balls B ⊂ X. Let T > 0 a fixed constant. For
each ball B = B(xB, rB) ⊂ X, α > 0, and measurable function f , we define the functional

N
B
α, T (f) :=





1

|B|α
sup
x,y∈B

|f(x) − f(y)|, if rB < T ;

1

|B|α
‖f‖L∞(B), if rB ≥ T.
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The local Lipschitz space ℓα, T (X) is defined to be the set of functions f ∈ L∞
loc(X) such that

‖f‖ℓα,T
:= sup

B⊂X
N
B
α, T (f) < ∞.

These spaces correspond to the local version of the classical Lipschitz spaces, that we define
in the sequel (see [5] for more details). For any measurable function f defined on X, let

(2.4) N
B
α (f) := sup

x,y ∈B

|f(x) − f(y)|

|B|α
,

and the space Lα(X) =

{
f : X → C : sup

B⊂X
N
B
α (f) < ∞

}
equipped with the norm

‖f‖Lα
:=





N
B
α (f), if µ(X) = ∞;

N
B
α (f) +

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

X

fdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ , if µ(X) = 1.

In fact, if µ(X) = ∞ then the functional ‖·‖Lα
does not define a norm in Lα(X). In this

case, we may redefine the space taking the quotient by constant functions. It follows from
definition that ‖f‖Lα

≤ 3‖f‖ℓα,T
. This shows the continuous inclusion ℓα,T (X) →֒ Lα(X)

holds for every α > 0 and T > 0. As pointed out in [11, pp. 191] for the space bmo(X), if
T = ∞ or T > diam(X), we immediately get that Lα(X) = ℓα, T (X). So, we may assume
that T < diam(X).

The motivation behind the definition of the local Lipschitz space as above is that as shown
in [16, Remark 7.2 and Proposition 7.3], ℓ1/p−1, 1(R

n) = Λn(1/p−1)(R
n) for n/(n+ 1) < p < 1,

where Λα(Rn) denotes the non-homogeneous Lipschitz space, defined as the set of measurable
functions f ∈ L∞(Rn) such that

‖f‖Λα := ‖f‖L∞ + sup
x 6=y

|f(x) − f(y)|

|x− y|α
< ∞.

Remark 2.2. We claim that if 0 < T < T ′, then ℓα,T (X) = ℓα,T ′(X) with comparable norms,
that is,

(2.5)
1

2
‖f‖ℓα,T ′

≤ ‖f‖ℓα,T
≤ 2

[
A′

(
T ′

T

)γ]α
‖f‖ℓα,T ′

.

In fact, let f ∈ ℓα,T (X). Clearly, we have

sup
rB<T

1

|B|α
sup
x,y∈B

|f(x) − f(y)| ≤ sup
rB<T ′

1

|B|α
sup
x,y∈B

|f(x) − f(y)| ≤ ‖f‖ℓα,T ′

Now, if T ≤ rB < T ′ and x ∈ B then we may control

|f(x)| ≤ |f(x) − f(xB)| + |f(xB)| ≤ ‖f‖ℓα,T ′
|B|α + ‖f‖ℓα,T ′

|B(xB, T
′)|
α

≤ ‖f‖ℓα,T ′
|B|α + ‖f‖ℓα,T ′

[
A′

(
T ′

rB

)γ]α
|B|α

≤ 2

[
A′

(
T ′

T

)γ]α
‖f‖ℓα,T ′

|B|α .
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Then

sup
rB≥T

1

|B|α
‖f‖L∞(B) ≤ sup

rB≥T ′

1

|B|α
‖f‖L∞(B) + sup

T≥rB≥T ′

1

|B|α
‖f‖L∞(B)

≤ 3

[
A′

(
T ′

T

)γ]α
‖f‖ℓα,T ′

.

Summarizing

‖f‖ℓα,T
≤ 3

[
A′

(
T ′

T

)γ]α
‖f‖ℓα,T ′

.

The comparison ‖·‖ℓα,T ′
≤ 2‖·‖ℓα,T

follows bis in idem as before and it will be omitted.

3. Atomic local Hardy spaces hp#(X)

In what follows, we assume that (X, d, µ) is a space of homogeneous type and T > 0 fixed.

3.1. Approximate atoms.

Definition 3.1. Let 0 < p < 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. We say that a µ-measurable function a is a
(p, q, T )-approximate atom if it satisfies:

(i) (Support condition) There exist xB ∈ X and rB > 0 such that supp(a) ⊂ B(xB , rB);

(ii) (Size condition) ‖a‖Lq ≤ |B(xB, rB)|
1
q

− 1
p ;

(iii) (Moment condition)

(3.1)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

a dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p .

Remark 3.2. .

(i) Condition (3.1) is a local one, that is, from the support and size assumptions we have
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

a dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖a‖Lq |B(xB, rB)|
1

q′ ≤ |B(xB, rB)|1− 1
p

and clearly the moment condition is immediately satisfied for rB ≥ T . In this sense,
this parameter T can be seen as the localization of the atoms, since the moment
condition is actually only required when rB < T .

(ii) (p, q, T )−approximate atoms are comparable for different values of T , that means,
the decay of moment condition (3.1) is comparable for different values of T , since for
T < T ′ we have

|B(xB, T )| ≤ |B(xB, T
′)| ≤ A′

(
T ′

T

)γ
|B(xB , T )| .

When condition (iii) is replaced by a local vanishing moment condition, that is,

(iii)’

ˆ

a dµ = 0, if rB < T,

we say the function a is a local (p, q, T )−atom. These atoms correspond to the local (p, q)-
atoms defined by Goldberg [13] in the context of Rn and naturally extended in [16, Definition
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4.1] for spaces of homogeneous type (both for T = 1). If instead of (iii)’, a satisfies a global
vanishing moment condition, that is

ˆ

a dµ = 0,

then a is called a (p, q)-atom. These atoms were considered in [5, pp. 591] to define the
atomic Hardy spaces Hp

cw(X) over spaces of homogeneous type.

We should also mention that for the case p = 1 and q > 1, Dafni et. all. considered in
[11, Definition 7.3] atoms with the following approximate moment condition

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

a dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
2

log(2 + T/rB)
.

An approach of approximate moment conditions for atoms in hp(Rn) was recently present
by the second and third authors in [9] and [10] (see also the previous works [6, 8]). We will
discuss more about the case p = 1 in Section 6.

Proposition 3.3. Let 0 < p < 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Then, any (p, q, T )-approximate atom defines a
continuous linear functional on ℓ1/p−1,T (X), and its dual ℓ∗

1/p−1,T−norm does not exceed 2.

Proof. Let a be a (p, q, T )-approximate atom supported on a ball B = B(xB, rB) and f ∈
ℓ1/p−1,T (X). If rB < T , then by the support, size and moment condition of a, we have

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

a(x)f(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

ˆ

B

|a(x)| |f(x) − f(xB)| dµ(x) + |f(xB)|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

a(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ N
B
1/p−1,T (f) |B|

1
p

−1 ‖a‖L1 + ‖f‖L∞(B(xB ,T )) |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p

≤ N
B
1/p−1,T (f) + N

B(xB ,T )
1/p−1,T (f) ≤ 2‖f‖ℓ1/p−1,T

.

If rB ≥ T , from the support and size conditions of a, we obtain
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

afdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖f‖L∞(B)

ˆ

|a| dµ ≤ ‖f‖L∞(B) |B|1− 1
p ≤ N

B
1/p−1,T (f) ≤ ‖f‖ℓ1/p−1,T

.

Then, the mapping f 7→
´

X
afdµ is a continuous linear functional on ℓ1/p−1,T (X), with norm

not exceeding 2. �

Proposition 3.4. Let 0 < p < 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, {aj}j∈N
a sequence of (p, q, T )-approximate

atoms and {λj}j ⊂ C such that
∞∑

j=1

|λj|
p < ∞. Then the series

∞∑

j=1

λjaj converges in ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T
-

norm to a distribution g ∈ ℓ∗
1/p−1,T (X) such that

(3.2) ‖g‖ℓ∗

1/p−1,T
≤ 2




∞∑

j=1

|λj|
p




1/p

,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of g, aj and λj.
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Proof. Let {aj}j∈N a sequence of (p, q, T )-approximate atoms. For m,n ∈ N with n < m
and any ϕ ∈ ℓ1/p−1,T (X) such that ‖ϕ‖ℓ1/p−1,T

≤ 1, by the same argument as in the proof of

Proposition 3.3 we have
∣∣∣∣∣∣

〈
m∑

j=n+1

λjaj , ϕ

〉∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

m∑

j=n+1

|λj| |〈aj , ϕ〉| ≤
m∑

j=n+1

|λj| 2‖ϕ‖ℓ1/p−1,T
≤ 2




m∑

j=n+1

|λj|
p




1/p

.(3.3)

Then, the sequence of partial sums of
∑
j λjaj is a Cauchy sequence in ℓ∗

1/p−1,T (X), which is

a Banach space and so,
∑
j λjaj converges to some g ∈ ℓ∗

1/p−1,T (X). Moreover, from (3.3) we

obtain the desired estimate (3.2). �

3.2. Local atomic Hardy spaces. We define hp,q# (X) consisting of elements g ∈ ℓ∗
1/p−1,T (X)

for which there exist a sequence {aj}j of (p, q, T )-approximate atoms and a sequence {λj}j ∈

ℓp(C) such that

(3.4) g =
∞∑

j=0

λjaj , in ℓ∗
1/p−1,T (X),

that means 〈g, ϕ〉 =
∞∑

j=0

λj

ˆ

X

aj ϕdµ for all ϕ ∈ ℓ1/p−1,T (X). We refer to the sum in (3.4) as

an atomic decomposition in terms of (p, q, T )-approximate atoms of g.

We define

‖g‖p,q := inf






∑

j

|λj|
p




1/p



,

where the infimum is taken over all such atomic representations of g. It is clear that ‖a‖p,q ≤ 1

for any (p, q, T )-approximate atom. Note that from Remark 3.2 (ii), each (p, q, T )− approxi-
mate atoms is a multiple of (p, q, T ′)− approximate atoms for any T ′ 6= T , where the constant
does not depend on the atom. Moreover, from Remark 2.2 we conclude that hp,q# (X) does
not depend on the choice of T , and we will omit it from the notation.

We point out that ‖·‖p,q defines a p-norm in hp,q# (X). In effect, by (3.2) we have

‖g‖ℓ∗

1/p−1,T
≤ 2‖g‖p,q, ∀ g ∈ hp,q# (X).(3.5)

Moreover ‖g‖p,q = 0 ⇔ g = 0. Also, by definition it is not difficult to see that ‖λg‖p,q =

|λ| ‖g‖p,q, and ‖g + g′‖pp,q ≤ ‖g‖pp,q + ‖g′‖pp,q, for any λ ∈ C, g, g′ ∈ hp,q# (X). As a consequence

dp,q(g, h) := ‖g − h‖pp,q for g, h ∈ hp,q# (X) defines a metric in hp,q# (X).

Let hp,qfin,#(X) be the subspace of ℓ∗
1/p−1,T (X) consisting of all finite linear combinations of

(p, q, T )-approximate atoms. The Proposition 3.4 also shows that the convergence in (3.4)
is not just in distribution, but in ℓ∗

1/p−1,T−norm too. Thus hp,qfin,#(X) is a dense subspace of

(hp,q# (X), ‖·‖ℓ∗

1/p−1,T
).

Recall that if the functions aj are (p, q)-atoms, then the series (3.4) defines a continuous
linear functional not just on ℓ1/p−1,T (X), but on L1/p−1(X). The elements in L∗

1/p−1(X)
10



having a decomposition in terms of such atoms are called the atomic Hardy space Hp
cw(X)

due to Coifman & Weiss in [5].

Remark 3.5. The space hp,qfin,#(X) is also dense in (hp,q# (X), dp,q). In fact, let f be an element
in hp,q# (X), with decomposition f =

∑
j λjaj . For an arbitrary ε > 0, there exists N(ε) ∈ N

such that
∑∞
j=m+1 |λj |

p < ε, for any m ≥ N(ε). Since f −
∑m
j=1 λjaj =

∑∞
j=m+1 λjaj in

distribution sense, and
(∑∞

j=m+1 |λj |
p
)1/p

< ∞, we have that f −
∑m
j=1 λjaj ∈ hp,q# (X) for all

m ≥ N . From the definition of dp,q(·, ·) (and ‖·‖p,q) we have

dp,q
(
f,

m∑

j=1

λjaj
)
< ε, for any m ≥ N(ε).

this shows then the density of hp,qfin,#(X) in (hp,q# (X), dp,q).

Proposition 3.6. hp,q# (X) equipped with the distance dp,q(·, ·) defines a complete metric
space.

Proof. Let {fn}n to be a sequence in hp,q# (X) such that
∑∞
n=1 ‖fn‖pp,q converges. Since ‖·‖p,q

is a p-norm, from [22, Proposition A1] it is sufficient to show that
∑∞
n=1 fn converges in

(hp,q# , dp,q(·, ·)).

By (3.5) we have that
∞∑

n=1

‖fn‖pℓ∗

1/p−1,T
converges and since p < 1 we have

∞∑

n=1

‖fn‖ℓ∗

1/p−1,T
also

converges. By completeness of ℓ∗
1/p−1,T , follows

∞∑

n=1

fn converges to some f in ℓ∗
1/p−1,T−norm,

and so

(3.6) 〈f, ϕ〉 = lim
m→∞

m∑

n=1

〈fn, ϕ〉 , ∀ϕ ∈ ℓ1/p−1,T (X).

For each n ∈ N, let fn =
∞∑

i=1

λni a
n
i be a decomposition of fn in (p, q, T )-approximate atoms

such that
∞∑

i=1

|λni |p ≤ ‖fn‖pp,q + 2−n.

By Proposition 3.4, the sum
∞∑

n=1

fn =
∞∑

n=1

∞∑

i=1

λni a
n
i converges in ℓ∗

1/p−1,T -norm. From (3.6) we

have

〈f, ϕ〉 = lim
m,k→∞

m∑

n=1

k∑

i=1

λni 〈ani , ϕ〉 , ∀ϕ ∈ ℓ1/p−1,T (X).

So, this means that f ∈ hp,q# (X) since it can be decomposed as f =
∑

n

∑

i

λni a
n
i . Following the

argument in Remark 3.5 we have
∑

n

∑

i

λni a
n
i converges to f in the metric dp,q, as desired. �

Note that any (p,∞, T )-approximate atom is in particular a (p, q, T )-approximate atom,
for every 1 ≤ q < ∞. Moreover, we have the continuous embedding hp,∞# (X) ⊂ hp,q# (X), i.e.

‖f‖p,q ≤ ‖f‖p,∞, ∀ f ∈ hp,∞# (X).
11



In the next theorem, we prove the converse of this inclusion assuming the atomic decompo-
sition theorem [5, Theorem A] for homogeneous Hardy spaces Hp

cw(X) that is stated under
assumption that µ is a Borel regular measure.

Proposition 3.7. Let (X, d, µ) be a space of homogeneous in which µ is a Borel regular
measure, and 0 < p < 1 ≤ q < ∞. Then hp,q# (X) = hp,∞# (X) with comparable norms, i.e.,
there exists C > 0, depending only on p and q such that

(3.7) ‖·‖p,q ≤ ‖·‖p,∞ ≤ C‖·‖p,q.

Proof. Let 1 ≤ q < ∞. By the previous considerations, it remains to show that hp,q# (X) ⊂
hp,∞# (X) with ‖·‖p,∞ ≤ C‖·‖p,q .

We start by showing that any (p, q, T )-approximate atom has a decomposition in (p,∞, T )-
approximate atoms. Let a be a (p, q, T )-approximate atom such that supp(a) ⊂ B :=
B(xB, rB). Then we can write

(3.8) a = aB1B + 2
1B(a− aB)

2
.

It is straightforward to see that 1B

2
(a − aB) is a (p, q)-atom in Hp

cw(X) and then from [5,
Theorem A pp. 592] we have

(3.9)
1B

2
(a− aB) =

∞∑

j=1

λjaj

in distribution L∗
1/p−1(X) (in particular in distribution ℓ∗

1/p−1,T (X)), where each aj is a

(p,∞)-atoms (in particular a (p,∞, T )-approximate atom), and

(3.10)
∞∑

j=1

|λj|
p ≤ c

where c is depending on p and q but it is independent of a. On the other hand, note that

supp(aB1B) ⊂ B and ‖aB1B‖L∞ ≤ |B|−1/p. Moreover, since a is a (p, q)-function, if rB < T
we have

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

aB1Bdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p .

This means aB1B is a (p,∞, T )-approximate atom. Thus, from (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10) we
obtained a decomposition a =

∑
j βjbj , where each bj is a (p,∞, T )-approximate atom such

that
(∑

j |βj|
p
)1/p

< c, where c is a positive constant depending on p and q but independing
on a.

Now, let f ∈ hp,q# (X) and f =
∑
j θjaj any decomposition of f in (p, q, T )-approximate

atoms aj. From the previous construction, let
∑
k β

j
kb
j
k be the decomposition of each aj in

(p,∞, T )-approximate atoms. Then

f =
∑

j,k

(θjβ
j
k)b

j
k, in ℓ∗

1/p−1,T (X)
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is a decomposition in (p,∞, T )-approximate atoms since that

(3.11)


∑

j,k

∣∣∣θjβjk
∣∣∣
p




1/p

≤ c


∑

j

|θj |
p




1/p

< ∞.

So, f ∈ hp,∞# (X), and by the arbitrariness of the decomposition f =
∑
j θjaj we have

‖f‖p,∞ ≤ c‖f‖p,q.

�

In view of the previous theorem, from now on we may denote the space hp,q# (X), for any
1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, simply by hp#(X), and its semi-norm by ‖·‖hp

#
:= ‖·‖p,q.

In the same way, we denote by hpcw(X) the set of f ∈ ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T
(X) such that f =

∞∑

j=1

λjaj in

ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T
(X), for some {λj}j ∈ ℓp(C) and {aj}j local (p, q)−atoms, equipped with the norm

‖f‖hp
cw

:= inf




∞∑

j=1

|λj |
p




1/p

,

where the infimum is taken over all such decompositions. Analogously as hp#(X), the
space hpcw(X) does not depend on 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, assuming µ is Borel regular. By the

space hp,qfin(X), we denote the set of Lq(X) functions such that f =
n∑

j=1

λjaj for some n ∈

N (finite sum) and {aj}j are local (p, q)−atoms. For this space, we consider the norm

‖f‖hp,q
fin

:= inf




n∑

j=1

|λj|
p




1/p

, where the infimum is taken over all finite decompositions of f .

It is clear that hp,qfin(X) is a dense subspace of hpcw(X) and

(3.12) ‖f‖hp
cw

≤ ‖f‖hp,q
fin
, ∀f ∈ hp,qfin(X).

The converse in general is not true (see [3] for the case X = Rn and µ = L). However, the
norms ‖·‖hp

cw
and ‖·‖hp,q

fin
are equivalents on hp,qfin(X) for q ∈ (p,∞) ∩ [1,∞) and for q = ∞

on hp,∞fin (X) ∩ UC(X), where UC(X) denotes the space of absolutely continuous functions
on X (see [16, Proposition 7.1] and similar results for Hp(Rn) see [20, Theorem 3.1] and [12,
Theorem 5.6]).

3.3. The local Campanato spaces as the dual of hp#(X). Let α ≥ 0 and q ∈ [1,∞].
We call by Campanato space, denoted by Cα,q(X), the set of all µ-measurable functions f
such that

‖f‖Cα,q := sup
B⊂X

1

|B|α+ 1
q

‖f − fB‖Lq(B).

Clearly, if α = 0 and q = 1, then C0,1(X) = BMO(X). This space is also denoted in [18] by
Lip(α, q).
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Here we are interested in the non-homogeneous version of such spaces. Given T > 0 fixed,
for any ball B = B(xB, rB) and f ∈ Lqloc(X), we define the functional

(3.13) mB,T (f) :=




fB, rB < T

0, rB ≥ T,

and

(3.14) M
B
α,q,T (f) :=

1

|B|α+ 1
q

‖f −mB,T (f)‖Lq(B).

We define the local Campanato space as

cα,q,T (X) :=

{
f ∈ Lqloc(X) : ‖f‖cα,q,T

:= sup
B⊂X

M
B
α,q,T (f) < ∞

}
.

The functional ‖·‖cα,q,T
defines a norm in cα,q,T (X). It is not difficult to see that cα,q,T (X) ⊂

Cα,q(X) continuously with ‖f‖Cα,q
≤ 2‖f‖cα,q,T

.

Remark 3.8. The spaces ℓα,T (X) and cα,q,T (X) can be identified and have comparable
norms. Clearly ℓα,T (X) ⊂ cα,q,T (X) continuously. Conversely, if q ∈ [1,∞] and f is a

function belonging to cα,q,T (X), then there exists a function f̃ such that f̃ = f a.e. such that

f̃ ∈ ℓα,T (X) with ‖f̃‖ℓα,T
. ‖f‖cα,q,T

. Indeed, since cα,q,T (X) is continuously embedded in

Cα,q(X), it follows by [18, Theorem 4] that there exists f̃ equal to f a.e. and C = C(α, q) > 0
such that for any ball B ⊂ X,

∣∣∣f̃(x) − f̃(y)
∣∣∣ ≤ C‖f‖Cα,q

|B|α , ∀x, y ∈ B.

Now if B is a ball with rB ≥ T then for each x ∈ B we have
∣∣∣f̃(x)

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣f̃(x) − f̃B

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣f̃B

∣∣∣ ≤
1

|B|

ˆ

B

∣∣∣f̃(x) − f̃(y)
∣∣∣ dµ(y) +

1

|B|

ˆ

B

|f(y)| dµ(y)

≤ C‖f‖Cα,q
|B|α +

1

|B|
1
q

‖f‖Lq(B)

≤ (2C + 1)‖f‖cα,q,T
|B|α .

From the previous estimates we obtain f̃ ∈ ℓα,T (X) with ‖f̃‖ℓα,T
. ‖f‖cα,q,T

.

When α = 0 and 1 ≤ q < ∞ we have c0,q,T (X) = bmo(X), where bmo(X) denotes the
local BMO space over X (see [11, Corollary 3.3]). From Remarks 2.2 and 3.8 it follows that
cα,q,T (X) = cα,q,T ′(X) with equivalent norms for T 6= T ′.

In what follows we present an alternative characterization of cα,q,T (X), inspired by the
analogous result for bmo(X), proved in [11, Lemma 6.1]. This result will be useful in Propo-
sition 3.11 to show a duality relation between local Campanato and Hardy spaces.

Proposition 3.9. Let β > 0, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and f ∈ Lqloc(X). Then f ∈ cβ,q,T (X) if and only
if for every ball B = B(xB, rB) in X there exists a constant CB such that

(i) M1 := sup
B

1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖f − CB‖Lq(B) < ∞;
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(ii) M2 := sup
B⊂X

|CB|

|B(xB, T )|β
< ∞;

and

‖f‖cβ,q,T
≈ inf max {M1,M2}

where the infimum is taken over all choices of the {CB} such that (i) and (ii) hold.

Proof. For each f ∈ cβ,q,T (X) let CB = mB,T (f). Clearly, M1 = ‖f‖cβ,q,T
and it will be

sufficient to show (ii) for B = B(xB, rB) with rB < T . Suppose first that |B| = |B(xB, T )|.
Then

|CB| =
1

|B|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

f(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

|B(xB, T )|

ˆ

B(xB ,T )

|f(x)| dµ(x)

≤ |B(xB, T )|−
1
q ‖f‖Lq(B(xB ,T ))

≤ |B(xB, T )|β ‖f‖cβ,q,T
.

Suppose now that |B| < |B(xB, T )|. Following the same ideas as [18, Lemma 3], let m a
non-negative integer such that

(3.15) (A′)m |B| < |B(xB , T )| ≤ (A′)m+1 |B| .

We claim that there exist positive constants r0 := rB < r1 < r2 < · · · < rm < rm+1 := T
such that

(3.16) (A′)k−1 |B| < |B(xB, rk)| ≤ (A′)k |B| .

In fact, note first that (3.16) holds for k = 0 and k = m + 1 and for k ∈ {1, 2, , · · · , m} we
define

rk := max
{
s : |B(xB, s)| ≤ (A′)k |B|

}
.

The existence of maximum rk is given by the continuity from the left of the function s 7→
|B(xB, s)|. Then

(3.17) |B(xB, rk)| ≤ (A′)k |B| , ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1.

On the other hand, from the doubling condition we obtain

|B(xB , 2rk)| ≤ (A′)k+1 |B| , ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m− 1,

Then, rk < 2rk ≤ rk+1 for 0 ≤ k ≤ m − 1 and from the left inequality in (3.15) we obtain
rm < T . This along with definition of rk’s we obtain

(3.18) (A′)k−1 |B| < |B(xB, rk)| , ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1.

Therefore, from (3.17) and (3.18) we get (3.16).

Coming back to the proof of (ii), denote by Bk := B(xB, rk). Then

|CB| ≤
m∑

k=1

∣∣∣mBk−1,T (f) −mBk ,T (f)
∣∣∣+ |mBm,T (f)|

≤
m∑

k=1

1

|Bk−1|

ˆ

Bk−1

|f(x) −mBk,T (f)| dµ(x) +
1

|Bm|

ˆ

B(xB ,T )

|f(x)| dµ(x)
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≤
m∑

k=1

|Bk|

|Bk−1|

1

|Bk|

ˆ

Bk

|f(x) −mBk ,T (f)| dµ(x) +
|Bm+1|

|Bm|
|Bm+1|β ‖f‖cβ,q,T

≤ (A′)2
m∑

k=1

|Bk|
− 1

q ‖f −mBk ,T (f)‖Lq(Bk) + (A′)2 |Bm+1|β ‖f‖cβ,q,T

≤ (A′)2‖f‖cβ,q,T

m+1∑

k=1

|Bk|
β

≤ (A′)2+β‖f‖cβ,q,T
|B|β

m∑

k=0

(A′)βk

=
(A′)2+β

(A′)β − 1
‖f‖cβ,q,T

|B|β [(A′)β(m+1) − 1]

≤
(A′)2(β+1)

(A′)β − 1
‖f‖cβ,q,T

[(A′)m |B|]β

≤
(A′)2(β+1)

(A′)β − 1
‖f‖cβ,q,T

|B(xB , T )|β ,

which concludes the proof of (ii).
Conversely, suppose that for each ball B there exists a constant CB such that (i) and (i)

hold. Assume first that B is such that rB < T . Then,

1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖f −mB,T (f)‖Lq(B) ≤
1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖f − CB‖Lq(B) +
1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖mB,T (f) − CB‖Lq(B)

≤ M1 +
1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖f − CB‖Lq(B) ≤ 2M1.

Now, suppose rB ≥ T . In this case mB,T (f) = 0 and

1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖f −mB,T (f)‖Lq(B) =
1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖f‖Lq(B)

≤
1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖f − CB‖Lq(B) +
1

|B|β+ 1
q

‖CB‖Lq(B)

≤ M1 +
|CB|

|B|β
≤ M1 +

|CB|

|B(xB , T )|β

≤ M1 +M2.

Then

‖f‖cβ,q,T
≤ 2 max {M1,M2}

and by the arbitrariness of the family {CB}B we have

‖f‖cβ,q,T
≤ 2 inf max {M1,M2} ,

where the infimum is taken over all choices of {CB}B. �

Remark 3.10. Note that elements in cβ,q,T (X) define naturally bounded linear operators on
finite linear combinations of (p, q, T )-approximate atoms. In fact, let 0 < p < 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and
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a be a (p, q, T )-approximate atom supported in B = B(xB, rB). For any f ∈ c 1
p

−1,q′,T (X),

from condition (ii) in Proposition 3.9 we may control
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

afdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

ˆ

B

|a(x)| |f(x) −mB,T (f)| dµ(x) + |mB,T (f)|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

a(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖a‖Lq ‖f −mB,T (f)‖Lq′ (B) + |mB,T (f)|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

a(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ |B|
1− 1

q′ − 1
p ‖f −mB,T (f)‖Lq′(B) +

|mB,T (f)|

|B(xB, T )|1/p−1

≤


1 +

(A′)
2
p

(A′)
1
p

−1 − 1


‖f‖c1/p−1,q′,T

.(3.19)

If rB ≥ T , then mB,T (f) = 0, and so
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

afdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖a‖Lq‖f −mB,T (f)‖Lq′(B) ≤ ‖f‖c1/p−1,q′,T
.(3.20)

Proposition 3.11. Let (X, d, µ) be a space of homogeneous type and 0 < p < 1. Then:

(i) (hp,q# )∗ = c 1
p

−1,q′,T (X) with equivalent norms for 1 ≤ q < ∞ and c 1
p

−1,1,T (X) ⊂ (hp,∞# )∗

continuously.
(ii) If in addition µ is a Borel regular measure, (hp,∞# )∗ ⊂ c 1

p
−1,1,T (X) continuously.

Proof. Let f ∈ c 1
p

−1,q′,T (X). We start defining an operator Λf on hp,qfin(X) by

(3.21) Λf(g) :=

ˆ

fg dµ =
n∑

j=1

λj

ˆ

ajf dµ,

for g ∈ hp,qfin(X) given by g =
∑n
j=1 λjaj. From Remark 3.10, we obtain

(3.22) |Λf(g)| . ‖f‖c1/p−1,q′,T




n∑

j=1

|λj|
p




1/p

, ∀ g ∈ hp,qfin(X).

Now we extend this functional to infinity sums. Consider G ∈ hp,q# (X) having a decomposi-

tion G =
∑∞
j=1 λjaj in ℓ∗

1
p

−1,T
(X). Then from (3.22) we obtain that

{
Λf

(∑m
j=1 λjaj

)}
m

is a

Cauchy sequence in C. By completness, we may define

(3.23) Λ̃f(G) := lim
m→∞

Λf




m∑

j=1

λjaj


 = lim

m→∞

m∑

j=1

λj

ˆ

ajf dµ.

From Remark 3.8 there exists f̃ ∈ ℓ 1
p

−1,T (X) with f(x) = f̃(x) a.e. x ∈ X. Then if
∑m
j=1 βjbj

is another decomposition for G we obtain

lim
m→∞

m∑

j=1

λj

ˆ

ajf dµ = lim
m→∞

m∑

j=1

λj

ˆ

aj f̃ dµ =
〈
G, f̃

〉
= lim

m→∞

m∑

j=1

βj

ˆ

bj f̃ dµ

= lim
m→∞

m∑

j=1

βj

ˆ

bjf dµ.

17



This is, the definition of Λ̃f(G) is independent of the choice of the decomposition of G. So,

Λ̃f : hp,q# (X) → C is a well defined operator and Λ̃f |hp,q
fin

(X) = Λf . Moreover, for G ∈ hp,q# (X),

taking a decomposition G =
∑∞
j=1 λjaj such that

(∑∞
j=1 |λj|

p
) 1

p ≤ 2‖G‖hp,q
#

(X), by (3.22) we

obtain
∣∣∣Λ̃f(G)

∣∣∣ .
∣∣∣∣∣Λ̃f(G) − Λf

( m∑

j=1

λjaj
)∣∣∣∣∣+ 2‖f‖c1/p−1,q′,T

‖G‖hp,q
#

(X),(3.24)

for any m ∈ N. This means that
∣∣∣Λ̃f(G)

∣∣∣ . 2‖f‖c 1
p −1,q′,T

‖G‖hp,q
#

(X)

and therefore shows that c 1
p

−1,q′,T (X) ⊂ (hp,q# (X))∗ for q ∈ [1,∞].

Conversely, let 1 ≤ q < ∞ and Λ ∈ (hp,q# )∗. For a ball B ⊂ X with radius rB ≥ T

and a function g ∈ Lq(B) with ‖g‖Lq(B) > 0, the function g̃ := (|B|
1
q

− 1
p ‖g‖−1

Lq(B)) g1B is a

(p, q, T )-approximate atom (in particular, a local (p, q)-atom), and so

|〈Λ,1Bg〉| ≤ |B|
1
p

− 1
q ‖Λ‖(hp,q

#
(X))∗‖g‖Lq(B).

This means that 〈Λ,1B(·)〉 defines a bounded linear operator on Lq(B) and hence from Riesz
representation theorem there exists a unique f (B) ∈ Lq

′

(B) such that

〈Λ,1Bg〉 =

ˆ

B

f (B)g dµ, ∀g ∈ Lq(B),(3.25)

and

‖f (B)‖Lq′ (B) ≤ ‖Λ‖(hp,q
#

(X))∗ |B|
1
p

− 1
q .(3.26)

Moreover, if B1 ⊂ B2 with rB1
≥ T and g ∈ Lq(B1), then 1B1

g ∈ Lq(B2) and from (3.25)
ˆ

B1

f (B2)gdµ =

ˆ

B2

f (B2)
1B1

gdµ = 〈Λ,1B2
1B1

g〉 = 〈Λ,1B1
g〉 =

ˆ

B1

f (B1)gdµ.

By the uniqueness of f (B1) we have f (B1) = f (B2)χB1
. Consider Lqc(X) the set of g ∈ Lqloc(X)

such that g ∈ Lq(X) with bounded support. Thus from (3.25) we have

(3.27)

ˆ

fgdµ = 〈Λ, g〉 , ∀ g ∈ Lqc(X).

Also, from (3.26) we have

(3.28) ‖f‖Lq′ (B) ≤ ‖Λ‖(hp,q
#

(X))∗ |B|
1
p

−1+ 1

q′ ,

for any ball B with rB ≥ T . Note that, in particular (3.27) it is true for g ∈ hp,qfin(X).
Now, suppose that B is a ball with rB < T . Let ϕ ∈ Lq(B) such that ‖ϕ‖Lq(B) = 1. Then,

the function ϕ̃ =
[ϕ−mB,T (ϕ)]1B

2|B|
1
p −

1
q

is (p, q)-atom (in particular a (p, q, T )-approximate atom), so
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‖ϕ̃‖p,q ≤ 1. From (3.27)
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

(f −mB,T (f))ϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

f(ϕ−mB,T (ϕ))dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ = 2 |B|
1
p

− 1
q

∣∣∣∣∣∣

〈
Λ,

(ϕ−mB,T (ϕ))1B

2 |B|
1
p

− 1
q

〉∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 2 |B|
1
p

− 1
q ‖Λ‖(hp,q

#
(X))∗ .

Then f −mB,T (f) ∈ Lq
′

(B) and

(3.29)
1

|B|
1
p

−1+ 1

q′

‖f −mB,T (f)‖Lq′ (B) ≤ 2‖Λ‖(hp,q
#

(X))∗

Summarizing, from (3.28) and (3.29) we have f ∈ c 1
p

−1,q′,T (X) and

(3.30) ‖f‖c 1
p −1,q′,T

. ‖Λ‖(hp,q
#

(X))∗ .

This shows (hp,q# (X))∗ ⊂ c 1
p

−1,q′,T (X) for q ∈ [1,∞).

Now we move on in the case q = ∞. Let Λ ∈ (hp,∞# )∗. If B ⊂ X is a ball with radius

rB ≥ T , for any g ∈ L2(B) with ‖g‖L2(B) > 0, we have that

g̃ :=
g1B

|B|
1
p

− 1
2 ‖g‖L2(B)

is a local (p, 2)-atom (in particular a (p, 2)-approximate atom). By (3.7) in Proposition 3.7,
we have ‖g̃‖p,2 ≤ 1 and ‖g̃‖p,∞ ≤ Cp,2. Then

|〈Λ,1Bg〉| ≤ Cp,2 |B|
1
p

− 1
2 ‖Λ‖(hp,∞

#
(X))∗‖g‖L2(B).

It means that 〈Λ,1B(·)〉 defines a bounded linear operator on L2(B) and hence from Riezs
representation Theorem there exists unique f (B) ∈ L2(B) such that

〈Λ,1Bg〉 =

ˆ

B

f (B)g dµ, for all g ∈ L2(B),

and

‖f (B)‖L2(B) ≤ Cp,2‖Λ‖(hp,∞
#

(X))∗ |B|
1
p

− 1
2 .

As before, it allow us to define f ∈ L2
loc(X) such that

(3.31)

ˆ

fgdµ = 〈Λ, g〉 ,

for any g ∈ L2(X) with bounded support and

(3.32) ‖f‖L2(B) ≤ Cp,2‖Λ‖(hp,∞
#

(X))∗ |B|
1
p

− 1
2 ,

for any ball B with rB ≥ T . In particular we have (3.31) for elements in hp,∞fin (X). On the
other hand, if B is a ball such that rB ≥ T , by (3.32) we have

1

|B|
1
p

ˆ

|f −mB,T (f)| dµ ≤
1

|B|
1
p

− 1
2

‖f‖L2(B) ≤ Cp,2‖Λ‖(hp,∞
#

(X))∗ .(3.33)
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If B is a ball with rB < T and ϕ ∈ L2(B) such that ‖ϕ‖L2(B) = 1, ϕ̃ =
[ϕ−mB,T (ϕ)]1B

2|B|
1
p −

1
2

is a

local (p, 2)-atom. From (3.31), we obtain
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

(f −mB,T (f))ϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

f(ϕ−mB,T (ϕ))dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ = 2 |B|1/p−1/2

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

f(ϕ−mB,T (ϕ))1B

2 |B|1/p−1/2
dµ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 2Cp,2 |B|1/p−1/2 ‖Λ‖(hp,∞
#

(X))∗ .

So,

‖f −mB,T (f)‖L2(B) ≤ 2Cp,2 |B|1/p−1/2 ‖Λ‖(hp,∞
#

(X))∗ .

and

1

|B|1/p

ˆ

B

|f −mB,T (f)| ≤
1

|B|1/p−1/2
‖f −mB,T (f)‖L2(B) ≤ 2Cp,2‖Λ‖(hp,∞

#
(X))∗(3.34)

From (3.33) and (3.34), we have f ∈ c1/p−1,1,T (X) and

‖f‖c1/p−1,1,T (X) ≤ 2Cp,∞‖Λ‖(hp,∞
#

(X))∗ .

This shows (hp,∞# (X))∗ ⊂ c 1
p

−1,1,T (X). �

Straightforward from Propositions 3.7 and 3.11 we have:

Corollary 3.12. If µ is a Borel regular measure, then c 1
p

−1,q,T (X) = c 1
p

−1,1,T (X) for all

q ∈]1,∞], with equivalent norms.

3.4. Molecular decomposition. In what follows, we define molecules with approximate
moment conditions in hp#(X). Such theory was previously established for Hp(X) in [17,
Section 3.1] to describe the boundedness of Calderón-Zygmund operators. We will follow
the same notation of [17, Definition 3.2].

Definition 3.13. Let 0 < p < 1 and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ with p < q and λ := {λk}k∈N ⊂ [0,∞)
satisfying

(3.35) ‖λ‖p :=
∞∑

k=1

k(λk)
p < ∞.

A measurable function M in X is called a (p, q, T, λ)-approximate molecule if there exists a
ball B = B(xB, rB) ⊂ X such that

i) ‖M 1B‖Lq ≤ |B|
1
q

− 1
p ;

ii) For any k ∈ N, ‖M 1Ak
‖Lq ≤ λk |2kB|

1
q

− 1
p , where Ak = 2kB \ 2k−1B;

iii)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p .

As in Remark 3.2 (i), the approximate moment condition (iii) in the previous definition is
local, i.e., if rB ≥ T , from the size conditions (i) and (ii) of the molecule, we have

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |B|1− 1
q ‖M 1B‖Lq +

∞∑

k=1

λk |Ak|
1− 1

q ‖M 1Ak
‖Lq ≤ |B|1− 1

p +
∞∑

k=1

λk |2kB|1− 1
p
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≤ |B|1− 1
p

(
1 +

∞∑

k=1

(λk)
p
)

. B(xB, T )1− 1
p .

It is clear that any (p, q, T )-approximate atom is a (p, q, T, λ)-approximate molecule for
any sequence λ = {λk}k∈N

satisfying (3.35). On the other hand, a (p, q, T, λ)−approximate
molecule associated to the null sequence λ = {0}k∈N

is a (p, q, T )-approximate atom. We
point out the assumption (3.35) implies the sequence {λk}k∈N

∈ (ℓ1 ∩ ℓp) (R). Moreover, any
(p, q, T, λ)-approximate molecule M centered in B defines a distribution on ℓ 1

p
−1,T (X). In

effect, let A0 = B, Aj = 2jB \ 2j−1B and ϕ ∈ ℓ 1
p

−1,T . Consider the indexes j ∈ N∪ {0} such

that 2jrB ≥ T , thus using only the properties (i) and (ii) above we have

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

2jB

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣+
j∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Ak

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣(3.36)

≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(B)

ˆ

B

|M | dµ+
j∑

k=1

‖ϕ‖L∞(Aj)

ˆ

Ak

|M | dµ

≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)


|B|1− 1

p +
j∑

k=1

λk |Ak|
1− 1

q

∣∣∣2kB
∣∣∣

1
q

− 1
p




≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)


|B|1− 1

p +
j∑

k=1

λk
∣∣∣2kB

∣∣∣
1− 1

p




≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)


|B|1− 1

p +
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1− 1

p

j∑

k=1

λk(A
′)(j−k)( 1

p
−1)




≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)


(A′)j(

1
p

−1)
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1− 1

p +
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1− 1

p

j∑

k=1

λk(A
′)(j−k)( 1

p
−1)




≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)

∣∣∣2jB
∣∣∣
1− 1

p


(A′)j(

1
p

−1) +
j∑

k=1

λk(A
′)(j−k)( 1

p
−1)




≤ (A′)j(
1
p

−1)‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T


1 +

j∑

k=1

λk


(3.37)

and also
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Aj

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB) |Aj |
1

q′ ‖M1Aj
‖
Lq ≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)λj

∣∣∣2jB
∣∣∣
1− 1

p ≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

λj.(3.38)

Combining the previous controls and choosing j0 ∈ N such that 2j0rB ≥ T , we conclude

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

2j0B

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣+
∑

k≥j0+1

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Ak

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ (A′)j0( 1
p

−1)(1 +
∞∑

j=1

λj)‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

(3.39)
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that implies

(3.40) ‖M‖ℓ∗
1
p −1,T

(X) ≤ (A′)j0( 1
p

−1)(1 +
∞∑

j=1

λj),

where the norm depends on B if rB < T (otherwise if rB ≥ T we may choose j0 = 0). Until
this moment, we did not use the moment condition (iii) that will be fundamental in order to
obtain the uniform control of (3.40). Let j0 ∈ N∪{0} such that 2j0rB < T and T ≤ 2j0+1rB,
then

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

M(x)(ϕ(x) − ϕ(xB)) dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Bc

M(x)(ϕ(x) − ϕ(xB)) dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣(3.41)

+ |ϕ(xB)|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M(x) dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ := (I) + (II) + (III)

where

(I) ≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

|B|
1
p

−1

ˆ

B

|M(x)| dµ(x) ≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

,

(II) ≤
j0∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Aj

M(x)(ϕ(x) − ϕ(xB)) dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣+
∞∑

j=j0+1

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Aj

M(x)(ϕ(x) − ϕ(xB)) dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

j0∑

j=1

∣∣∣2jB
∣∣∣

1
p

−1
ˆ

Aj

|M(x)| dµ(x) +
∞∑

j=j0+1

2‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)

ˆ

Aj

|M(x)| dµ(x)

≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

j0∑

j=1

∣∣∣2jB
∣∣∣

1
p

−1
|Aj |

1− 1
q λj

∣∣∣2jB
∣∣∣

1
q

− 1
p + 2

∞∑

j=j0+1

‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB) |Aj |
1− 1

q λj
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p

≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

j0∑

j=1

λj + 2
∞∑

j=j0+1

‖ϕ‖L∞(2jB)λj
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1− 1

p

≤ 2‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

(1 +
∞∑

j=1

λj)

and

(III) ≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(B(xB ,T )) |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p ≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1

p −1,T
.

Plugging into (3.41) we have

(3.42)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ . ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

(1 +
∞∑

j=1

λj),

and then ‖M‖ℓ∗

1
p −1,T

(X) . (1 +
∑∞
j=1 λj). Analogously, from the size conditions (i) and (ii) of

molecules, we have M ∈ Lq(X). In effect,

‖M‖Lq ≤ ‖M1B‖Lq +
∞∑

k=1

‖M1Ak
‖Lq ≤ |B|

1
q

− 1
p +

∑

k

λk
∣∣∣2kB

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p ≤ |B|

1
q

− 1
p

(
1 +

∑

k

λk

)
.
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The same argument shows that for any k ∈ N such that T < 2krB and λk 6= 0, then
Mk := (λk)

−1M1Ak
is a (p, q, T )-approximate atom supported in the ball 2kB. In fact, since

|B(x0, T )| ≤
∣∣∣2kB

∣∣∣ we have

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M1Ak
dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖M1Ak
‖Lq ‖1Ak

‖Lq′ ≤ λk
∣∣∣2kB

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p
∣∣∣2kB

∣∣∣
1

q′

≤ λk |B(x0, T )|1− 1
p .

Assuming without loss of generality that λk 6= 0 for any k ∈ N and taking k0 the smallest
positive integer such that T ≤ 2k0r we may write

M =


M1B +

k0−1∑

j=1

M1Aj


+

∞∑

j=k0

λjMj = M12k0−1B +
∞∑

j=k0

λjMj := Ma +Mb

with ‖Mb‖p,q ≤




∞∑

j=k0

λpj




1/p

.

The Definition 3.13 covers the approximate molecules defined in [9] when X = Rn equipped
with the Lebesgue measure µ = L and n

n+1
< p < 1. In fact, recall from [9, Definition

3.5] that in this setting we say that a mensurable function M is a (p, q, λ, ω)-molecule for
1 ≤ q < ∞ and λ > n(q/p− 1) if there exists a ball B ⊂ Rn and a constant C > 0 such that

M1. ‖M‖Lq(B) ≤ C(rB)n(
1
q

− 1
p)

M2. ‖M | · −xB|
λ
n ‖Lq(Bc) ≤ C(rB)

λ
q

+n( 1
q

− 1
p)

M3.

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Rn

M(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ω

Choosing C := L(Sn−1)
1
q

− 1
p , ω := |B(xB, T )|1− 1

p and λk := 2
λ
q

−k[λ
q

−n( 1
q

− 1
p)], then the condi-

tions M1-M3 implies (i)-(iii) at Definition 3.13 with

(3.43)
∞∑

k=1

(λk)
p = 2

λp
q

∞∑

k=1

2−kp[λ
q

−n( 1
q

− 1
p)] < ∞,

since λ > n (q/p− 1). We remark that the condition (3.43) is weaker in comparison to (3.35)
(see also Remark 3.16).

In the next proposition, we show the fundamental property that approximate molecules
can be decomposed in terms of approximate atoms with uniform control on hp,q# (X).

Proposition 3.14. Let 0 < p < 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and M be a (p, q, T, λ)−approximate molecule.
Then there exist a sequence {βj}j ∈ ℓp(C) and {aj}j of (p, q, T )-approximate atoms such that

(3.44) M =
∞∑

j=0

βjaj , in Lq(X)

with

(
∑

j

|βj |
p

)1/p

≤ CA,p‖λ‖p. Moreover, the convergence of (3.44) is in ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T
(X) and

‖M‖p,q ≤ CA,p‖λ‖p.
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Proof. Let M a (p, q, T, λ)−approximate molecule concentrated on B = B(xB, rB) and con-
sider Ak = 2kB \ 2k−1B for k ≥ 1 and A0 := B. Define

Mk := M 1Ak
−

12kB

|2kB|

ˆ

X

M 1Ak
dµ and M̃k :=

12kB

|2kB|

ˆ

X

M 1Ak
dµ.

Then

(3.45) M =
∞∑

k=0

Mk +
∞∑

k=0

M̃k,

where each Mk/ (2λk) is a (p, q)−atom in Hp
cw(X) supported in 2kB (here consider λ0 := 1).

In effect, it is straightforward from the definition that supp(Mk) ⊂ 2kB and that is satisfies
vanishing moment conditions. Moreover

‖Mk‖Lq ≤ ‖M1Ak
‖Lq +

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

X

M1Ak
dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
‖12kB‖Lq

|2kB|
≤ λk

∣∣∣2kB
∣∣∣

1
q

− 1
p + ‖M1Ak

‖Lq‖1Ak
‖Lq′

∣∣∣2kB
∣∣∣

1
q

−1

≤ 2λk
∣∣∣2kB

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p .(3.46)

Thus, we may write
∞∑

k=0

Mk =
∞∑

k=0

2λk (Mk/2λk) is an element of hp,q# (X), and moreover

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Mk

∥∥∥∥∥
p,q

≤ 2

(
∞∑

k=0

(λk)
p

)1/p

< ∞. To control the second term in (3.45), let

χk =
12kB

|2kB|
, m̃k =

ˆ

X

M 1Ak
dµ, and Nj =

∞∑

k=j

m̃k.

Then,
∞∑

k=0

M̃k =
∞∑

k=0

χkm̃k =
∞∑

k=0

χk[Nk −Nk+1] = χ0N0 +
∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

bk,j,

with bk,j := [χk+1 − χk]m̃j . We claim that bk,j is a multiple of (p, q)−atom in Hp
cw(X)

supported in 2k+1B. In fact, clearly
´

bk,j dµ = 0 and moreover

‖[χk+1 − χk]m̃j‖Lq(X) ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M1Aj
dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ (‖χk+1‖Lq(X) + ‖χk‖Lq(X))

≤ ‖M1Aj
‖
Lq(X)

‖1Aj
‖
Lq′ (X)

(
1

|2k+1B|
‖12k+1B‖Lq(X) +

1

|2kB|
‖12kB‖Lq(X)

)

≤ λj
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p |Aj|

1− 1
q

2
∣∣∣2k+1B

∣∣∣
1
q

|2kB|

=


2λj

∣∣∣2jB
∣∣∣

1
q

− 1
p |Aj |

1− 1
q

∣∣∣2k+1B
∣∣∣

1
p

|2kB|



∣∣∣2k+1B

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p .

Now, note that

(3.47)
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p |Aj |

1− 1
q

∣∣∣2k+1B
∣∣∣

1
p

|2kB|
≤ A′

∣∣∣2jB
∣∣∣
1− 1

p
∣∣∣2k+1B

∣∣∣
1
p

−1
≤ A′
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where for j ≥ k + 1 we use the simple control

|2k+1B| ≤ |2jB|.

Thus bk,j/ (2λjA
′) is a (p, q)−atom in Hp

cw(X) supported in 2k+1B,
∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

bk,j ∈ hp,q# (X)

and moreover by (3.35)
∥∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

bk,j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
hp,q

#

.




∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

(λj)
p




1/p

∼




∞∑

j=1

j(λj)
p




1/p

< ∞.

Also note that, by (3.47) we also have
∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

‖bk,j‖Lq ≤ 2A′
∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

λj
∣∣∣2k+1B

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p ≤ 2A′ |B|

1
q

− 1
p

∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

λj

. 2A′ |B|
1
q

− 1
p

∞∑

j=1

jλpj .(3.48)

Finally, we claim that χ0N0 = |B|−1 (
´

X
Mdµ)1B is a multiple constant of a (p, q, T )-

approximate atom supported in B. First note that
∞∑

j=0

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M1Aj
dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∞∑

j=0

‖M1Aj
‖
Lq(X)

‖1Aj
‖
Lq′ (X)

≤
∞∑

j=0

λj
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1
q

− 1
p
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1− 1

q ≤
∞∑

j=0

λj
∣∣∣2jB

∣∣∣
1− 1

p

≤ |B|1− 1
p

∞∑

j=0

λj.

Then, we have

‖χ0N0‖Lq(X) ≤ |B|
1
q

−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

j=0

ˆ

M1Aj
dµ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ |B|

1
q

−1 |B|1− 1
p

∞∑

j=0

λj = |B|
1
q

− 1
p ‖λ‖ℓ1

and clearly the approximate moment condition follows immediately from (iii) since
´

X
χ0N0 dµ =

´

X
Mdµ.

On the other hand, from (3.38) we have for any ϕ ∈ ℓ 1
p

−1,T (X)
∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

(
M −

m∑

j=1

Mk −
m∑

j=1

M̃k

)
ϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

X\2mB

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∞∑

j=m+1

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Aj

Mϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ϕ‖ℓ 1
p −1,T

∞∑

j=m+1

λj .

For m sufficiently large this shows the convergence in

(3.49) M = χ0N0 +
∞∑

k=0

Mk +
∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

bk,j

is also in ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T
(X).

Summarizing we have M ∈ hp,q# (X) with ‖M‖p,q ≤ C‖λ‖p where C = C(A′, p) > 0, and

also by (3.46) and (3.48) the decomposition in (3.49) converges in Lq-norm.
�

A direct consequence in the proof of last proposition is the following:
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Corollary 3.15. Let {Mj}j a sequence of (p, q, T, λ)-approximate molecules and {βj}j ∈

ℓp(C). Then f :=
∞∑

j=0

βjMj ∈ hp,q# (X) and

(3.50) ‖f‖p,q ≤ CA,p ‖λ‖p

(
∞∑

j=1

|βj|
p

)1/p

.

Proof. We first remark that f ∈ ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T (X). In fact, it follows from (3.42) that

‖f‖ℓ∗
1
p −1,T

(X) ≤ 2

(
1 +

∞∑

j=1

λj

)(
∞∑

j=1

|βj|
p

)1/p

.

In particular, the convergence
∑∞
j=0 βjMj is in ℓ∗

1
p

−1,T
(X) and by (3.44) as each Mj =

∞∑

k=1

θjkajk with ajk (p, q, T, λ)-approximate atoms and

(
∑

k

|θjk|
p

)1/p

≤ CA,p‖λ‖p follow

f =
∑

jk

βjθjkajk

and analogously as done in (3.11) follows (3.50). �

Remark 3.16. Condition (3.35) can be weakened to the natural one
∞∑

k=1

(λk)
p < ∞, when in

addition to (2.3) we also have the next special case of the reverse doubling condition: there
exists a A′′ ∈ (0, 1] such that for all x ∈ X, r > 0 and λ ≥ 1, we have

(3.51) A′′λγ |B(x, r)| ≤ |B(x, λr)| .

In effect, from the previous proof we have obtained that bk,j/
(

2A′λj |2jB|
1− 1

p

∣∣∣2k+1B
∣∣∣

1
p

−1
)

is

a (p, q)-atom supported in 2k+1B. Then, using (2.3) and (3.51), the hp,q# -norm of
∞∑

k=0

∞∑

j=k+1

bk,j

is bounded up to a constant by

∞∑

k=0


2(k+1)(1−p)γ

∞∑

j=k+1

λpj2
j(p−1)γ


 ≤

∞∑

j=1

λpj

j−1∑

k=0

2(p−1)γk ≤
1

1 − 2(p−1)γ

∞∑

j=1

λpj .

Examples of doubling measures satisfying the reverse condition (3.51) are giving by Alhfors
regular measures, i.e. measures characterized by the property |B(x, r)| ≈ rθ for all r > 0
and some θ > 0.

4. Relation between hp#(X) and hp(X)

In this section, we present the relation between hp#(X) and the local Hardy space hp(X)
introduced in [16]. We will set T = 1 in the definition of hp#(X) and we always assume µ a
Borel regular measure in X.

We start presenting the definition of test functions considered by [16, Definition 2.1].
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Definition 4.1. Let x0 ∈ X, r ∈ (0,∞), β ∈ (0, 1] and θ ∈ (0,∞). A function f defined on
X is called by a test function of type (x0, r, β, θ), denoted by f ∈ G(x0, r, β, θ), if there exists
a positive constant C such that

(i) (Size condition) for all x ∈ X,

|f(x)| ≤ C
1

Vr(x0) + V (x0, x)

[
r

r + d(x0, x)

]θ

(ii) (Regularity condition) for any x, y ∈ X satisfying d(x, y) ≤ (2A0)
−1(r + d(x0, x)),

|f(x) − f(y)| ≤ C
1

Vr(x0) + V (x0, x)

[
d(x, y)

r + d(x0, x)

]β [
r

r + d(x0, x)

]θ
.

For f ∈ G(x0, r, β, θ) it is defined

‖f‖G(x0,r,β,θ) := inf {C ∈ (0,∞) : C satisfying (i) e (ii)} ,

and also the set

Ġ(x0, r, β, θ) :=

{
f ∈ G(x0, r, β, θ) :

ˆ

X

f dµ = 0

}
.

equipped with norm ‖·‖Ġ(x0,r,β,θ) := ‖·‖G(x0,r,β,θ).

We highlight in the following remark some properties of the set G(x0, r, β, θ) discussed in
[16].

Remark 4.2. .

(i) For each x0 fixed, we have G(x, r, β, θ) = G(x0, 1, β, θ) for any x ∈ X and r > 0.
Moreover, there exists C = C(x, r) > 0 such that

(4.1) C‖f‖G(x0,1,β,θ) ≤ ‖f‖G(x,r,β,θ) ≤ C−1‖f‖G(x0,1,β,θ).

For this, we denote G(β, θ) = G(x0, 1, β, θ) and Ġ(β, θ) = Ġ(x0, 1, β, θ).

(ii) G(x0, 1, β, θ) is a Banach space with the norm ‖·‖G(x0,1,β,θ).

(iii) If 0 < β1 < β2, then G(β2, θ) ⊂ G(β1, θ) continuously, for all θ > 0. Analogously, if
0 < θ1 < θ2 then G(β, θ2) ⊂ G(β, θ1) continuously, for all β ∈ (0, 1].

(iv) For ε ∈ (0, 1] and β, θ ∈ (0, ε], it is denoted by Gε
0(β, θ) [resp. Ġε

0(β, θ) ] the completion
of G(ε, ε) [resp. Ġ(ε, ε) ] in G(β, θ), and it is defined the norms ‖·‖Gε

0
(β,θ) := ‖·‖G(β,θ),

‖·‖Ġε
0(β,θ) := ‖·‖G(β,θ).

(v) The spaces Gε
0(β, θ), Ġε

0(β, θ) are closed subspaces of G(β, θ).

The space of distributions associated to Gε
0(β, θ) is denoted by (Gε

0(β, θ))∗ equipped with
the weak-* topology.
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An important class of distributions on (Gε
0(β, θ))∗ for all β, θ > 0 is given by functions

f ∈ Lq(X) for q ∈ [1,∞] associated to the functional

Λf(ϕ) :=

ˆ

fϕdµ, ∀ϕ ∈ G(β, θ).

In fact, for every ϕ ∈ G(β, θ) = G(x0, 1, β, θ), by the size condition in Definition 4.1 and
Hölder inequality for 1 < q < ∞, we have

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

f(y)ϕ(y)dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖f‖Lq

[
ˆ

1

(V1(x0) + V (x0, y))q′

1

(1 + d(x0, y))q′θ
dµ(y)

] 1

q′

≤ C‖f‖Lq

[
V1(x0)− 1

q

] [ˆ 1

V1(x0) + V (x0, y)

1

(1 + d(x0, y))q′θ
dµ(y)

] 1

q′

≤ Cq,θ
[
V1(x0)− 1

q

]
‖f‖Lq(X),

where in the last inequality follows by Proposition 2.1 (iii). The case q = ∞ holds analogously
chosen q′ = 1. For q = 1, it is sufficient to remark that |ϕ(y)| ≤ CV1(x0)

−1. Summarizing

(4.2) |Λf(ϕ)| . ‖f‖Lq , ∀ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ) ≤ 1.

The next result is useful to compare the space of test functions Gε
0(β, θ) and ℓ 1

p
−1,1(X) .

Proposition 4.3. Let β ∈ (0, 1], θ ∈ (0,∞), If ϕ ∈ G(β, θ) then there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of ϕ such that

(4.3) |ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| ≤ C‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)V (x, y)
β
γ , ∀x, y ∈ X.

Let xB ∈ X and rB > 0 fixed. Then

(4.4) |ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| ≤ C‖ϕ‖G(β,θ) |B(xB, rB)|
β
γ , ∀x, y ∈ B(xB, rB).

Moreover, if rB ≥ 1 then

(4.5) |ϕ(x)| ≤ C‖ϕ‖G(β,θ) |B(xB, rB)|
θ
γ , ∀x ∈ B(xB, rB).

In particular, if ϕ ∈ G(β, β) then we have that ϕ ∈ ℓβ
γ
,1(X) and

(4.6) ‖ϕ‖ℓβ
γ ,1

≤ C‖ϕ‖G(β,β).

Proof. The proof follows the steps from [15, Lemma 4.15]. We start by showing (4.3). Let
ϕ ∈ G(β, θ) = G(x0, 1, β, θ) for some x0 ∈ X. For any x, y ∈ X, we suppose first that
d(x, y) ≤ (2A0)

−1[1 + d(x0, x)]. Then, by the regularity condition we have

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| ≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

[
d(x, y)

1 + d(x0, x)

]β
1

V1(x0) + V (x0, x)

[
1

1 + d(x0, x)

]θ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

V1(x0)



(

1 + d(x0, x)

d(x, y)

)−γ



β
γ

(4.7)
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In order to continue the previous estimate, note that since
1 + d(x0, x)

d(x, y)
≥ 2A0 > 1, we may

write

|B (x, 1 + d(x0, x))| =

∣∣∣∣∣B
(
x, d(x, y)

1 + d(x0, x)

d(x, y)

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ A′

(
1 + d(x0, x)

d(x, y)

)γ
|B(x, d(x, y))|

and then
(

1 + d(x0, x)

d(x, y)

)−γ

≤ A′ |B(x, d(x, y))|

|B(x, 1 + d(x0, x))|
≤ C A′ |B(x, d(x, y))|

V1(x0) + V (x0, x)
,

where the last inequality follows from Proposition 2.1 (i) and the constant C > 0 is inde-
pendent of x0, x, y. Combining the previous estimates in (4.7) we obtain

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| ≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(CA′)β/γ

V1(x0)

(
|B(x, d(x, y))|

[V1(x0) + V (x0, x)]

)β
γ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)


 (CA′)β/γ

V1(x0)
1+ β

γ


 |B(x, d(x, y))|

β
γ

= ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)


 (CA′)β/γ

V1(x0)1+ β
γ


 V (x, y)

β
γ .

On the other hand, if d(x, y) > (2A0)
−1[1 + d(x0, x)] we first note that

|B(x, 1 + d(x, x0))| ≤ |B(x, (2A0)d(x, y))| ≤ A′(2A0)
γ |B(x, d(x, y))| = A′(2A0)

γ V (x, y)

and then

V1(x0) = |B(x0, 1)| ≤ |B(x, 1 + d(x, y))| ≤ A′(2A0)
γ V (x, y).

Under the size condition, the previous estimate and again Proposition 2.1 (i) we conclude

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| ≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(
(1 + d(x0, x))−θ

V1(x0) + V (x0, x)
+

(1 + d(x0, y))−θ

V1(x0) + V (x0, y)

)

≤ 2‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

V1(x0)
= 2‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

V1(x0)1+ β
γ

V1(x0)
β
γ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

2 [A′(2A0)
γ]

β
γ

V1(x0)1+ β
γ

V (x, y)
β
γ .

Summing up the two cases, we have shown that there exists C > 0 independent of ϕ, such
that (4.3) holds.

The estimate (4.4) is a particular case of the previous one. In fact, if x, y ∈ B(xB , rB),
applying the quasi-triangular inequality we can show B(x, d(x, y)) ⊂ B(xB, A0(2A0 + 1)rB),
which implies V (x, y) ≤ |B(xB, A0(2A0 + 1)rB)|. Then, from (4.3)

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| ≤ C‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)V (x, y)
β
γ

≤ C [A0(2A0 + 1)]γ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)|B(xB, rB)|
β
γ .
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Now we move on to prove (4.5). Let x ∈ B(xB, rB) and assume first that rB ≤ (2A0)
−1[1+

d(x, x0)]. Noticing that rB ≥ 1 and proceeding as before, we may estimate

|ϕ(x)| ≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

V1(x0) + V (x0, x)

[
1

1 + d(x0, x)

]θ
≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

V1(x0)



(

1 + d(x0, x)

rB

)−γ



θ
γ

.‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(A′)
θ
γ

V1(x0)

[
|B(x, rB)|

|B(x, 1 + d(x0, x))|

] θ
γ

. ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(A′)
θ
γ

V1(x0)1+ θ
γ

|B(x, rB)|
θ
γ

. ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(A′)2 θ
γ (2A0)

θ

V1(x0)1+ θ
γ

|B(xB, rB)|
θ
γ .

Supose now that (2A0)
−1(1+d(x0, x)) ≤ rB. Again, from size condition of ϕ, the Proposition

2.1 item (i) and the inclusion B(x, rB) ⊂ B(xB, 2A0rB), we have

|ϕ(x)| ≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

V1(x0)
= ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

[V1(x0)]1+ θ
γ

[V1(x0)]
θ
γ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

[V1(x0)]1+ θ
γ

|B(x0, 1 + d(x0, x))|
θ
γ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

1

[V1(x0)]1+ θ
γ

|B(x, 2A0rB)|
θ
γ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(A′)
θ
γ (2A0)

θ

[V1(x0)]1+ θ
γ

|B(x, rB)|
θ
γ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(A′)
θ
γ (2A0)

θ

[V1(x0)]1+ θ
γ

|B(xB, 2A0rB)|
θ
γ

≤ ‖ϕ‖G(β,θ)

(A′)2 θ
γ (2A0)2θ

[V1(x0)]
1+ θ

γ

|B(xB, rB)|
θ
γ

Combining the both inequalities we have the inequality (4.5) desired.
The inclusion (4.6) follows directly from (4.4) and (4.5) taking θ = β. �

Remark 4.4. In order to prove (4.3), it is sufficient assume that

|ϕ(x)| ≤
C

Vr(x0)
, ∀x ∈ X

and for any x, y ∈ X satisfying d(x, y) ≤ (2A0)
−1(r + d(x0, x)),

|ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)| ≤
C

Vr(x0)

[
d(x, y)

r + d(x0, x)

]β
.
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In what follows, we will always denote by, η > 0 the Hölder regularity index of wavelets
given in [2, Theorem 7.1]. For any θ, β ∈ (γ(1

p
−1), η), from Remark 4.2 (iii) and the relation

(4.6) we get

(4.8) G(β, θ) ⊂ G
(
γ(1

p
− 1), γ(1

p
− 1)

)
⊂ ℓ1

p
−1,1

(X).

Moreover, denoting by Gη
0 (β, θ) the closure of G(η, η) in Gη

0 (β, θ), i.e. Gη
0 (β, θ) := G(η, η)

G(β,θ)
,

we have

(4.9) Gη
0 (β, θ) ⊂ ℓ1

p
−1,1

(X),

continuously due to Remark 4.2 (iii) and (4.6).

Remark 4.5. Note that, (4.9) shows that elements in ℓ∗
1
p

−1,1
(X) define elements in (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗.

In particular, elements in hp#(X) (thus elements in hpcw(X) also) define elements in (Gη
0 (β, θ))∗.

Definition 4.6. Fix β, θ ∈ (0, η) and f ∈ (Gη
0 (β, θ))∗. The local grand maximal function of

f is defined as

f ∗
0 (x) := sup

{
|〈f, ϕ〉| : ϕ ∈ Gη

0 (β, θ), ‖ϕ‖G(x,r,β,θ) ≤ 1, for some r ∈ (0, 1]
}
.

In the next lemma we show a convenient estimate of the local grand maximal function of
atoms-type functions. It will be useful later to show that approximate atoms are uniformly
bounded in norm.

Lemma 4.7. Let p ∈ ( γ
γ+η

, 1], q ∈ (p,∞] ∩ [1,∞]. Then, there exists a constant C > 0

such that, if a is a measurable function supported in a ball B = B(xB , rB) such that ‖a‖Lq ≤

|B|
1
q

− 1
p , for any x ∈ X

a∗
0(x) ≤ CMa(x)1B∗(x) + C1X\B∗(x)



[

rB
d(xB, x)

]β∧θ
|B|1−1/p

V (xB, x)
(4.10)

+

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣
1

V (x, xB)

[
1

1 + d(x, xB)

]θ


when rB ≤ 1, and

a∗
0(x) ≤ CMa(x)1B∗(x) + C1X\B∗(x)



[

rB
d(xB, x)

]β∧θ
|B|1−1/p

V (xB, x)


(4.11)

when rB > 1, where B∗ := B(xB, 2A0rB) and β ∧ θ denotes min {β, θ}.

Proof. The proof of (4.11) follows the same steeps of [16, Lemma 4.2] and it will be omitted.
Assume rB ≤ 1 and let ϕ ∈ Gη

0 (β, θ) = Gη
0 (x, r, β, θ) such that ‖ϕ‖G(x,r,β,θ) ≤ 1 for some

r ∈ (0, 1]. From the size condition on ϕ and Proposition 2.1 (iv), we may estimate

|〈a, ϕ〉| =

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

X

a(y)ϕ(y)dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

ˆ

X

|a(y)| |ϕ(y)| dµ(y)

≤

ˆ

X

|a(y)|
1

Vr(x) + V (x, y)

[
r

r + d(x, y)

]θ
dµ(y)
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≤ CMa(x).

Then, from the arbitrariness of ϕ, for x ∈ B∗ we have

(4.12) a∗
0(x) . Ma(x).

Consider now x ∈ X\B∗, i.e., d(x, xB) ≥ (2A0)rB. Note that if y ∈ B we obtain

d(xB, y) < rB ≤ (2A0)−1d(x, xB) ≤ (2A0)
−1(r + d(x, xB)).

So, the regularity and size conditions of ϕ, we have that

|〈a, ϕ〉| =

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

a(y)ϕ(y)dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

a(y)[ϕ(y) − ϕ(xB)]dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣+ |ϕ(xB)|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤

ˆ

B

|a(y)| |ϕ(xB) − ϕ(y)| dµ(y) +

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣
1

Vr(x) + V (x, xB)

[
r

r + d(x, xB)

]θ

≤

ˆ

B

|a(y)|
1

Vr(x) + V (x, xB)

[
d(xB, y)

r + d(x, xB)

]β [
r

r + d(x, xB)

]θ
dµ(y)

+

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣
1

V (x, xB)

[
1

1 + d(x, xB)

]θ

≤
1

V (x, xB)

[
rB

d(x, xB)

]β ˆ

B

|a(y)| dµ(y) +

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣
1

V (x, xB)

[
1

1 + d(x, xB)

]θ

≤
|B|1−1/p

V (x, xB)

[
rB

d(x, xB)

]β∧θ

+

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣
1

V (x, xB)

[
1

1 + d(x, xB)

]θ

where in the third line we use the fact that r ≤ 1 and in the last one follows since rB

d(x,xB)
≤

1
2A0

< 1. Then, from the arbitrariness of ϕ, we obtain

a∗
0(x) .

|B|1−1/p

V (x, xB)

[
rB

d(x, xB)

]β∧θ

+

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣
1

V (x, xB)

[
1

1 + d(x, xB)

]θ

when x ∈ X \B∗. So, from this last inequality and from (4.12) we obtain (4.10). �

Next we present a definition of local Hardy space on (X, d, µ) in the sense of Coifman &
Weiss in terms of the grand local maximal function due to [16, pp. 909] denoted by h∗,p(X)
that will be simplified as hp(X) in this work.

Definition 4.8. Let p ∈ (0,∞]. The local Hardy space hp(X) is defined as

hp(X) =
{
f ∈ (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗ : ‖f‖hp(X) := ‖f ∗
0 ‖Lp < ∞

}
.

The authors showed that hp(X) is complete metric space for any p ∈ (0,∞], hp(X) =
Lp(X) if p > 1 and that each local (p, q)−atom belongs to hp(X) with uniformly bounded
norm [16, Lemma 4.2]. Moreover, they proved that such spaces possesses an atomic decom-
position theorem in terms of local (p,∞)-atoms that we state below.

Proposition 4.9 (Proposition 4.12 in [16]). Let p ∈ ( γ
γ+η

, 1] and β, θ ∈ (γ(1/p − 1), η) For

each f ∈ hp(X), there exist a constant C > 0, a sequence of local (p,∞)-atoms {aj}
∞
j=1 and
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{λj}
∞
j=1 ⊂ C such that

f =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj in (Gη
0 (β, θ))∗

and
∑∞
j=1 |λj|

p ≤ C‖f ∗
0 ‖pLp .

A direct consequence is that hpcw(X) and hp(X) coincides in (Gη
0 (β, θ))∗ with comparable

norms (see [16, Theorem 4.13]).
The main result of this section is to show that, under natural restrictions, the spaces hp#(X)

and hp(X) coincides with equivalent norms. We start showing that any (p, q, 1)-approximate
atoms belong to hp(X) with uniform norm control.

Proposition 4.10. Let p ∈] γ
γ+η

, 1[, q ∈]p,∞] ∩ [1,∞] and a (p, q, 1)-approximate atom a

supported on B = B(xB, rB) ⊂ X. Then, there exists a constant C > 0, which does not
depend on a (but it can depend on p, A0, A

′, γ, θ, β ), such that

‖a∗
0‖Lp ≤ C,(4.13)

with β, θ ∈]γ(1
p

− 1), η[.

We point out each (p, q, 1)−approximate atom is considered as a distribution in Gη
0 (β, θ)

by Remark 4.5.

Proof. Since the case rB > 1 follows directly from [16, Lemma 4.2], we will only consider
rB ≤ 1. Let B∗ = B(xB, 2A0rB),

I := ‖a∗
01X\B∗‖p

Lp and II := ‖a∗
01B∗‖pLp.

We begin with the estimate of I. Note that from (4.10) in Lemma 4.7 we have

I .

ˆ

X\B∗



[

rB
d(xB, x)

]β∧θ
|B|1− 1

p

V (xB, x)



p

dµ(x) +

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣

p ˆ

X\B∗

[
(1 + d(x, xB))−θ

V (x, xB)

]p
dµ(x)

:= I1 + I2.

For I1, note that for Cj = B(xB, 2
j+2A0rB) \B(xB, 2

j+1A0rB)
ˆ

Cj

V (xB, x)−1dµ(x) ≤ A′,

and for j ∈ N, if x ∈ B(xB, 2
j+2A0rB) then

|B(xB, d(xB, x))|1−p

|B(xB, rB)|1−p ≤
|B(xB, 2

j+2A0rB)|
1−p

|B(xB, rB)|1−p ≤ (A′)1−p(2j+2A0)γ(1−p).

Then, we obtain

I1 ≤

ˆ

X\B∗

[
rB

d(xB, x)

](β∧θ)p
|B|p−1

V (xB, x)p
dµ(x)

≤ r
(β∧θ)p
B

∞∑

j=0

(2j+1A0rB)−(β∧θ)p

ˆ

Cj

|B(xB, rB)|p−1

|B(xB, d(xB, x))|p
dµ(x)

≤ (A′)1−p(A0)−(β∧θ)p+γ(1−p)
∞∑

j=0

2γ(j+2)(1−p)2−(j+1)(β∧θ)p

ˆ

Cj

V (xB, x)−1dµ(x)
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≤ (A′)2−p
(
22γ(1−p) (A0)

−(β∧θ)p+γ(1−p)
) ∞∑

j=0

(2(β∧θ)p−γ(1−p))−(j+1).

Since β, θ > γ
(

1
p

− 1
)

we have (β ∧ θ)p− γ(1 − p) > 0, and so the sum in the last inequality

converges. Then

(4.14) I1 ≤ CA0,A′,p,β,θ,γ.

Now we estimate I2. Note that if |B| = |B(xB, 1)| we obtain
ˆ

2A0rB≤d(x,xB)<2A0

V (x, xB)−pdµ(x) . |B(xB, 2A0rB)|−p |B(xB, 2A0)|

≤ |B(xB, rB)|−p |B(xB, 1)|

= |B(xB, 1)|1−p .(4.15)

And if |B| < |B(xB , 1)|, there will exists a non-negative integer m and positive numbers
r1, r2, · · · , rm such that rB < r1 < · · · < rm < rm+1 := 1 and

(4.16) (A′)j−1 |B| < |B(xB, rj)| ≤ (A′)j |B| ,

for all 0 ≤ j ≤ m+ 1 (see Proposition 3.9 for the proof of this construction). Then by (4.16)
we obtain

ˆ

2A0rB≤d(x,xB)<2A0

V (x, xB)−pdµ(x) =
m∑

j=0

ˆ

2A0rj≤d(x,xB)<2A0rj+1

V (x, xB)−pdµ(x)

.
m∑

j=0

|B(xB, 2A0rj)|
−p |B(xB , 2A0rj+1)|

.
m∑

j=0

|B(xB, rj)|
−p |B(xB, rj+1)| ≤ (A′)1+p |B|1−p

m∑

j=0

(A′)(1−p)j

≤
(A′)1+p

(A′)1−p − 1
|B|1−p [(A′)(1−p)(m+1) − 1]

≤
(A′)2

(A′)1−p − 1
[(A′)m |B|]1−p

≤
(A′)2

(A′)1−p − 1
|B(xB, 1)|1−p ,(4.17)

where in the last inequality we have used (4.16) with j = m+ 1. So, from (4.15) and (4.17)
we obtain

(4.18)

ˆ

2A0rB≤d(x,xB)<2A0

V (x, xB)−pdµ(x) . |B(xB, 1)|1−p .

On the other hand
ˆ

2A0≤d(x,xB)

d(x, xB)−θp

V (x, xB)p
dµ(x) .

∞∑

j=1

(2jA0)
−θp

ˆ

2jA0≤d(x,xB)≤2j+1A0

1

|B(xB, 2jA0)|p
dµ(x)

.
∞∑

j=1

2−jθp |B(xB, 2
j+1A0)|

|B(xB , 2jA0)|
p .

∞∑

j=1

2−jθp
∣∣∣B(xB, 2

jA0)
∣∣∣
1−p
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.
∞∑

j=1

2j[γ(1−p)−θp] |B(xB, A0)|1−p

≤ (A′Aγ0)1−p |B(xB, 1)|1−p
∞∑

j=1

2j[γ(1−p)−θp] . |B(xB , 1)|1−p(4.19)

where the constant in the last inequality depends only on A0, γ, A
′, p and θ and the conver-

gence of the sum follows since γ(1
p

− 1) < θ. Then, from (4.18), (4.19) and approximate
moment condition of a we obtain

I2 ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣

p {ˆ

2A0rB≤d(x,xB)<2A0

1

V (x, xB)p
dµ(x) +

ˆ

2A0≤d(x,xB)

[
d(x, xB)−θ

V (x, xB)

]p
dµ(x)

}

.

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣

p

|B(xB, 1)|1−p . 1(4.20)

where the constant in the last inequality only depends on A0, γ, A
′, p and θ. So, from (4.14)

and (4.20) we obtain
I ≤ CA0,A′,p,β,θ,γ.

To estimate II, we follow the same lines as in the proof of [16, Lemma 4.2] (case 1 and
Case 2) since the moment condition of a does not play any role in the argument. �

Now we are ready to state the desired result.

Theorem 4.11. Let p ∈] γ
γ+η

, 1[, q ∈ [1,∞] and β, θ ∈ ]γ(1
p

− 1), η[. In regard hp#(X) and

hp(X) as subspaces of (Gη
0 (β, θ))∗, then hp#(X) = hp(X) with equivalent norms.

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.7, it will be sufficient to show the theorem for q = ∞. We
start showing that hp,∞# (X) ⊂ hp(X), following the proof presented at [15, Section 4.1].

Let f ∈ hp,∞# (X). Then, there exists {λj} ∈ ℓp(C) and (p,∞, 1)-approximate atoms aj
such that f =

∑∞
j=1 λjaj , in ℓ∗

1
p

−1,1
(X). Since by (4.9) we have Gη

0 (β, θ) ⊂ ℓ1/p−1,1(X), the

restriction g := f Gη
0 (β,θ) ∈ (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗ and g =
∑∞
j=1 λjaj in (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗. Then,

g∗
0(x) ≤

∞∑

j=1

|λj| (aj)
∗
0(x), ∀x ∈ X

and from the Proposition 4.10

‖g∗
0‖pLp(X) ≤

∞∑

j=1

|λj |
p ‖(aj)

∗
0‖pLp(X) .

∞∑

j=1

|λj|
p .

This shows that g ∈ hp(X) and also by the arbitrariness of the decomposition

‖g‖hp . ‖f‖p,∞.

In this sense, hp,∞# (X) ⊂ hp(X).
Now we deal with the inclusion hp(X) ⊂ hp,∞# (X). Recall that hp(X) = hpcw(X), where

here hpcw(X) is characterized by the atomic space defined in terms of local (p,∞)-atoms with
convergence in (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗ (see [16, Definition 4.1 and Proposition 4.13].) So, given f ∈
hpcw(X) ∩ (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗, there exists {λj}j ∈ ℓp(X) and a sequence {aj} of local (p,∞)−atoms

such that f =
∑∞
j=1 λjaj in (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗. From [16, Theorem 7.4 and Corollary 7.5] we have
that (hpcw(X))∗ = ℓ 1

p
−1,1(X), and so the action ϕ(f) is well defined for any ϕ ∈ ℓ 1

p
−1,1(X).
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Then we define Λf : ℓ1/p−1,1(X) −→ C by Λf(ϕ) := ϕ(f). Since the sequence of partial sums
of
∑∞
j=1 λjaj converges to f in hpcw(X)−norm, we have

(4.21) Λf(ϕ) = lim
n→∞

ϕ




n∑

j=1

λjaj


 = lim

n→∞

n∑

j=1

λj

ˆ

ajϕdµ

for any ϕ ∈ ℓ1/p−1,1(X) (see [16, Theorem 7.4]). Note that (4.21) shows that Λf is indepen-
dent of the decomposition

∑∞
j=1 λjaj and Λf = f on Gη

0 (β, θ). From (4.21) and Proposition
3.4 we have Λf ∈ hp,∞# (X), and

‖Λf‖
p
hp,∞

#

≤
∞∑

j=1

|λj |
p .

From the arbitrariness of the decomposition of f we have

‖Λf‖hp,∞
#

≤ ‖f‖hp
cw

for all f ∈ hpcw(X) ∩ (Gη
0 (β, θ))∗, as desired. �

5. Continuity of inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund type operators

In this section we discuss conditions on the boundedness of inhomogeneous Calderón-
Zygmund operators of order (ν, s) on local Hardy spaces. For the sake of completeness, we
write the precise definition of some elements already mentioned at the introduction. Let
s ∈ (0, 1] and denote by C(X) the space of continuous functions in X. Recall that the space
of s-Hölder continuous functions (homogeneous) on X is defined by

Cs(X) =

{
f ∈ C(X) : ‖f‖L∞ + sup

x 6=y

|f(x) − f(y)|

d(x, y)s
< ∞

}
.

We denote by Vs := Cs
b (X) the space of functions in Cs(X) with bounded support. The

set of continuous linear functionals on Cs
b (X) will be denoted by (Cs

b (X))∗, and it will be
equipped with the weak* topology. We refer to the elements in (Cs

b (X))∗ as distributions.

Definition 5.1. A µ-mensurable function K : (X ×X) \ {(x, x) : x ∈ X} → C is called an
inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund kernel of order (ν, s) if it satisfies conditions (1.6) and
(1.4). A linear and bounded operator R : Vs(X) → V ∗

s (X) is an inhomogeneous Calderón-
Zygmund operator of order (ν, s) it is associated to an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund
kernel of order (ν, s) in the integral sense (1.5) and is bounded in L2(X).

In what follows we prove the well definition of (1.5) and R∗(1) when R is an inhomogeneous
Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s) for every f ∈ L2

c(X).

Proposition 5.2. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s).
Then Rf ∈ L1(X) for every f ∈ L2

c(X). Moreover R∗(1) ∈ L2
loc(X) in the following sense:

there exists F ∈ L2
loc(X) such that

〈R∗(1), g〉 =

ˆ

F (x)g(x)dµ(x), ∀ g ∈ L2
c(X).

Consequently R∗(1) is well defined in the sense of distributions

(5.1) 〈R∗(1), f〉 :=

ˆ

Rf(x)dµ(x), ∀f ∈ L2
c(X).
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Proof. Let f ∈ L2
c(X) and suppose that supp f ⊂ B. Then

ˆ

2A0B

|Rf(x)| dµ(x) ≤ |2A0B|
1
2 ‖Rf‖L2(X) ≤ |2A0B|

1
2 ‖R‖L2→L2‖f‖L2 .

To deal with the estimate in (2A0B)∁, from (i′) in the previous definition and Proposition
2.1 (ii) we obtain

ˆ

(2A0B)∁
|Rf(x)| dµ(x) ≤

ˆ

(2A0B)∁

ˆ

B

|K(x, y)| |f(y)| dµ(y)dµ(x)

≤

ˆ

B

|f(y)|

ˆ

(2A0B)∁

1

V (x, y)d(x, y)ν
dµ(x)dµ(y)

≤

ˆ

B

|f(y)|

ˆ

(B(y,rB))∁

1

V (x, y)d(x, y)ν
dµ(x)dµ(y)

. r−ν
B

ˆ

B

|f(y)| dµ(y)

≤ r−ν
B |B|

1
2 ‖f‖L2 .

Combining the previous estimates we have

(5.2) ‖Rf‖L1 . |B|
1
2

(
‖R‖L2 + r−ν

B

)
‖f‖L2.

Moreover, for each ball B there exists F ∈ L2
loc(B) such that

〈R∗(1), g〉 =

ˆ

F (x)g(x)dµ(x), ∀ g ∈ L2
c(B).

In fact, the functional g 7→ 〈R∗(1),1Bg〉 defined on L2(B) is bounded from (5.2), and then
by the Riesz Representation theorem there exists FB ∈ L2(B) such that

〈R∗(1),1Bg〉 =

ˆ

R(1Bg)(x)dµ(x) =

ˆ

B

FB(x)g(x)dµ(x)

for all g ∈ L2(B) (and in particular for all g ∈ L2
c(X) with supp g ⊂ B). We point out that

if B1 ⊂ B2 and g ∈ L2(B1) then
ˆ

B1

1B1
FB2g dµ =

ˆ

B2

FB2 (1B1
g) dµ = 〈R∗(1),1B2

(1B1
g)〉 = 〈R∗(1),1B1

g〉 =

ˆ

B1

FB1g dµ.

Thus 1B1
FB2 = FB1 almost everywhere in B1. Using a sequence of nested subsets B1 ⊂

B2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ X that exhaust X, we are able to define F ∈ L2
loc(X) such that F Bj

= FBj .
Moreover, for g ∈ L2

c(X) with supp g ⊂ B we obtain

〈R∗(1), g〉 = 〈R∗(1),1Bg〉 =

ˆ

B

FB(x)g(x)dµ(x) =

ˆ

B

F (x)g(x)dµ(x) =

ˆ

F (x)g(x)dµ(x).

�

In the next proposition, we show the expected property that if R is an inhomogeneous
Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s), then it maps local atoms into approximate
molecules. This strategy has been used extensively in the Euclidean setting to infer bound-
edness of Calderón-Zygmund type operators in Hardy spaces. However, in contrast to the
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setting of Hardy spaces in Rn, this property is not sufficient to conclude the boundedness in
hp#(X), as it will be discussed later.

Proposition 5.3. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s)
and γ

γ+min{ν,s}
< p < 1. Suppose that there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B :=

B(xB, rB) ⊂ X with rB < T we have that f := R∗(1) satisfies

(5.3)

(
 

B

|f − fB|2 dµ

)1/2

≤ C |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p |B(xB, rB)|

1
p

−1 .

If a is a local (p, 2)−atom supported in B(xB, rB), then Ra is a multiple constant of a
(p, 2, T, λ)−approximate molecule centered in B(xB, 2A0rB), for some λ satisfying (3.35).

Proof. Let a is a local (p, 2)−atom supported in B = B(xB, rB). We claim that Ra is a
multiple of a (p, 2, T, λ)− approximate molecule centered in B∗ := B(xB, 2A0rB). In fact,
from the L2-boundedness of R it follows

‖Ra1B∗‖L2 ≤ ‖Ra‖L2 ≤ ‖R‖L2‖a‖L2 ≤ [A′(2A0)
γ ](

1
p

− 1
2)‖R‖L2 |B∗|

1
2

− 1
p .(5.4)

To verify confition (ii), lets assume rB < T and let Ck = B(xB, A02k+1rB) \ B(xB, A02
krB)

for k ≥ 1. Then, using the vanishing moments of a we may write

‖Ra‖L2(Ck) =



ˆ

Ck

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

[K(x, y) −K(x, xB)] a(y)dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dµ(x)




1
2

≤



ˆ

B

|a(y)|

[
ˆ

Ck

|K(x, y) −K(x, xB)|2dµ(x)

] 1
2

dµ(y)




For each y ∈ B and x ∈ Ck we have d(x, xB) > (2kA0)d(y, xB) and by the pointwise kernel
estimate (1.4) it follows from Proposition 2.1

ˆ

Ck

|K(x, y) −K(x, xB)|2dµ(x) ≤

ˆ

Ck

(
d(y, xB)

d(x, xB)

)2s
1

V (x, xB)2
dµ(x)

.(rB)2s
∣∣∣B(xB, 2

kA0rB)
∣∣∣
−1

ˆ

Ck

d(xB, x)−2s

V (xB, x)
dµ(x)

. (rB)2s
∣∣∣B(xB, 2

kA0rB)
∣∣∣
−1

(2kA0rB)−2s

= (A−1
0 )2s

∣∣∣B(xB , 2
kA0rB)

∣∣∣
−1

(2k)−2s.

Then, from the previous estimate

‖Ra‖L2(Ck) =



ˆ

Ck

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B

[K(x, y) −K(x, xB)] a(y)dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dµ(x)




1
2

.‖a‖L1

∣∣∣B(xB, 2
kA0rB)

∣∣∣
− 1

2 (2k)−s

≤|B(xB, rB)|1− 1
p

∣∣∣B(xB, 2
kA0rB)

∣∣∣
− 1

2 (2k)−s

≤ [A′(2kA0)γ]
1
p

−1
∣∣∣B(xB, 2

kA0rB)
∣∣∣
1− 1

p
∣∣∣B(xB, 2

kA0rB)
∣∣∣
− 1

2 (2k)−s
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= [A′(2kA0)
γ]

1
p

−1
∣∣∣B(xB, 2

kA0rB)
∣∣∣

1
2

− 1
p (2k)−s

≤ [A′(2kA0)γ]
1
p

−1(A′)
1
p

− 1
2

∣∣∣B(xB, 2
k+1A0rB)

∣∣∣
1
2

− 1
p (2k)−s

= [A′(A0)γ]
1
p

−1(A′)
1
p

− 1
2

∣∣∣B(xB, 2
k+1A0rB)

∣∣∣
1
2

− 1
p 2k(γ( 1

p
−1)−s)(5.5)

Now, we move on to the case where rB ≥ T . First, note that if x ∈ Ck and y ∈ B, then
from quasi-triangle inequality we obtain

2kA0rB ≤ d(x, xB) ≤ A0(d(x, y) + d(y, xB)) < A0d(x, y) + A0rB,

and then d(x, y) > (2k − 1)rB. Moreover, for every z ∈ B(xB, 2
k+1A0rB), we have

d(z, y) ≤ A0(d(z, xB) + d(xB, y)) < A2
0rB(2k+1 + A−1

0 ) ≤
2k+1 + 1

2k − 1
A2

0d(x, y)

= (2 +
3

2k − 1
)A2

0d(x, y) ≤ 5A2
0d(x, y).

This means that B(xB, 2
k+1A0rB) ⊂ B(y, 5A2

0 d(x, y)) and hence

|B(xB, 2
k+1A0rB)| ≤ |B(y, 5A2

0 d(x, y))| ≤ A′(5A2
0)γ|B(y, d(x, y))| = A′(5A2

0)
γV (x, y).(5.6)

Going back to the estimate of (ii), since for this case the atoms does not necessarily satisfy
vanishing moments, it follows by the inhomogeneous kernel condition (1.6), Proposition 2.1
and the estimate (5.6)

‖Ra‖L2(Ck) ≤

ˆ

B

|a(y)|

[
ˆ

Ck

|K(x, y)|2 dµ(x)

] 1
2

dµ(y)

≤

ˆ

B

|a(y)|

[
ˆ

Ck

d(x, y)−2ν

V (x, y)2
dµ(x)

] 1
2

dµ(y)

.
1

|B(xB, 2k+1A0rB)|
1
2

ˆ

B

|a(y)|

[
ˆ

Ck

d(x, y)−2ν

V (x, y)
dµ(x)

] 1
2

dµ(y)

≤
1

|B(xB, 2k+1A0rB)|
1
2

ˆ

B

|a(y)|

[
ˆ

(2k−1)rB≤d(x,y)

d(x, y)−2ν

V (x, y)
dµ(x)

] 1
2

dµ(y)

.
1

|B(xB, 2k+1A0rB)|
1
2

[
(2k − 1)rB

]−ν
ˆ

B

|a(y)| dµ(y)

≤
1

|B(xB, 2k+1A0rB)|
1
2

|B(xB, rB)|1− 1
p (2k−1T )−ν

≤ 2νT−ν [A′(2A0)γ]
1
p

−1 |B(xB, 2
k+1A0rB)|

1
2

− 1
p 2k(γ( 1

p
−1)−ν).(5.7)

Then, from estimates (5.5) and (5.7) we conclude that λk = 2k[γ( 1
p

−1)−min{ν,s}] and it clearly
satisfies (3.35).

In order to conclude the proof, it remains to provide the estimate of de moment condition
of Ra. Since it suffices to show it when rB < T , by the vanishing condition on a and from
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(5.9) we have
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Ra(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ = |〈R∗(1) − (R∗1)B, a〉| ≤ ‖a‖L2‖R
∗(1) −mB,T (R∗1)‖L2(B)

≤ |B|
1
2

− 1
p ‖R∗(1) −mB,T (R∗1)‖L2(B)

≤ C |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p .

�

A natural question arises on how to guarantee a bounded extension of R from hpcw(X) to
hp#(X) from Proposition 5.3. In fact, given f ∈ hpcw(X) decomposed as f =

∑
j λjaj for local

(p, 2)− atoms and lets suppose that

(5.8) Rf =
∑

j

λjRaj in ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T (X).

Then since Raj is a multiple of (p, 2, T, λ)-approximate molecule, with constant independent
of aj , using Corollary 3.15 we can show that

‖Rf‖p,2 .

(
∑

j

|λj|
p

)1/p

≈ ‖f‖hp
cw
.

In the next theorem, we replace (5.8) assuming ‖·‖hp,2
fin

≈ ‖·‖hp
cw

in hp,2fin(X), i.e. the norms

in hp,2fin(X) and hpcw(X) are equivalents.

Theorem 5.4. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s) and
γ

γ+min{ν,s}
< p < 1. Suppose that there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B := B(xB , rB) ⊂

X with rB < T we have that f := R∗(1) satisfies

(5.9)

(
 

B

|f − fB|2 dµ

)1/2

≤ C |B(xB, T )|1− 1
p |B(xB, rB)|

1
p

−1 .

If ‖·‖hp,2
fin

≈ ‖·‖hp
cw

in hp,2fin(X), then the operator R can be extended as a linear bounded

operator from hpcw(X) to hp#(X).

Proof. Since R is a bounded linear operator on L2(X), it is is a well defined linear operator
on hp,2fin(X). Then, given f ∈ hp,2fin(X) with f =

∑m
j=1 λjaj , from Propositions 5.3 and 3.14

we have that

‖Rf‖hp,2
#

(X) ≤
m∑

j=1

|λj| ‖Raj‖hp,2
#

(X) .




m∑

j=1

|λj |
p




1/p

,(5.10)

where the implicit constant does not depend on f . From the arbitrariness of the decompo-
sition for f and since ‖·‖hp,2

fin
(X) ≈ ‖·‖hp

cw(X) on hp,2fin(X) we have

(5.11) ‖Rf‖hp,2
#

(X) . ‖f‖hp
cw(X), ∀f ∈ hp,2fin(X).
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On the other hand, given f ∈ hpcw(X) with f =
∑∞
j=1 λjaj in ℓ∗

1
p

−1,T
(X) where {aj}j are

local (p, 2)−atoms, it follows by (5.10) that the sequence of partial sums





m∑

j=1

λjRaj




m∈N

is

a Cauchy sequence in hp,2# (X), and hence it converges in hp,2# (X). Thus, we can extend the
operator R on hpcw(X) as

(5.12) R̃(f) := lim
m→∞

m∑

j=1

λjR(aj), in hp,2# (X).

Note that (5.11) gives us the well definition of the extension R̃. In fact, let f =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj =
∞∑

j=1

λ̃j ãj

in ℓ∗
1
p

−1,T
(X), then

∥∥∥∥∥∥
R̃(f) −

m∑

j=1

λ̃jR(ãj)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
p,2

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥
R̃(f) −

n∑

j=1

λjRaj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
p,2

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥
R




n∑

j=1

λjaj


− R




m∑

j=1

λ̃j ãj



∥∥∥∥∥∥
p,2

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥
R̃(f) −

n∑

j=1

λjRaj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
p,2

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

λjaj −
m∑

j=1

λ̃jãj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
hp

cw

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥
R̃(f) −

n∑

j=1

λjRaj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
p,2

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

λjaj − f

∥∥∥∥∥∥
hp

cw

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥
f −

m∑

j=1

λ̃j ãj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
hp

cw

,

for any m,n ∈ N, this shows the well definition of R̃. Also, from (5.11) we obtain

‖R̃(f)‖p,2 . ‖f‖hp
cw
, ∀ f ∈ hpcw(X).

�

We emphasize that condition ‖·‖hp,2
fin

≈ ‖·‖hp
cw

in Theorem 5.4 is used to show the bound-

edness and well definition of the extension of R in hpcw(X). This equivalence between norms
was a condition used to extend bounded linear operators on local Hardy spaces in [16, Propo-
sition 7.1 and Theorem 7.4]. In the latter work, the existence of a maximal characterization
associated to the atomic decomposition in terms of local (p, q)−atoms plays a fundamental
role.

5.1. On local Hardy spaces hp(X). In this section, we present the proof of Theorem
1.2 as a direct consequence of relation between hp#(X) and hp(X) given by Theorem 4.11
and the results of previous section. We point out that in this section R will denote an
inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s) for s ∈]0, η], where η is the same
index of regularity considered in Section 4.

Next we restate the Theorem 1.2 adding precisely details on the parameters in hp(X)
considered.

Theorem 5.5. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s),
γ

γ+min{ν,s}
< p < 1, and β, θ ∈ ]γ(1

p
− 1), η[ . In regard hp(X) as a subspace of (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗, if
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there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B(xB, rB) ⊂ X with rB < 1 we have that f := R∗(1)
satisfies

(5.13)

(
 

B

|f − fB|2dµ

)1/2

≤ C |B(xB , 1)|1− 1
p |B(xB, rB)|

1
p

−1 ,

then the operator R defines a linear bounded operator on hp(X).

Proof. Since hp(X) = hp,2cw (X) ([16, Theorem 4.13]) with equivalent norms, ‖·‖hp,2
fin

≈ ‖·‖hp,2
cw

in hp,2fin(X) by item (i) at [16, Proposition 7.1] and hp,2# (X) = hp(X) with equivalent norms
as consequence of Proposition 4.11, the proof follows the same argument as presented in the
proof of Theorem 5.4. �

Analogous to Theorem 5.8 we state the following result:

Theorem 5.6. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s),
γ

γ+min{ν,s}
< p ≤ 1, and β, θ ∈ (γ(1

p
− 1), η). In regard hp(X) as a subspace of (Gη

0 (β, θ))∗,

then the operator R defines a linear bounded operator from hp(X) to Lp(X).

The proof is bis idem the proof of Theorem 5.4 using the Proposition 5.7. Note that p = 1
is included in the statement of theorem, since h1(X) = h1,2

cw (X) by [16, Theorem 4.13] with
equivalent norms, ‖·‖h1,2

fin
≈ ‖·‖h1,2

cw
in h1,2

fin(X) by [16, Proposition 7.1]) and the conclusion

follows by Proposition 5.7.

5.2. On Lebesgue spaces Lp(X). In this section we use the previous calculations to obtain
the boundedness of inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator from hpcw(X) to Lp(X),
where any assumption on R∗(1) is required. The next result is a consequence of the proof of
Proposition 5.3.

Proposition 5.7. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s),
γ

γ+min{ν,s}
< p ≤ 1, and a be a local (p, 2)−atom. Then there exists a constant C > 0, which

does not depend on a (but it can depend on T,A0, A
′, γ, p, ν, s ), such that

‖Ra‖Lp ≤ C.

Proof. Let a is a local (p, 2)−atom supported in B = B(xB, rB), B∗ := B(xB, 2A0rB) and
Ck = B(xB, A02

k+1rB) \B(xB , A02
krB) for k ≥ 1. Then, using Holder’s inequality we have

ˆ

|Ra|p dµ =

ˆ

B∗

|Ra|p dµ+
∞∑

k=1

ˆ

Ck

|Ra|p dµ

≤ ‖Ra‖pL2 |B∗|1− p
2 +

∞∑

k=1

|Ck|
1− p

2 ‖Ra‖pL2(Ck).

From (5.4), (5.5) case rB < T , or (5.7) case rB ≥ T , we obtain
ˆ

|Ra|p dµ ≤ [A′(2A0)
γ](1− p

2 )‖R‖pL2

+ Cp
∞∑

k=1

∣∣∣B(xB, 2
k+1A0rB)

∣∣∣
p
2

−1
2k(γ( 1

p
−1)−min{ν,s})p |Ck|

1− p
2
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≤ [A′(2A0)
γ](1− p

2 )‖R‖pL2 + Cp
∞∑

k=1

2k(γ( 1
p

−1)−min{ν,s})p

. 1,

where C = max
{
[A′(A0)γ]

1
p

−1(A′)
1
p

− 1
2 , 2νT−ν [A′(2A0)

γ]
1
p

−1
}
. �

As a consequence, we obtain the following boundedness result.

Theorem 5.8. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s) and
γ

γ+min{ν,s}
< p < 1. If ‖·‖hp,2

fin
≈ ‖·‖hp,2

cw
in hp,2fin(X), then the operator R can be extended as a

linear bounded operator from hpcw(X) to Lp(X).

Proof. Using the Proposition 5.7, the proof follows the same lines in the proof of Theorem
5.4. �

6. The case p = 1

In this section, we present a version of Theorem 5.5 for p = 1. First, note that the
definition of hp#(X) does not cover the case p = 1 since the convergence of the atomic series
is not defined. We start by considering atoms with appropriate cancellation condition.

Definition 6.1. Let 1 < q ≤ ∞. We say that a µ-measurable function a is a (1, q, T )-
approximate atom if it satisfies the usual support and size condition of Definition 3.1 with
p = 1 and

(6.1)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

a dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
2

log(2 + T/rB)
.

Atoms satisfying these approximate moment conditions were considered in [11]. In the
same way as the case p < 1, condition (6.1) is just a local requirement when rB < T , since
from the support and size we have for rB ≥ T

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

a dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖a‖Lq |B(xB, rB)|
1

q′ ≤ 1 ≤
2

log(2 + T/rB)
.

Also, with the same proof presented in Remark 3.2 item (ii), we can show that each
(1, q, T )−approximate atom is a multiple constant of a (1, q, T ′)−approximate atom for any
T, T ′ > 0.

The moment condition (6.1) is more restricted than (3.1) when p = 1 with rB < T . For
more details on this condition we refer [9, 10, 11].

Now, the convergence of atomic series will be in the dual of the local bmo(X). We recall
that bmo(X) is defined as the space of functions f in L1

loc(X) such that

‖f‖bmo := ‖f ∗‖L∞ < ∞,

where f ∗(x) := sup
B∋x

M
B
0,1,T (f). Clearly bmo(X) = c0,q,T (X) for any 1 ≤ q < ∞, as a conse-

quence of Lemma 6.1 in [11], and (bmo(X), ‖·‖bmo) is a normed space where each (1, q, T )-
approximate atom defines a continuous linear functional with dual bmo∗(X)−norm uniform
(see [11, Remarks 7.4]). This allows us to establish an analogous result to Proposition 3.4
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for p = 1 and 1 < q ≤ ∞ defining h1,q
# (X) as elements g ∈ bmo∗(X) for which there exist a

sequence {aj}j of (1, q, T )-approximate atoms and a sequence {λj}j ∈ ℓ1(C) such that

(6.2) g =
∞∑

j=0

λjaj , in bmo∗(X),

with quasi-norm

‖g‖1,q := inf




∑

j

|λj|



 ,

where the infimum is taken over all such atomic representations (6.2) of g. As before,
d1,q (g, h) := ‖g − h‖1,q defines a metric in h1,q

# (X) making the space complete.

Adapting the proof of Proposition 3.7, we have h1,q
# (X) = h1,∞

# (X) for q ∈]1,∞[ with

equivalent norms, assuming µ as a Borel regular measure. We denote by h1,q
fin,#(X) the

subspace of bmo∗(X) consisting of all finite linear combination of (1, q, T )−approximate
atoms, which is dense in (h1,q

# (X), d1,q).

In the next definition, we consider the molecular structure of h1
#(X), as an extension of

Definition 3.13 for the case p = 1.

Definition 6.2. Let 1 < q ≤ ∞ and λ := {λk}k∈N ⊂ [0,∞) satisfying

(6.3) ‖λ‖1 :=
∞∑

k=1

kλk < ∞.

A measurable function M in X is called a (1, q, T, λ)-approximate molecule if there exists
a ball B = B(xB, rB) ⊂ X such that the size conditions (i) and (ii) in Definition 3.13 with
p = 1 are satisfied and moreover the following cancellation condition holds

(6.4)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
2

log(2 + T/rB)
.

Again, up to a multiplication by a constant, the moment condition (6.4) for molecules is

also local since when rB ≥ T we have 1 ≤
2

log(2 + T/rB)
and then

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

M dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |B|1− 1
q ‖M 1B‖Lq +

∞∑

k=1

λk |Ak|
1− 1

q ‖M 1Ak
‖Lq ≤

(
1 +

∞∑

k=1

λk
) 2

log(2 + T/rB)
.

Moreover, each (1, q, T, λ)-approximate molecule M centered in B defines a distribution on
bmo(X). In effect, from Corollary 3.3 in [11], the same argument employed to prove (3.40)
shows that

(6.5) ‖M‖bmo∗(X) ≤ C(A′)j0(1− 1
q

)(1 +
∞∑

j=1

λj),

for some j0 ∈ N ∪ {0} such that 2j0rB ≥ T .
Next, we state the molecular decomposition of h1

#(X). Since its proof makes use of the
same idea of the proof of Proposition 3.14, just taking p = 1 and 1 < q ≤ ∞ with the
appropriate moment condition (6.1), we omit the details.
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Proposition 6.3. Let 1 < q ≤ ∞ and M be a (1, q, T, λ)−approximate molecule. Then
there exist a sequence {βj}j ∈ ℓ1(C) and {aj}j of (1, q, T )−approximate atoms such that

(6.6) M =
∞∑

j=0

βjaj , in Lq(X)

with
∑

j

|βj | ≤ CA‖λ‖1. Moreover, the convergence of (6.6) is in bmo∗(X) and ‖M‖1,q ≤

CA,A′(1 + ‖λ‖1).

In the same way, we state a version of Proposition 5.3 for p = 1.

Proposition 6.4. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s).
Suppose there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B := B(xB, rB) ⊂ X with rB < T we have
that f := R∗(1) satisfies

(6.7)

(
 

B

|f − fB|2 dµ

)1/2

≤ C
2

log(2 + T/rB)
.

If a is a local (1, 2)−atom supported in B(xB , rB), then Ra is a multiple constant of a
(1, 2, T, λ)−approximate molecule centered in B(xB, 2A0rB), for some λ satisfying (6.3).

We emphasize the sequence λ = {λk}k announced at last result is exactly the same found
in the proof of Proposition 5.3 taking p = 1, namely λk := 2−kmin{ν,s}.

Let h1
cw(X) be the set of distributions f ∈ bmo∗(X) such that

f =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj , in bmo∗(X),

for some {λj}j ∈ ℓ1(C) and {aj}j local (1, q)−atoms, equipped with the norm ‖f‖h1
cw

:=

inf
(∑∞

j=1 |λj|
)
, where the infimum is taken over all such decompositions. Analogously as

h1
#(X), the space h1

cw(X) does not depend on 1 < q ≤ ∞, assuming µ is Borel regular. We

use the notation h1,q
cw (X) to emphasize the type of (1, q, T )−atoms considered. In the similar

way, we denote h1,q
fin(X) the set of finite linear combinations of local (1, q, T )−atoms.

Now, we make a comparison between the spaces h1
#(X) and h1

cw(X) with the local Hardy
space considered in [11], that we denote by h1

g(X) in this work. Macías and Segovia in [18]
and [19] showed the existence of a quasi-metric ρ equivalent to d (i.e. c1, c2 > 0 such that
c1ρ(x, y) ≤ d(x, y) ≤ c2ρ(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X) satisfying the following property: there exist
α ∈]0, 1[ and a constant Cd > 0 such that for all x ∈ X and r > 0

(6.8) |ρ(y, x) − ρ(z, x)| ≤ Cdr
1−αρ(y, z)α

whenever y, z ∈ Bρ(x, r). The advantage is that µ(Bd(x, t)) ≈ µ(Bρ(x, t)) and now balls are
open. From now on, we consider (X, d, µ) a homogeneous type space where d satisfies the
condition (6.8).

We say that a function f ∈ L1
loc(X) belongs to h1

g(X) when ‖f‖h1
g

:= ‖MFf‖L1 < ∞,

where

MFf(x) := sup
ψ∈Fx

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

fψdµ

∣∣∣∣∣
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and Fx means the set of α-Hölder continuous functions ψ supported in a ball B(x, t), 0 <
t < 4A2

0 T satisfying

(6.9) ‖ψ‖∞ ≤
CF

|B(x, t)|
and ‖ψ‖Lα ≤

CF

tα |B(x, t)|

for some positive constant CF . Here α is the same constant appearing in (6.8). The space
h1
g(X) is complete and continuously embedded in L1(X).

In [11], the authors proved an atomic decomposition, namely if f ∈ h1
g(X) then there exist

a sequence of local (1,∞, T )−atoms {aj}j and a sequence of coefficients {λj}j in ℓ1(C) such
that

f =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj, with
∞∑

j=1

|λj| ≤ C‖f‖h1
g
,

where C > 0 is independent to f . Conversely, if {λj}j is a sequence in ℓ1(C) and {aj}j
are local (1,∞, T )−atoms (or approximate atoms) then

∑∞
j=1 λjaj converges in h1

g(X) and
‖
∑∞
j=1 λjaj‖h1

g
≤
∑∞
j=1 |λj|. They also proved that bmo(X) can be identified with dual of

h1
g(X), i.e. each ϕ ∈ bmo(X) defines a bounded linear functional Λ on h1

g(X) with

(6.10) Λ(ϕ) =

ˆ

fϕdµ,

for any f in a dense subset of h1
g(X) and ‖Λ‖ ≈ ‖ϕ‖bmo. Conversely, each Λ ∈ (h1

g)
∗(X) can

be represented by a function ϕ ∈ bmo(X), denoted by Λϕ, in the sense of (6.10). Clearly,
each (1, q, T )−approximate atom can be paired with a function ϕ ∈ bmo(X) as follows (next
B is the ball containing the support of the atom a)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

aϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

a (ϕ− cB) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣+ |cB|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖a‖Lq

(
ˆ

B

|ϕ− cB|q
′

dµ

)1/q

+ |cB|

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

adµ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤

(
 

|ϕ− cB|q
′

dµ

)1/q

+
2|cB|

log(2 + T/rB)

≤ 3‖ϕ‖bmo,

where the constant cB and the last inequality follows from Lemma 6.1 in [11]. Summarizing
bmo(X) = (h1

g)(X)∗ by [11, Corollary 7.8].

Proposition 6.5. h1
#(X) = h1

g(X) with equivalent norms.

Proof. We start showing h1
g(X) ⊂ h1

#(X) continuously. Given a locally integral function f

in h1
g(X), follows by atomic decomposition theorem mentioned before ([11, Theorem 7.6])

that there exist a sequence of local (1,∞, T )-atoms {aj}j and a sequence of coefficients

{λj}j ∈ ℓ1(C) such that

(6.11) f =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj , in h1
g(X)
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and consequently in L1(X) satisfying
∑∞
j=1 |λj| ≤ C‖f‖h1

g
, for some positive constant C

independent of f . Let ϕ ∈ bmo and denote by Λϕ the identification as element in (h1
g)

∗(X)
associated to ϕ ([11, Corollary 7.8]). Note that any element f ∈ h1

g(X) defines an element
Γf : bmo(X) → C given by 〈Γf , ϕ〉 := Λϕ(f), and also

|〈Γf , ϕ〉| ≤ ‖Λϕ‖(h1
g)∗‖f‖h1

g
≈ ‖ϕ‖bmo‖f‖h1

g
,

for any ϕ ∈ bmo(X). Thus we have
∣∣∣∣∣∣

〈
Γf −

n∑

j=1

λjaj , ϕ

〉∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Λϕ


f −

n∑

j=1

λjaj



∣∣∣∣∣∣
. ‖ϕ‖bmo

∥∥∥∥∥∥
f −

n∑

j=1

λjaj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
h1

g

for any ϕ ∈ bmo(X) that implies

Γf =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj, in bmo∗(X),

and consequently ‖Γf‖h1
#

≤ C‖f‖h1
g
, as desired.

For the other inclusion, let F ∈ h1
#(X). Then there exist {λj}j ∈ ℓ1(C) and a sequence

of (1,∞, T )−approximate atoms {aj}j such that F =
∑∞
j=1 λjaj in bmo∗(X). Note that{∑n

j=1 λjaj
}
n

is a Cauchy sequence in h1
g(X) from Proposition 7.5 in [11]. By completeness

it has to converge to some f ∈ h1
g(X) →֒ L1(X) continously with ‖f‖h1

g
≤ C

∑∞
j=1 |λj |. By

the arbitrariness of the decomposition of F , we obtain

(6.12) ‖f‖h1
g

≤ C‖F‖h1
cw
.

We claim that f is well defined. In fact, if F =
∑∞
j=1 βjbj in bmo∗(X) and

∑
βjbj converges

to some f̃ in h1
g(X)−norm, maintaining the notation Λϕ ∈ h1

g(X)∗ for any ϕ ∈ bmo(X) as
before, follows by [11, Corollary 7.8] that

Λϕ(f̃) = Λϕ(lim
n

n∑

j=1

βjbj) = lim
n

n∑

j=1

βjΛϕ(bj) = lim
n

n∑

j=1

βj

ˆ

bjϕdµ = 〈F, ϕ〉

= lim
n

n∑

j=1

λj

ˆ

ajϕdµ = lim
n

n∑

j=1

λjΛϕ(aj) = Λϕ(lim
n

n∑

j=1

λjaj) = Λϕ(f)

for any ϕ ∈ bmo(X). Follows by identification and duality bmo(X) = (h1
g)

∗(X) that f = f̃
almost everywhere. As consequence, h1

#(X) ⊂ h1
g(X) continuously. �

The next couple of results are self-improvements of Theorems 7.6 and 7.7 in [11], that allow
us to avoid the equivalence between norms used in Theorem 5.4 and implicitly in Theorem
5.5. The first is a special Calderón-Zygmund type decomposition.

Theorem 6.6. Given f ∈ L1
loc(X), α > 0, C0 > 4A0 we can write

f = g + b, b =
∞∑

k=1

bk

for some functions g, bk and a sequence of balls {Bk}
∞
k=1 satisfying
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(i) ‖g‖∞ ≤ cα for some c ≥ 1 depending on C0, A0, α, Cd and A′;

(ii) supp(bk) ⊂ B∗
k := C0Bk and

ˆ

bk dµ = 0, when r(B∗
k) <

T

4(k′)2
;

(iii)

(iii.1) ‖bk‖L1 ≤ 2c

ˆ

B∗

k

MFf dµ,

and

(iii.2) ‖bk‖
2
L2 ≤ 4c2

ˆ

B∗

k

(MFf)2 dµ;

(iv) the balls B∗
k have bounded overlap and

⋃
B∗
k = {x ∈ X : MFf(x) > α} .

The novelty here in comparison to Theorem 7.7 in [11] is the control (iii.2) that can be
proved using the same steps as (iii.1).

Theorem 6.7. If f ∈ h1
g(X)∩L2(X), then there exist a sequence of local (1,∞)-atoms {aj}j

and a sequence of coefficients {λj}j ∈ ℓ1(C) such that

(6.13) f =
∑

λjaj

with convergence in h1
g(X) and L2(X). Moreover,

∑
|λj | ≤ C‖f‖h1

g
for some positive constant

C independent of f .

Proof. Since the maximal Hardy-Littlewood operator M is bounded in L2(X) and MFf(x) ≤
Mf(x) (see [11, pp. 202]) then MFf ∈ L2(X). The proof follows the same steps as in [11,
Theorem 7.6] and the convergence of (6.13) in L2(X) follows from (iii.2) in Theorem 6.6,
since using the same notation from mentioned result we have

‖f − gj‖L2 = ‖bj‖L2 ≤
∞∑

k=1

‖bkj‖L2 ≤ 2c
∑

k

ˆ

(Bk
j )∗

[MF(f)]2dµ .

ˆ

{MF (f)>2j}

[MF(f)]2dµ,

and

‖gj‖
2
L2 ≤

ˆ

Uj

|gj|
2 dµ+

ˆ

F j

|gj |
2 dµ . 22jµ(

{
MFf(x) > 2j

}
) +

ˆ

{MFf(x)≤2j}

[MFf(x)]2dµ(x)

where the constants do not depend on f and j. Clearly, the terms in the right hand side
in the last couple of inequalities goes to zero when j → ±∞ (for more details see [11, pp.
210]).

�

Now we are ready to establish the boundedness of Calderón-Zygmund operators in h1
g(X).

Theorem 6.8. Let R be an inhomogeneous Calderón-Zygmund operator of order (ν, s). If
there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B := B(xB, rB) ⊂ X with rB < T we have that
f := R∗(1) satisfies (

 

B

|f − fB|2 dµ

)1/2

≤ C
2

log(2 + T/rB)
,
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then the operator R can be extended as a linear bounded operator on h1
g(X).

Proof. Since h1,2
fin(X) ⊂ (h1

g ∩ L2)(X) and h1,2
fin(X) is a dense subset of (h1

g(X), ‖·‖h1
g
), it will

be sufficient to prove that

(6.14) ‖Rf‖h1
g

≤ C‖f‖h1
g
, ∀ f ∈ (h1

g ∩ L2)(X).

From Theorem 6.7, given f ∈ (h1
g ∩L2)(X) consider the decomposition (6.13). Thus, by the

continuity of R on L2, we obtain

(6.15) Rf =
∑

k

λkRaj

with convergence in L2(X). We claim that the decomposition in (6.15) converges also in
h1
g(X)−norm. In fact, by Propositions 6.4 and 6.5 there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖Raj‖h1
g

≤ C

for any local (1, 2, T )−atom aj and then
∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

k=1

λjRaj

∥∥∥∥∥
h1

g

=

∥∥∥∥∥MF

(
n∑

k=1

λjRaj

)∥∥∥∥∥
L1

≤
n∑

k=1

|λj| ‖Raj‖h1
g

≤ C
n∑

j=1

|λj | .

This shows that the partial sum Sn :=
∑n
k=1 λjRaj is a Cauchy sequence in h1

g(X), then it

converges to some F ∈ h1
g(X) and

‖F‖h1
g

≤ C‖f‖h1
g
.

On the other hand, since f ∈ h1
g(X) →֒ L1(X) we have that the sequence of partial sums Sn

also converge in L1−norm to F . Taking subsequences of Sn and from (6.15) we obtain that
F = Rf almost everywhere. This shows (6.15) converges in h1

g(X)−norm and therefore we
can establish (6.14). �

Now we compare the spaces h1(X) and h1
g(X).

Proposition 6.9. Let x1 ∈ X and θ ∈ (0,∞). If ψ is α-Hölder continuous function sup-
ported in a ball B(x1, r) satisfying (6.9) then ψ ∈ G(x1, r, α, θ), where α is the same constant
appearing in (6.8). Moreover, there exists C ′

F > 0 independent of ψ such that

‖ψ‖G(x1,r,α,θ) ≤ C ′
F .

Proof. Let x ∈ B(x1, r). Since

(6.16) V (x1, x) + Vr(x1) ≤ 2Vr(x1), and d(x1, x) + r ≤ 2r

we obtain from the first inequality in (6.9) that

(6.17) |ψ(x)| ≤
CF

Vr(x1)
≤

2θ+1CF

V (x1, x) + Vr(x1)

(
r

d(x1, x) + r

)θ
.

Note that (6.17) is trivially valid for x ∈ B(x1, r)
∁, since ψ(x) = 0.

Now, let x, y ∈ X with

(6.18) d(x, y) ≤ (2A0)
−1(r + d(x1, x)).
49



Firstly, suppose that x ∈ B(x1, r). Then by (6.16) and the second inequality in (6.9), we
obtain

|ψ(x) − ψ(y)| ≤ d(x, y)α
CF

rαVr(x1)

≤ 21+θ+αCF

[
d(x, y)

r + d(x1, x)

]α
1

Vr(x1) + V (x1, x)

[
r

r + d(x1, x)

]θ
.(6.19)

Now suppose that y ∈ B(x1, r). From (6.18) we obtain d(x1, x) ≤ (2A0 + 1)r and so by
(2.3) we have V (x1, x) ≤ A′(2A0 + 1)γVr(x1). Thereby from the second inequality in (6.9),
we have

|ψ(x) − ψ(y)| ≤ d(x, y)α
CF

rαVr(x1)

≤ (2A0 + 2)α+θ

[
d(x, y)

r + d(x1, x)

]α [
r

r + d(x1, x)

]θ
CF

A′(2A0 + 1)γ + 1

Vr(x1) + V (x1, x)

≤ C

[
d(x, y)

r + d(x1, x)

]α
1

Vr(x1) + V (x1, x)

[
r

r + d(x1, x)

]θ
,

with C ′
F := [A′(2A0 + 1)γ + 1](2A0 + 2)α+θCF . Clearly, if x, y ∈ B(x1, r)

∁ then the previous
control trivially holds.

Summarizing the inequalities, we conclude that ψ ∈ G(x1, r, α, θ) and moreover

‖ψ‖G(x1,r,α,θ) ≤ C ′
F

uniformly in x1 and r. �

A direct consequence of the previous result is the following: if α, θ ∈ (0, η] and T :=
(4A2

0)
−1, we obtain

(6.20) MFf(x) ≤ C ′
F f

∗
0 (x)

for any x ∈ X and f ∈ (Gη
0 (α, θ))∗ ∩ L1

loc(X). In this way, we state the next result.

Proposition 6.10. Let T = (4A2
0)−1 and α, θ ∈ (0, η]. Considering h1(X) as a subspace of

(Gη
0 (α, θ))∗, we have h1(X) ∩ L1

loc(X) = h1
g(X), with equivalent norms.

Proof. The continuous inclusion h1(X) ∩ L1
loc(X) ⊂ h1

g(X) follows directly from (6.20). On
the other hand, if f ∈ h1

g(X), then f ∈ L1(X) and by [11, Theorem 7.1] there exist a

sequence of local (1,∞, T ) atoms {aj}j and a sequence of coefficients {λj}j ∈ ℓ1(C) such

that f =
∑
j λjaj in L1(X). Then it follows by (4.2) that the convergence f =

∑
j λjaj also

holds in (Gη
0 (α, θ))∗, and thereby from Proposition 4.3 in [16] we obtain f ∈ h1(X) with

‖f‖h1 ≤ C‖f‖h1
g
, for a positive constant C independent of f . Consequently, h1

g(X) ⊂ h1(X)

continuously. �

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Marius Mitrea for suggesting this
problem.
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