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CHARACTERIZATIONS OF H' AND FEFFERMAN-STEIN
DECOMPOSITIONS OF BMO FUNCTIONS
BY SYSTEMS OF SINGULAR INTEGRALS
IN THE DUNKL SETTING

JACEK DZIUBANSKI AND AGNIESZKA HEJNA

ABSTRACT. We extend the classical theorem of Uchiyama about constructive Fefferman-
Stein decompositions of BMO functions by systems of singular integrals to the rational
Dunkl setting. On RY equipped with a root system R and a multiplicity function k > 0,
let dw(x) = [[,cp|{a,x)|"®) dx denote the associated measure and let F stand for the
Dunkl (Fourier-Dunkl) transform. Consider a system (61,6s,...,604) of smooth away
from the origin and homogeneous of degree zero functions on RY. We prove that if

01(6)  02(8) ... Ba(§) ) _ -
rank(el(_g) On(—8) ... 9d(—§)>_2 for all £ e RY, ||¢|| = 1,

then any compactly supported BMO(RY, ||x — y||, dw) function f can be written as
d d
f=90+3 8% |30 . <Clflmo,
j=1 7=0

where Stilg = F~1(0;Fg). As a corollary we obtain characterization of the Hardy
space Hp ., by the system of the singular integral operators (S{l}, stz .., S{d}).
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical result of Uchiyama [22] asserts that if a system (61(&), 62(€), ..., 04(&)) of
complex valued functions on RY, which are C* away from the origin and homogeneous
of degree zero, satisfies the condition

01(&) 628 ... a(O) ) _ N _
(D) rank ( O1(—€) Oy(—E) ... Qdc(l—f) ) =2 forall¢ e RY, |[£] =1,

then the system of the Fourier multiplier operators (51, Ss, ..., Sq), where

Sif(€) = 0;(6) (6,
characterizes the classical real Hardy space H'(RY), that is, an L*(R")-function f be-
longs to H*(RY) if and only if S;f € L'(R") for all 1 < j < d. Here the actions of S;
on L'(RY)-functions are understood in the sense of distribution.
The aim of this work is to extend the result of Uchiyama to the rational Dunkl setting.

To be more precise, on RY equipped with a root system R and a multiplicity function
k>0, let

(1.1) dw(x) = J] (e x)[*) dx

denote the associated measure, where here and subsequently dx means the Lebesgue
measure. Let Ff and F~!f stand the Dunkl transform and the inversion of the Dunkl
transform of f respectively (see (2.5)). Following the classical theory (see Fefferman-
Stein [14]), we say that an L'(dw)-function f belongs to the Hardy space Hp,,, if the
maximal function (built up from the Dunkl-heat semigroup)

Mf(x)=sup [ef(x)]

[l —x||2<t
belongs to L'(dw), where A}, is the Dunkl Laplace operator. Then we set
1 ez, = IMFN L2 ) -

It was proved in [10] that if (§) is a homogeneous of degree zero and C* away from the
origin function on R¥, then the Dunkl-Fourier multiplier operator

f8f=FH0()F()),

initially defined on L?(dw), has a unique extensions to a bounded operator on LP(dw)
for 1 < p < oo and H} ;. Moreover, it is well defined in the sense of distributions on



L'(dw) by the relation

S1.9) = [ HOFHOF R du(©), ¢ SERY)
We are now in a position to state our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that a system of (01(€),02(€), ..., 04(&)) of complex valued func-
tions on RN, which are C* away from the origin and homogeneous of degree zero satisfies
the condition (). Let SUY denote the multiplier operators F(SUYf)(€) = 0,()F f(€).
Then an L*(dw)-function f belongs to the Hardy space HY . if and only if SV} f belong
to L'(dw), 1 < j <d. Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that

d
C M Nm, e < W llmcawy + D ISV Flliiawy < Cllfllag,,
j=1

The characterization of HpY ., by a special system of multiplier operators, namely by
(Id, Ry, ..., Ry), where R;, j = 1,..., N, are the Dunkl-Riesz transforms (which cor-
respond to the Dunkl multipliers —i;/||&||) was proved in [2] by the use of some esti-
mates for Ag-subharmonic functions. Since the space Hj ,, admits decomposition into
Coifman-Weiss type atoms [11], its dual can be identified with the space of BMO(X)
functions on the space of homogeneous type X = (RY, ||x — y||, dw) (see Section 4.2).
Consequently, as a corollary of the characterization of the Hardy space Hp ., by the
Riesz transforms, one obtains an analogue of the Fefferman—Stein decomposition (see
[14]), namely, every BMO(X)-function f can be written as

N N
f=g0+ ) Rig;, with > |lgjlle= < C|lflsymoco:
j=1 =0
In order to prove Theorem 1.2 we apply ideas of Uchiyama [22] which in some sense
inverse the order. First we prove a counterpart of the Fefferman-Stein decomposition

of compactly supported BMO(X) functions which is stated below as our second main
result.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that a system (61(£),02(),-..,04(§)) of homogeneous of degree
zero and smooth away from the origin multipliers satisfies (). Let SUY denote the
Dunkl-Fourier multiplier operators F(SV £)(&) = 0;(&)Ff(€). Then there is a constant
C' > 0 such that any compactly supported BMO(X)-function f can be written as

f= (i sUg,) + g0

j=1
with

d
> g5l < Cllfllmo),
j=0

d
Z 19; 1| 22(aw) < 0.
=0

Then Theorem 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.3 by a duality argument.
It is worth to emphasize that the ideas of Uchiyama were adapted in Christ-Geller [4]
to characterize Hardy spaces on homogeneous nilpotent Lie groups by relevant Riesz
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transforms and then extended, by transference methods, to Hardy spaces associated
with some Grushin operators [13]. The present paper owes a lot to [4].

For relations concerning the dual spaces to the Hardy spaces Hp),,, with the Dunkl-Riesz
transforms, Dunkl-Poisson integrals, and Carleson measures we refer the reader to [15].

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we present basic facts concerning the theory of the Dunkl operators. For
more details we refer the reader to |7], [16], [18], and [19].

We consider the Euclidean space RY with the scalar product (x,y) = Z;VZI z;y;j, where
x = (z1,..,2n), ¥ = (Y1, ..,yn), and the norm ||x||> = (x,x). For a nonzero vector
a € RV, the reflection o, with respect to the hyperplane o’ orthogonal to « is given by

Oa(X) =% — QM
o]

In this paper we fix a normalized root system in RY, that is, a finite set R C RY \ {0}
such that 0,(R) = R and |la|| = v/2 for all @ € R. The finite group G generated by
the reflections o, € R is called the Weyl group (reflection group) of the root system.
A multiplicity function is a G-invariant function k : R — C which will be fixed and > 0
throughout this paper. We denote by N = N + > __ . k(«) the homogeneous dimension
of the system. Clearly,

aER

N f(x) dw(x) = /RN t™Nf(x/t) dw(x) for all f € L*(dw) and t > 0,

(2.1) w(B(tx, tr)) = tNw(B(x,r)) for allx € RV ¢,r >0,

where the measure w is defined in (1.1) and B(x,r) = {y € RY : ||y —x|| < r}. Further,
there is a constant C' > 0 such that

Clw(B(x, 1) < [ (1(x @)+ r)* < Cw(B(x,7)).

aER

Consequently, there exists a constant C' > 1 such that, for every x € R" and for all
ro > 11 >0,

_ N w(B(x,13)) ro\ N

2.2 o2y < BEER) o2

22) <7“1) ~w(B(x,m)) T <7“1) 7

so dw(x) is doubling, that is, there is a constant C' > 0 such that
(2.3) w(B(x,2r)) < Cw(B(x,r)) forallx e RY, r>0.

Thus X = (RY,||x — y||,dw) is a space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman-
Weiss [5].

For ¢ € RY, the Dunkl operators T; are the following k-deformations of the directional
derivatives O by a difference operator:

12f6) = 007 + 37 M) o, 10O S )

aER <Oé, X>
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The Dunkl operators T, which were introduced in [7], commute and are skew-symmetric
with respect to the G-invariant measure dw. Suppose that £ # 0, f,g € C1(RY) and ¢
is G-invariant. Then the following Leibniz rule can be confirmed by a direct calculation:

Te(fg) = f(Teg) + 9(Tef).
For fixed y € RY the Dunkl kernel E(x,y) is a unique analytic solution to the system
Tef =&y f. f(0)=1

The function E(x,y), which generalizes the exponential function e*¥) has a unique
extension to a holomorphic function on CV x CV. Moreover,

(2.4) E(x,y) = E(y,x) and E(x,y) = E(x,y) for all x,y € CV.
Let {e;}1<j<n denote the canonical orthonormal basis in RYN and let T; = 1Te,. For
multi-index I = (81, Bo, ..., Bn) € NY, we set

1| = B1+ P2+ ...+ B,

0120161082520...08?\}\’,

T! :Tf1 OT262 o...on,N.
The Dunkl (Fourier-Dunkl) transform
(25) Fi(e) =" [ B(-ig 2/ dut)

]RN
where

x||2
k= / e dw(x) > 0,
RN
originally defined for f € L'(dw), is an isometry on L*(dw), i.e.,
(2.6) £l c2(aw) = |F fllz2(aw) for all f € L*(dw),

and preserves the Schwartz class of functions S(RY) ([3], see also [6]). It generalizes the
Fourier transform. Its inverse F ! has the form

(2.7 F gt =t [ | Bl xa() due).
The inversion formula

F0) =t [ FreBGE %) due)
R
remains valid if f, Ff € L*(dw) (see |6, Theorem 4.2]).
The Dunkl translation 7 f of a function f € S(RY) by x € RY is defined by

(2.9 nfly) =" [ | B Blig.y) FAE) dufe)

It is a contraction on L?*(dw), however it is an open problem if the Dunkl translations
are bounded operators on LP(dw) for p # 2.
The following specific formula for the Dunkl translations of (reasonable) radial functions
f(x) = f(||x||) was obtained by Résler [17]:

(2.9) e f(=y) = /RN (f o A)(x,y.n) dux(n) for x,y € RV,

Here

A, y,m) = VI + Iy l? = 2{y.m) = VIxI? = [In]* + Iy — 2]
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and fix is a probability measure, which is supported in the set conv O(x), where O(x) =
{o(x) : 0 € G} is the orbit of x.
Formula (2.9) implies that for all radial f € L*(dw) and x € RY we have
|7 f || 21 (awy < 121 (dw)-
Let
d(x,y) = mit [lo(x) — |
be the distance of the orbit of x to the orbit of y. It was proved in [10, Theorem 1.7]
that if f € L?(dw) and supp f C B(0,r) , then
(2.10) T f(=y) =0 ford(x,y) >r.

The Dunkl convolution f * g of two reasonable functions f and ¢ (for instance Schwartz
functions) is defined by

(f *9)(x) = o F[(Ff)(Fo)l(x) = /RN(ff)(&) (Fg)(€) E(x, &) dw() for x € RY,

or, equivalently, by

(f*g)(x) = . f(y) 7xg(=y) dw(y) = . f(y)g(x,y) dw(y) for all x € RV,

where, here and subsequently, ¢(x,y) = 7xg9(—y).
We shall use the notation f*> = f * f and, inductively, f*®+t) = 7 « f.
The Dunkl Laplacian associated with R and k is the differential-difference operator A, =

;,Vzl T?, which acts on C*(R")-functions by

Apf(x) = Aeuaf (%) + Y k(a)da f(x),

aER

_Ouf(x) ol f(x) = floax)
o (ax) 2 (,x)2
Obviously, F(Arf)(§) = _||€||2Ff(€) The operator A} is essentially self-adjoint on

L%(dw) (see for instance |1, Theorem 3.1]) and generates the semigroup e+ of linear
self-adjoint contractions on L?(dw). The semigroup has the form

0o f (%)

S fx) = FUEIFFRO)0) = [ ey fy) duty),

where the heat kernel
he(x,y) = Tchi(=y), ho(x) = o' FH (e 1) (x) = ¢! (26) N2 M/ 00
is a C°-function of all variables x,y € R, ¢ > 0, and satisfies

O < ht(xv y) = ht(yvx)a

/RN hi(x,y) dw(y) = 1.
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Let us note that for f € L'(dw) such that Ff € L'(dw), the translation 7, f : RN —— C
is a bounded function and

lim Tf() “U¥I* dup(y) = lim ¢, /R X /R i (i€, x)EGE, y) FF(€) e WP dw (&) dw(y)

- yg% o [ BERFFOE) du(e) = aBO0.x)F10) = [ fy)duty).

Hence, if f, Ff, 7xf € L'(dw), then the integral of 7, f is preserved, that is,

2.11) [ @)t = [ 1) du).

Set
V(x,y,t) := max(w(B(x,1)), w(B(y,1))).
Observe that for any € > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such that for any cube Q@ C R¥

(2.12) @ /R e d(gzg)‘?))“_g duw(x) < C,

where z¢ denotes the center of ) and ¢(Q) is its side-length.

In Theorem 2.13 we state estimates for hs(x,y). The estimate (2.14) was announced by
W. Hebisch (with an outline of a proof which used a Poincaré inequality). An elementary
and complete two-step proof of (2.14) and (2.15), which is based on (2.9), can be found
in [2, Theorem 4.1] and |11, Theorem 3.1]. For more precise upper and lower bounds for
hi(x,y) we refer to [12].

Theorem 2.13. There are constants C,c > 0 such that for all x,y € RN and t > 0 we
have

— -2 5
(2.14) hi(xy) < O(1+ ”X—ﬂy”) V(xy, Vi) e et

Moreover, if ||y — y'|| < Vt, then

— v/ _ )
215 h X, —h X, ! <C||y YH 1+ ||X y” VX, ,\/{ -1 —cd(x,y)Z/t.
(215) [ha(x,y) — b,y £ CF R (14 220 ) TV Gy Vi) e

3. HOMOGENEOUS KERNELS AND DUNKL MULTIPLIER OPERATORS

3.1. Regular kernels. We say that a tempered distribution S on S(R¥) is a regular

kernel of order zero if S coincides away from the origin with a function of the form
S(x)w(x), where S € C=(RM \ {0}) and satisfies

(S, f)=(S.f), s>0, feSRY),
where f*(x) = f(sx). Clearly,
S(rx) =r"NS(x) for x#0, r> 0.

Any tempered distribution S, which is a regular kernel of order zero is of the form

dr
(S, f) = 1f(0) + lim Yw(x )dx7
(3.1) - / /"‘” !
=c f(0) + lim S(x) f(x) dw(x),

lIx|[>e
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where f Ixl=1 S(x)w(x)dx =0 and dx is the Lebesgue measure on the unit sphere. The

proof of this fact is identical to that of Christ |3, Lemma 2.4] and it is omitted here.
Set

<\‘S'/7f> = <Sv\f/>7 \']L{(X) :f(—X>
Let ¢ be a C*° non-negative radial function supported in the set {x : 1/4 < ||x|| < 1}
such that 3., ¢(2x) = 1 for x # 0. Set

S5(x) = $(27%)S(x).
Then S;(x) = 277N5y(277x) and

(3.2) (S, f) = e f(0 Z (x) dw(x).

j=—00
The density with respect to the measure dw of the Dunkl transform FS of S coincides
with a homogeneous of degree zero, C'° away from the origin function 6. Indeed,

FS A = (S FD=eF 0+ 3 [ S00F S0 dui)
=¢ Z | (FS)Ef() duw(?).

Observe that FSy is a Schwartz class function such that FSy(0) = 0. Hence |FSy(§)| <
Cl&|| for |||l < 1. Consequently, it is not difficult to see that ¢; + Z;i_oo FSo(27€)

converges absolutely to a C™ function §(¢) for € # 0. Moreover, |070(&)| < C;||So|l 1714+
for all J € N) and € € RY ||¢|| = 1. Further, to see that §(¢) is homogeneous of degree
7€ero, we write

[ ot an©) = [ 0050 dw(©) = (5.75)
—(S.(FNY = (8.FN) = [ HOSE) duce).

Conversely, every C* away from the origin homogeneous of degree zero function #(§) is
the Dunkl transform of the distribution

(8.0)= [ #OF ) du(e

which is a regular kernel of order 0, which means that S is of the form (3.1). The
corresponding homogeneous of degree —IN function S(x) is defined by

Z INFLH - 0)(27x), x#0.

]_—OO
Moreover, for every s > 0,

e+ sup [O'S(x)|<C sup o [976(€)].
] <s,||x[|=1 [J|<s+N,||¢]|=1

With a regular kernel S of order 0, we associate the convolution operator (initially defined

for f € S(RY)) .
Sf(x) =8 * f(x) = (8, 7f) = (S, 7 f).



Clearly,

S0 = [ 0OF G dul€) = [ HOFHOB(ER) du(€) = FOOF)x)

thus S is a Dunkl multiplier operator, which by the Plancherel’s equality (2.6) is bounded
on L?(dw). Theorem 1 of [10] asserts that it is bounded on LP(dw), weak-type (1.1), and
bounded on the Hardy space H}, . Further,

Sf(x) = el f(x +er5f y) = e f(x Z Sy du(y).

j=—00 Jj=—00

where S;(x,y) = 75;(—y).
For a regular kernel S of order zero, we define the action of the convolution operator S
on L'(dw)-functions in the distributional sense, that is,

(Sf, o) = . F(x)(8 * @) (x) dw(x) for all € S(RY).

This is well defined, since

Sxp(x)= | 0(E)F (&) E(-ix,§) dw(€)

RN

is a bounded function of x which belongs to L?*(dw) as well. Further, for a function
f € LY(dw), the distribution Sf belongs to L!(dw) if there is g € L!(dw) such that

(Sf,p) = / g(x)¢(x) dw(x) for all p € S(RY).
RN
Then we simply write Sf = g. It is not difficult to prove that in this case
S(f * hy) = (Sf) * hy,

where the action on the right-hand side can be understood in both: the L?(dw) and
distributional sense. It turns out that the kernels S;(x, y) satisfy the following estimates
(see Theorem 3.7 below) which are crucial in our investigations: for all multi-indexes I
and J and any even integer x > |I| + |J| + N there is a constant C; ; > 0 such that

. o X—y -1
ITIT] S (%, y)| < CrllSollex2/ 1 Dw(B(x, 27)) 1<1 + w) X[o,271(d(x,y)).

Consequently, summing up the estimates above, we obtain the following bounds for the
associated kernel S(x,y) = >, S;(x,y):

(3.3) T T S(x,¥)| < CrallSoll e x d(x, Y)Hd(x, y) "V h(B(x, d(x,y)))
Let us also note that for regular kernels S and Z of order zero, the corresponding
operators S and Z commute and its composition is represented as a convolution with a

regular kernel of order zero. Moreover, the adjoint operator S* to S corresponds to the
Dunkl multiplier 6(¢).
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3.2. Condition (A). Let S = (st 8 818 be a system of regular kernels of
order 0 on RY. We denote:

Sttf = 8Uhuf, FSUNE) =0,(¢).

Then F(SU¥ f)(¢) = 0(€)F £ (€).

We abuse a little our terminology and say that = (st s 814 satisfies (A)
if for the system of their Dunkl transforms (6, (&), 02(§ ) .., 04(&)) the Uchiyama condi-
tion (A) holds.

Let us note that if a system ? of regular kernels of order zero fulfills the Uchiyama
condition (A) then so S* does, that is,

B o 0:(6) 6 .. Ga(®) N\ _
(A) k<91(_g) a(—€) ... Hd(—S)) >

We say that a regular kernel S is real if and only if ¢; € R and S(x) is real valued
(see (3.1)), or, equivalently, thanks to (2.4), 8(§) = 0(—¢), where 6(§) = FS(§). Simi-
larly, S is purely imaginary if and only if 0(§) = —0(—¢), where 0(§) = FS(§).

The following proposition proved in Uchiyama [22] is crucial for the proofs of our results.

Proposition 3.4 (|22, Lemma 2.2|). Suppose that a system of (01(§),02(€),...,04(&)) of
complex valued functions on RY, which are C* away from the origin and homogeneous
of degree zero, satisfies (A). Then for any v e ||7|| = 1, there is a system of
homogeneous of degree zero and smooth away from the origin functions

R¥\ {0} 2¢ 0,6, V) eC, j=12 .4,
such that for all € € RN \ {0} we have

(3.5) 0, 7V) =1,

(36)  Red 7{6,(& V) +0,(=¢ V)} =Im Y _wi{0,(6, V) - 0;(=¢ V)} =

‘85’@]-(5,7) < O for all ||¢]| =1 with C; > 0 independent of 7.

3.3. Estimates for translations of kernels. We finish the section by stating esti-
mates for the Dunkl translations of functions associated with regular kernels. We want
to emphasis the presence of the Euclidean distance in the estimates. It is crucial in
proving the Fefferman-Stein decomposition of compactly supported BMO(X)-functions
(see Theorem 1.3).

Unless otherwise defined, for a function f, we denote:

fxy) =nf(=y), fi(x)=tTNfx/t), fi(xy)=m(fi)(-y)

Theorem 3.7. (cf. |9, Theorem 3.6|). Let k and m be non-negative even integers.

(a) If Kk > N +m, then there is a constant C,, > 0 such that for all o € C*(RY) such
that supp ¢ C B(0,1) and all multi-indezes I and J such that |I|+ |J| < m one has

il X—y|\! _
T 00, 9)] < Gt pllonany (1 4+ 230 B, )t y)
for all x,y € RV
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(b) If K > N + 1, then there is a constant C!. > 0 such that
o1(x,y) = @i(x,¥)|
ly =¥l
i+ Jx -yl
for all x,y,y' € RY and all ¢ € C*(RY), supp ¢ C B(0,1).
(¢c) If Kk > N 4+ m+ 1, then there is a constant C!! > 0 such that
Tye(x,y) — Tye(xy))
Ix — x|
ot x—yl
for all x,x',;y € RN, all multi-indexes I, |I| < m, and all ¢ € C*(RY), suppp C
B(0,1).
Proof. For t = 1 this is |9, Theorem 3.6]. In order to obtain the estimates for ¢; we
apply (2.1) and the relations

= J]— Xy
TiT};}gpt(x,y) = (_1)|J\t 11]=1J] N(TI—H()O)(?,?),

< Cillllon @y w(B(x, 1) (w(B(y, 1) + w(B(y',t))"?)

< Gt M ollen e w(B(y, 1) (w(B(x,1)"? + w(B(x,1)"/?)

O

Theorem 3.8. Let k and m be non-negative even integers.

(a) If K > N + 1, then there is a constant C,, > 0 such that for all functions ¥, ¢ €
C"(RN) supported in the unit ball B(0,1) such that [oy ¢(x)dw(x) = 0 and all
0<s<tonehas

8 - X —yl\~
(e ¢s) (%, y)| < CRH‘bHCN(RN)||wHC~(RN)¥w(B(X7 t)~" (1 + f) X[o,26(d(X, y))-
(b) If kK > N 4+ m + 1, then there is a constant C,, > 0 such that for all functions

,& € CHRYN) supported in the unit ball B(0,1) such that ¢ = A™20 and all
v, 1,9 pp ko
0<s<tonehas

Wb 06.9)] < Colllonenllosam () "w (B0 (12T e ).

(¢c) If Kk > N + 1, then there is a constant C, > 0 such that for all functions ¥, ¢ €
C"(RN) supported in the unit ball B(0,1) such that ¢ is radial and [y 1h(x) dw(x) =
0 and all 0 < s <t one has

| (Ve x i) (x,5) = (1hs % b x i) (X, y)
s|x —x' _ X — -1
< Ol ey S = Xy, )= (14 BTN e )
for allx, x|y € RV, [|x — x| < t.
(d) If Kk > N +m + 1, then there is a constant C, > 0 such that for all functions
W, n,¢ € CHRY) supported in the unit ball B(0,1) such that ¢ = A"’y and all
0 < s <t one has

(W% d) (3, 5) — (%1 6s) (X', )|

s\™||x —x'||
< Culllomam o () "X

for allx,x',y € RV, [|x — x| < t.

w(B(x, 1)) (1 + HX;J) _lX[0,4t} (d(x,y))
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The proof of Theorem 3.8 is provided in the appendix.

4. HARDY AND BMO SPACES - BASIC PROPERTIES

The Hardy space Hp) q is

Hba = {1 € L) £ |y, = M sian < 20}
where
M (X) = SUp |x_sj2<s "2 f(xX)].

As in the classical theory of Hardy spaces [14], the space HJ ., admits other characteri-
zations (see in [2| and [11]). In the present section we state characterizations of the space
HJ,.a by relevant Riesz transforms and atomic decompositions proved there. Then we
present basic properties of its dual, namely the BMO(X)-space.

4.1. Characterizations of H} .

4.1.1. Characterization by Riesz transforms. The Riesz transform are defined in the
Dunkl setting as convolution operators associated with regular kernels of order zero
R;(x) = cjz;||x|| "™, hence they are Dunkl multiplier operators:

R,f = ~T,(~A0) 7= 7' - i%ff(f))
Since the action of R; on L'(dw)-functions is well defined in the sense of distribution,
we set

Hpioo, = {f € L'(dw) : |R; f|l1(aw) < oo forall j =1,2,...,N}.
It was proved in [2, Theorem 2.5 that the spaces H} ., and H,.., coincide and the

corresponding norms | f{|z1  and
un.

N
1 rese = 1Ll cawy + D IR £l 21 (auw)

Jj=1

are equivalent.

4.1.2. Characterization by atoms of Coifman—Weiss type. Fix 1 < ¢ < co. We say that
a measurable function a : RY —— C is a (1, ¢)-atom if there is a ball B such that

suppa C B, |la||p~ < w(B)%_l, fRN a(x)dw(x) = 0. A function f belongs to H(qu)

if there are sequences {\;};en of complex numbers and (1, g)-atoms {a;};en such that
f=2"720Nja; and 372 [\ < co. Then

$ = inf{f: |Aj|},
§=0

(nalrs

where the infimum is taken over all representation of f as above. Now [11, Theorem
1.5] asserts that for all 1 < ¢ < oo the spaces H}) ., and H (11 g coincide and the norms

1 F 13, and [[fllzy,  are equivalent.
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4.2. BMO(X) and VMO(X) spaces - duality. For a locally measurable function f
and a Euclidean ball B C R¥, let us denote

1
5 / £() du(x)

BMO(X) = {b € Lig,(dw) : [bllsmox) < oo}, [[bllsmor) = sup -

We set

7 [ 1060 b ).

Since the Hardy space HJ),,,, admits decomposition into Cmfman—Welss atoms described
in Section 4.1.2, Theorem B in [5] states that its dual can be identified with BMO(X)
(cf. [20, pages 142-144]). To be more precise, if b € BMO(X), then the mapping

Hppa 2 f+— (b, f) = Z)\ / (x) dw(x)

does not depend on decompositions of f = Zj Aja; into (1,q)-atoms and defines a
bounded linear functional, that is,

(b, )] < Collbllsyoco 1/ 11y, -

Conversely, every bounded linear functional on H} ., is of this type and its norm is
comparable to ||b]|smo(x)-

Further, keeping the terminology of [5, page 638], the VMO(X) space is defined as
the closure of the space C.(RY) of compactly supported continuous functions in the
BMO(X)-norm. Theorem 4.1 of [5] asserts that the Hardy space Hp ., is dual to
VMO(X), which means that each continuous linear functional on VMO(X) has the form

(f,b) = f(x)b(x) dw(x) for all b € C.(RY),

where f € Hf,, and ||f||H1

1o s equivalent to the norm of the functional.

4.3. Properties of BMO(X). In this subsection we collect elementary properties of
BMO(X) we shall need later on. We start by the following well-known inequalities
stated in the lemma below.

Lemma 4.1. There is a constant C > 0 such that for all b € L (dw), ri > r > 0,
x,y €RY, and 0 € G, we have:

r
bBr) = baern| < Clog (5 +4) bl o

(42) ‘bB(x,r) — bB(y,r)| S CHbHBMO(X) pl"OVided ||X — yH S 27‘,

o(x) —x
(4.3) 1bB(x,r) — UB(ox)r)| < Clog (w + 4) 6]l Brox)

(John—Nirenberg inequality) for any 1 < s < oo there is Cs > 0 such that for all positive
integers j we have

1 1/s
. —_— — s < ‘
A0 (e Loy, 110~ botenl b)) ™ < Clllors
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Proposition 4.5. Let 6; > 0. There is a constant C > 0 such that for all v >t > 0,
x € B(xg,r), and any locally integrable functions f we have

Ix —yl[\~* 1
(46) O(B(x0,2r))°

N
< (1) Iflmvono.

Proof. We split the integral in (4.6) as follows

/ <1+ HX;N)_&I : 1f(¥) = [Bixo2n| dw(y)

w(B(x,d(x,y) +1))
O(B(x0,2r))°

n=|logy(r/t)]

where

Vi, i= (O(B(x0, 27))¢) N O(B(x0, 2" ) N (O(B(x¢,2"t)))¢ for n € Ny, n > [log,(r/t)].
If c € G,y € B(o(xp),2""t) \ B(xo,2r) and x € B(xg,r), then

2" 2l x —yl| = 2"+ [lx =y |+ > [lo(xo) =y [+ [ x =y +[Ix = Xol| = [|o(x0) — ol

and, consequently,

- —01/4 — —61/4
(4.7) (a4 Ly o (4 I obllfy e,

Moreover, since n > |log,(r/t)], for y € V,, and x € B(x,r), we have
w(B(x,d(x,y) +1)) ~w(B(c(xg),2"t)) forall o €G.
Therefore, applying (4.7) Lemma 4.1, we obtain

/V (1+ [k ; y||>— 1 1£(y) = Fa02n] du(y)

w(B(x,d(x,y) +1))
i I = ylly = ! _
= CZ;;/ B(o(x0),2" 1)\ B(x0,2r) (1 * t ) w(B(o(x0),2"t)) 1f(y) fB(xo,Zr)| dw(y)

, 1
< Oy / Bl | F(¥) = [Bo(xo) 2010 dw(Y)

e ¥ Blo(xo),2n+1t) XO)? Qnt))
—b81/4
+ (19 —3nd1/4gnd1/4 Z/ <||U(X0) - X0|| I 4) 1
B(o(x0),27+1t) t
1

oeqG
X o(x m X0,2™ d
w(B(o(x )’Qnt))“B( (x0),27+18) — JB(x0.2 +1t)| w(y)

—3nd1 1
+ o7 42/ (Bl 2y Mate a1 = Fowmoan| dw(y)

UEG (0’ XO 2n+1t

< 027" (n + 1)|| fllpmox) < 02_"51/4Hf||BM0(X)-
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Finally,
0 £\ 81/
> 2 lion <€ (1) o
n=|logy(r/t)]
so (4.6) is proved. O

The following simple lemma will be used in our further considerations. For the conve-
nience of the reader, we present the proof.

Lemma 4.8. Let 1 < p < oo. There is a constant C .y, > 0 such that for all xo € R,
r >0, and f € LP(dw) such that supp f C B(xo,r) we have

£ Lo(awy < Cr-npw(B(x0,7)P| flBmox)-

Proof. The fact that supp f C B(xo,7) and (4.2) give | x| < C||f|lBmocx). Hence,
for 1 < p < o0,

Il < ([
B(xo,r)

/p
<([ 1569 = fauan P d) "+ Cl Fliosow (B, 1)
B(xo,r)

< CJ_N,pw(B(XOa T))l/prHBMO(X)’

where in the last inequality we have used the John-Nirenberg inequality (4.4). U

1/p
(1£x) = T + ] du(x))

4.4. BMO(X) and Carleson measure.
Theorem 4.9. Assume that ¢ € L'(dw) is such that Fo € L'(dw) and the functions
satisfy the following properties:

/R o) du(x) =0,

& dt
(4.10) sup / |]-"<p(t§)|2— < 00,
€ERN ££0 J0 t

there are constants C > 0 and § > 0 such that for all x,y € RN and t > 0 we have

|x — y||)“s 1
t w(B(x,d(x,y) +1))

Then there is a constant C > 0 such that for all b € BMO(X) and all balls B C RY we

have

(4.11) el y) < C(1+

" dw(x) dt
| [ 1o < e oo,

Remark 4.12. The inequality (4.16) means that the measure

|2dw(x) dt
t

is a Carleson measure (related to dw) with its Carleson norm bounded by C?|| f ||}23MO(X)‘

dp(x,t) = |b* @y(x)
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Proof of Theorem 4.9. Fix a ball B = B(xo, ). Set B* = B(x,6r). We write all the
elements of the group G in a sequence oy = Id, 01, 09, ..., 0|g—1. We inductively define
a partition of O(B*) by the sets U; CRY, j =0,1,2,...,|G| — 1:

U(] = B(X0,6T> = B*,
Up:={zeRY : |z—xo|| >6r, ||z—01(x0)|| <6r},

J
Uj+1 = {Z € RN : HZ—X(]H > 67’, ||Z —O'j+1(X0)|| < 67’}\ (U Ujl) fOI'j > 1.

We write -
1Gl-1
b(y) = bp- + (b(y) — bp+) = bp- + (b(y) — bp+)X(0(B*)-(¥) + Z (b(y) — bs-)xv;(y)

|G[-1

=: fily) + fa(y Zf%

It follows from (2.11) and our assumptions on ¢ that [py¢i(x,y)dw(y) = 0 for all
x € RY. Since f; is a constant function, f; * ¢s(x) = 0.

Further, from property (4.11) and Proposition 4.5, we conclude that for x € B(xq, )
and 0 <t < r, we have

oo 101 =| [ e ) uty)|

I — y|[\ 1
<C / (1 + ) B dxy) +t))\f(3’) — [Bxo2n)| dw(y)
O(B(xo,2r))¢

£\ /4
<C <—) | fllBMOX)-

5/4 dw
//Wﬂﬁ|2(><C%Mm‘// < b (B).

To deal with f,,, we assume that U; # (). We write
Jan ¥ pi(x) = ((b = bp=)x-) * @1(x),

fo; x0e(x) = ((b—=Do, (B+)) XU, ) *©t(X) + ((bo, (B+) —bp+ )X, ) ¥ @e(x)  for j =1,2,...,|G|—
By Plancherel’s equality (2.6), the John-Nirenberg inequality (4.4), and property (4.10)

Y

1G|-1

Z/ /' = boy(5)) )*%(X)Pw
|G|—1
= Z / /RN (b= b, )XUJ)(f)]:gp(tf)Pw

IGl-1
<CZ 1((b = b (3+))x0;) 1720wy < C'IGIIIbllBrox)w(B)-
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It remains to consider (b, (p+) — bp~)xuv; * @ for j = 1,2,...,|G| — 1. To this end we note
that by the definition of U; for y € U; and x € B, we have
(4.13) |y = %ol > 6r, [Ix =yl ~ (lloj(x0) = %ol + 7).
So we conclude
(4.14)
Ix =yl 1 t v
X, * xgc/ <1+ ) dw(y) < C .
ol =€ J ) wBe a0 Y = O\ o) =l

Finally, using (4.13) and (4.14) together with and (4.3) of Lemma 4.1, we arrive at

dw
0 = oo P < 2 blRoeg),
which completes the proof of Theorem 4.9. O

Corollary 4.15. Assume that ¢ € C(B(0,1)) and [, ¢(x) dw(x) = 0. Then there is
a constant C > 0 such that for all b € BMO(X) and all balls B C RY we have

" dw(x) dt
(4.16) [ [P0 < oo,

Proof. The corollary follows from Theorem 4.9 and part (a) of Theorem 3.7.

Let
Pof(x) = e VB f(x) = fxpy(x),

be the Dunkl-Poisson semigroup, where
p(x) = ena(1 + [[x|?)~ D2
is the k-Cauchy kernel (see [21, Section 5], [19]). Set
ViPif (%) = (0P f(x), iPf (%), ..., TnPif ().
Corollary 4.17. There is a constant C' > 0 such that for all balls B(xq,r) one has

/ / 092P )2 o) & < Cur(Bxo, )| Rntop

Proof. Set q(x) = 8tpt(x)‘ = ey (1 + x|]2)~N+32(]|x||? — N).

It is obvious that
0= [ adut) = [ Tpx) dutx)
RN RN

Since Fp(§) = ¢ exp(—[l¢]l), we have Fq(§) = —c; "€l exp(=€l), F(Tp)(€) =
ic;, "¢ exp(—[€]]). So (4.10) is satisfied for ¢(x) and T;p(x). For estimate (4.11) for
q(x), see [11, (3.12), Proposition 3.6]. To see (4.11) for t7x(T;p)(—y) = tT;xpi(X,y), we
set g(x) = T;p(x) = 0;p(x) (because p(x) is a radial function) and note that
107g(x)| < Cr(1 4 ||x|) N2 for all T € NY.
Now Theorem 4.1 of [9] asserts that
[ =yl oY)\ 1
T, — <o (1 1 .
|t ],xpt(xa Y)| |gt(X> Y)| >~ CI( + t ) ( + t ) w(B(X, d(X> Y) + t))
The proof is complete. O
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Remark 4.18. It was proved in |15, Proposition 7.4] that if b € L{ (dw) is such that

loc
- dt
/ 1b(x)|(1+ ||x|)™"! < oo and ||th73tb(X)||2dw(x)? is a Carleson measure,
RN

then b belongs to BMO(X). Corollary 4.17 asserts that the inverse inclusion holds.

5. CHANG-FEFFERMAN DECOMPOSITION

5.1. Calderén reproducing formula. For j € Z, let

(=1

N
Q,; = {H[?W,QJ(W +1)) : (n1,n2,....,ny) € ZN}

denote the decomposition of RY into the dyadic cubes of side-length £(Q) = 27. We shall
denote by zg the center of the cube Q. Then Q = ez Q2 forms the set of all dyadic
cubes.

Assume that ¢ € S(R") is such that [,y ¥(x) dw(x) = 0. It follows from the Plancherel’s
equality (2.6) that if f € L?*(dw), then the function F(x,t) = 1 * f(x) belongs to the
tent space TZ(X) = LA(RY x (0, 00), 22299) and

(5.1) IEN13x) < Coll Fll 2 (aw) -

Conversely, the mapping

e dt
(5.2) T; 5 F — lim Yy x F(, 1) (x)— =
E—r

8 = = Py(F)(x)

is a bounded operator from 7%(X) into L?(dw). The convergence is in L?(dw).
Set
(5.3) M; =8N +1].
For further purposes, we fix Ny, N1 > 0 satisfying
(5.4) ON < Ny, No+1<N; <(4M;, + N —1)/2.
From now on, we fix real-valued radial functions ¢,n € C°(B(0,1/4)) such that

¢ =N, [Fn(&)] < Cll¢|* for all € € RY,
and

> L dt
(Fop)(t) - = 1, for all £ # 0.
0

Then L2(dw) > f + ¢, * ¢, * f € TZ(X) is an isometric injection and the following
Calderon reproducing formula holds:

n
2 t

Fo) = Tim [ (Gox ) (fx i )T

n—00 [o_n
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where the convergence is in L?(dw). Furthermore, for f € L?*(dw), we have

F) = dim [ ite o0 2

n—00 Jo_n

=i [ [ 00 00300 g i) i) ¥

(5.5) -
S X [ 6 exy)@ s oo Ny aut)
JEL Qi€Q, ; J
=Y > fien®
JEZ QIeQ,_;

where the convergence is unconditional in L?(dw).

5.2. Chang—Fefferman decomposition. For V € Q,;, j € Z, we set

2—J+1

(5.6 dari= (w@) [ [ 16t R aut) )"
67 ag00=Aglfion0 =g [ [ aex)er s neduty) §

provided Ag; # 0, otherwise we put ag; = 0.
Combining (5.5)—(5.7), we obtain the generalization to the Dunkl setting of the Chang—
Fefferman decomposition:

=2 2 JewX
JEL QIeQ,;

where the convergence is unconditional in L?(dw). Moreover, it follows from (5.1) and the
boundedness of P 4. from T3 (X) to L*(dw) (see (5.2)) that there is a constant Cg > 0
such that for any sub-collection @' C Q and any f € L*(dw), we have

(5.8)

S CollFllzaw)-
Qe

Observe that
CLQ]‘ = AiMlde,

where

(5.9) A (%) = Ag; /2

The remaining part of the section is devoted for studying properties of the Chang—
Fefferman decomposition in the case where f is a compactly supported BMO(X)-function.
Clearly, by the John-Niremberg inequality (4.4), such a function belongs to L?(dw).

2—J+1

dt
t

—-J

| ) ¥) (@5 = 1)) ()
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5.3. Support properties. For a cube ) (not necessarily dyadic) and s > 0, let s@Q
denote the cube with the same center z¢ as () and sides parallel to the axes of the length
sl(Q). We set

(5.10) Q° = O(B(zqg, 2V NI(Q))).

Proposition 5.11. Consider the Chang—Fefferman decomposition of a compactly sup-
ported BMO(X)-function f (see Subsection 5.2). Then for all Q € Q, ag, and ag, we
have

suppag € Q°, suppag C Q°.
Moreover, there is a constant C1g > 1 such that for all compactly supported f € BMO(X)
and Q) € Q, we have

(5.12) Z Apw(P) < Crow(Q )||fH2BMO(X)'
PoNQ°#D,
£{(P)<U(Q)

In particular,

(5.13) 0 < Ao < Cioll fllBMo(x)

Proof. The first assertion follows from (5.7) and the fact that ¢}*(x,y) = 0 for x ¢ Q°,
y € Q and t < 20(Q) (see (2.10)).
In order to prove (5.12), we fix ) € Q and consider all the cubes P € Q such that
U(P) <0Q), P°NQ° #D. Then, using (5.6), we get
) 2 P2 dt
> durs S [ [iete e mm §
PNQ°#0D, 2-1<0(Q) PEQ,—j,
UP)<L(Q) PoNQO#£0
20Q) dt
<o [ [ ek §
(6Q)° t
< "G (@)l f [ Emorx)-
where in the last inequality we have used Corollary 4.15 and the doubling property (2.3).
0]

5.4. Size and regularity properties. In this section we derive estimates for the Dunkl
derivatives of the functions ag and ag from the Chang-Fefferman decomposition of
any L? functions f (see Subsection 5.2). We also prove Lipschitz estimates and the
cancellation property. We want to emphasize that the constants C, C7, C} in Propositions
5.14 and 5.17 do not depend on f.

Proposition 5.14. Let I € NY. There are constants C;,Cy > 0 such that for all ag
and ag - functions from the Chang—Fefferman decomposition of an L*(dw)-function f
(see Subsection 5.2), and for all x € RN we have

Ix — zq||

(5.15) Thag(x)| < Cre(@)™ 11 (1+ 0Q ) oavmian(dix 7))

1% — 20|

(516)  [Taglo)| < (@) (1+ W)_lxm\/m@)](d(x, 20)).
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Proof. Using (5.9) and part ) of Theorem 3.7 and (5.6), we get
_ -1
agtl < gt [ [ e tue. ) (14 B ot )
X X[0,2\/NZ(Q)](d(X> zq))

— -1
< eng @ (14 Bty st zo)

< (w(B@Q)™ /:QZEQ) |19t ) )

_ X — 7 -1
= (@)™ (1 + M) Xjo2veq) (d(%,2q)),

(@)
where in the last inequality we have used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. This proves (5.15).
The proof of (5.16) follows the same pattern. O

Proposition 5.17. There is a constant C' > 0 such that for all ag - functions from the
Chang—Fefferman decomposition of an L*(dw)-function f (see Subsection 5.2) and for
all x,x' € RN are such that d(x,x') < 2v/NU(Q) we have

—x _ -1
6518)  laglx) — aq)] < O (14 Bty T oz,
Proof. Let us note that if d(x,x) < 2V/NUQ), y € Q, {(Q) < t < 2((Q), then

2(x,y) = 0 = ¢*(X,y) for d(x,2g) > 8VNL(Q) (see (2.10)). Hence, applying
part (c) of Theorem 3.7, we conclude that

%) 2 *20 1 *2 d
lag(x) — ag(x')] Skél/é(@ /QlcbI (x.¥) — S )16 * ()] du(y)

t
1 Q) - . _

w(Q) wo) Jo Q) Q) t
Since 1+ ||x — y[|/4(Q) ~ 1+ ||[x — z¢l|/{(Q) for y € @, we obtain (5.18) by applying
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.6). OJ

Proposition 5.19. Let ag and ag be the functions from the Chang—Fefferman decom-
position of an L*(dw)-function f. Then for all I € N}, we have

(5.20) [, Taetnduty) = [ Tagly)duly) <o

Proof. We note that for each multi-index I € N},

1 Q) AM
Ao t !
dt

1— (
< Q)M \I\ /%Q /‘ dw( )7<Clw(Q)€(Q)4Ml_m < 00,

Hence from the Fub1n1 theorem and the fact that [,y Tn,(x,y) dw(x) = 0 for all I € N{Y
and y € RY, we conclude

Ti(nt*mxx,y)wzz*f)(y)\dw( )L dux)

| Tex) dutx) = o.

The proof of the second equality in (5.20) can be handled in much the same way. 0J
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5.5. Actions of singular integrals on ag.

Proposition 5.21. Let k be an even positive integer, k > N + 4My + 1. There exists
C > 0 such that for all 0 < M < 4M; + N — 1, all the functions ag from the Chang—
Fefferman decomposition of any L*(dw) function (see Subsection 5.2), and all reqular
kernels S of order zero, we have

[x — zg[[\~* d(x,zq)\ M
(5.22) ISag(x)| gc(c1+y|soy|cn(RN))(1+TQ;2) <1+ Q ) |

(5.23)
[Sag(x) — Sag(x)|

< C<Cl + ||SO||C“(RN)) H)Z(_Q))(/H (1 + ||X€(—QZ)Q||>_1 (1 + dg((é};/)>M<1 + dx, ZQ)>_M.

Moreover,

(5.24) /RN Sag(x) dw(x) = 0.

Proof. By scaling we may assume that /(@) = 1. Further, thanks to Proposition 5.14
and (3.2), it suffices to consider

Z/ i(x,¥)ag(y) dw(y ZSCLQ

JEL JEZ

From the definition of ag (see (5.7)), we get

(5.25) S a0(x) = A5 //sw I+ ) duly) T

In order to prove (5.22), we split the summation into two parts.
Part 1: j < 0. Then, by part (a) of Theorem 3.8, we conclude that for 1 < ¢ < 2 and
y € @, one has

-1

(S5 8) (% ¥)| < CllSollor@mw(Be 1) 72 (14 11x = 20l ) 0,00 (A%, 7).

Recall that w(B(x,1)) ~ w(B(zg, 1)) for d(x,20) < 4V N (see (1.1) and (2.2)). Hence,
using (5.25), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (5.6), we obtain

, -1
(5:26) (80000 < CllSollenem? (14 1x — zall ) Xo.1vm(dx. 20)).

Part 2: j > 0. We remark that w(B(x,27)) ~ w(B(zg,2)) if d(x,2q) < 4V/N2
(see (1.1) and (2.2)). So, from the part (b) of Theorem 3.8 and (2.2), we deduce that for
1<t<2andy € (Q, one has

* . _ _ 1. X —7 -
(55 % 12)65,3)]| < CllSallonanyw(Blag, 2)) 1271405 (1.4 X7l

9 ) X[, 4\/N2j](d(x, zq))
- L ==z
< CllSollenvyw(Blzg, 1)~12- @4+ (1 4 5 ) Xjo.avwa (d(X,2Q))-
Consequently, by (5.25), (5.6), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
- : [x — 2|\ ~*
[Sja0(x)] < Cl|Sollex@)2 e (1 * 27 ) Xpo.avnai) (d(X,2Q))
< CHSOHCK(RN ~@MiNL)] (1 + |lx — ZQH) 04\/N2j}(d(x> zq)).

(5.27)
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Summing up (5.26) and (5.27), we get the desired estimate (5.22).
We now turn for proving (5.23). We may assume that ||x — x'|| < 2, otherwise (5.23)
follows from (5.22). Thanks to Proposition 5.17, it suffices to deal with the sum

Z (Sjaq(x) — Sjag(x')) = Z/RN (S(x,¥)aqly) — S; (X', y)ag(y)) dw(y).

Part 1: j < 0. Recall that [,y So(x)dw(x) = 0. Using part (c) of Theorem 3.8, for
1<t<2andy € Q, we have

|S; @ (x,y) — S = 1" (x,y))|

< ClSollomamw(Be, )2 — ¥ (1 + 1~ 2ol xgpsv (d(x.20)).
Utilizing (5.25) together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain
(5.28) [Sjaq(x) = S;aq(x)| < C|Sollen@m) 2’ Ix —x'[|(1+ [ x —zq[) ™ X(o sy (d(x, 20)).

Part 2: j > 0. Recall that ¢ * ¢ = A2 (5 xn) and supp (n *n) C B(0,1/2). Applying
the part (d) of Theorem 3.8, we conclude that for 1 <t <2 and y € @, one has

|Sj*¢:2(x> Y) - Sj * ¢:2(X/a y)|

v |lx =% X—z -1 L
< C||SOHCH(RN)2 4M1]w <1 + ||27]Q||> U)(B(X, 2])) 1X[072j+3\/ﬁ} (d(X, ZQ))

N lx — X — zg|[\ ! _
< C|Sol|n@ny2 (4M1+N)J||27j“<1 + H27JQH) w(B(x,1)) 1X[o,2j+3x/ﬁ}(d(x’ zg)),

where in the last inequality we have used (2.2). Hence, for any 0 < M < 4M; + N, we
have

(5.29)
1Sjaq(x) — Sja(x)] < CISollor@n)2™ ™ |Ix — x'[|(1 + [Ix — 2zq[)) ™ X 211w (d(%, 20))-

Now using (5.18) and summing the inequalities (5.28) and (5.29), we get

Saq(x) — Sag(x)| < Ceillx — x'[|(1+ [[x — zql)) ™ X0 8va7 (d(x, 20))
+ Ol Solleser) D 27l = X[|(1+ |1 = 20[)) ™ X0 8y (d(x, 20))
3<0
+ ClISollexrm) > 27 M lx = x'[|(1 + [|x — zo|)) ™
2i>d(x,2q)/128V' N
< Cer + [1Sollos@m) Ix = X [[(1+ [[x — 2@l 7' (1 + d(x, 2q)) ™,

which finishes the proof of (5.23).

To get (5.24), we note that by Propositions 5.14 and 5.19 the functions ag belong to
the Hardy space H} ;- Hence [10, Theorem 1.2 asserts that Sag € Hp, - So (5.24)
follows, since all the functions from Hp}),,, have integral zero (see Section 4.1.2). O

Corollary 5.30. Let ap(x) = Reaq(x), ag(x) = Imag(x). Then Proposition 5.21 holds
if we replace aq either by ag or by ag.
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5.6. Main lemma. Following Uchiyama [22] we treat C? as a 2d-dimensional vector
space over R with the identification

Ci> Y V(?) = (Rewy, Imvy, Revy, Im vy, . .., Revy, Imvg) € R%,

Y = (1,09, ..., 0q).
Then |7 = [|[V(®)| and (V(V),V(W))g2a = Re (¥, W)ca = Re (W, ¥ )ca. Here

<7, 'L_v>)(cd = Z;.lzl v;w; denotes the inner product in the unitary space C.

Lemma 5.31. (¢f. |22, Lemma 2.3|) Assume that a system S = (st s sldhy of
reqular kernels of order zero satisfies the condition (A). Then there is a constant C1; > 1
such that for any ag from the Chang-Fefferman decomposition (see Subsection 5.2) and

%
for any unit vector ¥ € C* there is a function bg = (b{l} b{2} ...,bé?d}) (which takes
values in C?) such that for all0 < M < (4M; + N —1)/2 cmd x,x' € RN, we have

(5.32) Ibo(x)] < Cin (1 + %) _ (1 + %)_ !

_)

lbo(x) — bo ()|

(5.33) [ #o) duty) =0

d
— N —
(5.34) St obg(x):= > 8V = ag(x), (V(b(x)), V(V))gea = 0.
j=1
Proof of Lemma 5.31. The proof follows [22, proof of Lemma 2.3]. For any unit vector
T eC let ©; (€, 7) be as in Proposition 3.4. Each ©,(¢, 7) uniquely corresponds to

a regular kernel Z {7]} of order zero. For ag from the Chang-Fefferman decomposition,
set ag(x) = Reag(x), ag(x) = Imag(x). Put

(5.35) 05 =2 +izYal = F(0(6, V) Fap(€) +i0,(6, V) Fay() ).

It follows from Corollary 5.30 and Proposition 5.21 that (5.32) — (5.33) are satisfied.
We turn to verify the first equality in (5.34). To this end, using (5.35), we write

f(is{j}*bg}) Ze 0,(€, ) Faly(€)

=1 =1
= faQ(ﬁ) +iFab(§) = Fag(§),

where in the second equality we have used (3.5) for ¥ and i V. B
In order to verify the second equality in (5.34) we note that 2Re(F~'g) = F (g + )
for any reasonable function/kernel g, where, according to our notation, g(x) = g(—x).

U

fzﬁ]—"a()
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We also recall that g is real-valued if and only if Fa = Fa. Hence, by (5.35),

d
2V (b (x)), V(#))sas = 2Re (hg(x), s = 2Re( Y- 736 (x0)

— 2Re F- (Zyj (&, V) Faj(€ )+iy_j@j(§,i7)}—a6(§))(x)

(Zu] (€ D) Fap(€) +1,0;(—€ P) Fag(—§) ) (x)

_|_]-“—1< > iv;0;(¢, iﬁ)]—"a"( §) —iv;0,(— 5,27)]:@ (— §)>(X)
= (3 (s P+ 1B D) Ffe))

+ F- 1<i (zuj 5,27 —WJW)}—CLZ)(S))(X)-

It easily follows from (3.6) that

M&

i( 0,(6, V) + 10, ) =0

j=1 7j=1

(zuj (&,1V) — iv;0;(— 515)).

Thus the second inequality in (5.34) is established. O

5.7. Auxiliary functions. Recall that Ny > 2N (see (5.4)). For a compactly supported
BMO(X)-function f and for j,m € Z, we define

(5.36) (%) = = 3 o1+ ZQ’ ))_NO,

QEQ,—;

531 oub) = o) =3 () i = i (2) 70

ism

where A\ are the coefficients from the Chang-Fefferman decomposition of f (see (5.6)).
Then

9
Eam,l(x) + T (x).

It can be easily proved using (2.12) and (2.3) that for K > N there is a constant C > 0
such that for all j € Z and x € RY, one has

(5.39) 3 (1 + M)K < .

2=7
Qengj

(5.38) om(x) =
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Lemma 5.40. There is a constant C > 0 such that for any compactly supported BMO(X)-
function f and all x € RY, we have

<C ) AQ( XZP)>_NO,

PeQ,_;

where \p are the coefficients from the Chang-Fefferman decomposition of f.

Proof. Because ab < (a® + b?)/2 for all a,b € R, we have

Ti(x)? = Z Ado <1 N @)—No (1 N d(ZQ,‘X))—NO

2
(P7Q)6927j XQ27]’

S ap(ry fEny T ey

(P7Q)€Q27] XQQ*j

1 5 d(zp,x)\ Mo d(zg,x)\ Mo
T3 2 AQ<1 o ) (1 T )
(PQ)€Q2 jXQz j

P% | A2 (1 T ZP= >) —ho Q%j (1 4 d(zzci;X)>_N°.

Now, thanks to (5.39), the proof is finished. O

<

|~

Lemma 5.41 (Christ-Geller [1]). There is a constant Cia > 1 such that for all compactly
supported f € BMO(X) and for all j,m € Z, one has

(5.42) 175ll0e < Chall fllBMOX)S

(5.43) lomlloe < Crall Fllmaoco.

(5.44) / Z 9,607,009 < Can(@)lfIhwosg for il Q € @
Q% 92i>4(Q

Proof. The inequality (5.13) combined with (5.39) and the definition of 7; imply (5.42).
Further, to prove (5.43) we use (5.37) and (5.42) and we get

9 \m—i
on() £ (15)  Ifllsnioco £ 1 lpvoce-

j<m

We now turn to prove (5.44). We adapt the proof of Christ-Geller [4] p. 558. Fix Q € Q.
Let £ € Z be such that £(Q) = 27¢. For P € Q such that {(P) < £(Q), let Q(P) € Q,-
be a unique cube which contains P, that is, P C Q(P). If x € Q°, then by the triangle
inequality for the distance d(x,y), we have

zZp,X)\ ! d(zq, 25 py)\ —1
<1+d(€(P))> <o(+—m™) -

Hence, applying Lemma 5.40 and using the inequality

/RN (1+ %)_W duw(x) < Cw(P),




we get

/| iﬁ(XY du(x)

</ 353 Az( L;gg >>)‘N°/2(1+d<;(f;;<>)‘N°/2dw<x>

j=t PeQ,_
d(zg, zgpy)\ —No/2
<Y Au(p) (1+7€( T )
Jj=t P€Q,_;

B 5 d(zg, zg )\ ~No/2
-y ¥ pr(P)(Hﬁ) .

Q'€Q, ( PEQ,PCQ’
Now we utilize (5.12) and obtain

/Q > 70 S 2 (1+%)‘N‘”w(@»run%m

<o
j=t Q'eQH

d(zg,x)\ —No/2
S Mwono [, (1+ 222 ™ du

(Q)
S w(Q)Hf||2BMO(X)'
If n > 0, then by (5.45) and (5.42), we get

sy o T i [ Sirmanta [ 5 o

j=t-n j=L—n

< Cw(Q)(1+ n)HfHBMO(X)'
Thus, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then (5.45) and (5.46), we obtain

(5.45)

| Ym0 du) < Cul@(+ ) o

Finally,
] Qf}j(x) x)- | OZZTJ %) (75) 5 06) ()
j=¢ j=¢ n=0

<cy (55) @@+ 1)) F o

< C’lw( )HfHBMO(X)'

27

The proof of Lemma 5.41 is complete by taking as C'5 the largest constant in the proved

inequalities.

O

Lemma 5.47 (cf. 1|, Lemma 3.4). There is a constant C' > 0 such that for any function

f € BMO(X) which is supported in a ball B(xg,r), r < 277, one has
N

,
‘ Z AQCLQ(X)‘ < 02_jN||f||BMO(X)
QEQ,—;
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Proof. By Lemma 4.8, we have

(5.48) £l 2t (awy < Cw(B(x0, 7)) fl|BMOX)-
Recall that supp ¢;(y, ) € O(B(y,t/2)) (see (2.10)). Thus for Q € Q,-;,

2—J+1

(5.49) Ao = (w(Q)—l/_ / /
2= Jo lJowy.mnBxen

(see (5.6) for the definition of Ag). Note also that Ao = 0 if Q°N B(xg,r) = 0}, so we can
assume that Q° N B(xg,r) # (. Thus, in this case, thanks to (2.2) and the assumption
r < 4(Q), for all £(Q) <t <20(Q), and y € @, we have
w(B(y,t/2)) ~ w(B(x0,(Q))) ~ w(Q).

Consequently, by part (a) of Theorem 3.7, for y € Q, x € Q° N B(xo, ), we get

C < C
w(B(y,4t)) ~ w(B(xo, {(Q)))
Therefore, from (5.49), (5.48), and (2.2), we conclude that

| B(xo, N
o < CulBx0,27) I lvan) < O %M llaniocn < Ol oo,

2
dt\1/2
du(y))

%) £ (%) du(x) t

|7y, %)] <

Recall that |ag(x)| < C (see (5.16)). Since supp ag € Q° and the sets (Q°, where () runs
over Q,—;, have bounded overlapping property with an overlapping constant independent
of j, we obtain the lemma. U

6. CONSTRUCTIVE FEFFERMAN-STEIN DECOMPOSITION OF BMO(X) FUNCTIONS

This section is devoted for proving Theorem 1.3. The main step of the proof is the
following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that ? = (S{l}, s S{d}) 1s a system of reqular kernels of
order 0 satisfying (A). Then there are constants Ag, A > 1 and 0 < g9 < 1 such that for
allr > 0, any BMO(X)-function f supported in the ball B(0,r) with || f|smox) = € < €0,
can be written as

d
(6.2) F=Y 8VG + 5+ £,
7j=1
d
(6.3) > gl < 2vVd+ All fllemo)s  1Gollze < Al fllsvo)-
j=1
(6.4) I fillemo < Ae?, supp fi € B(0, Aor),
Moreover,
d
(6.5) Z 19511 2 (awy < Aw(B(0,7))"2[| f | B7ox)-

J=0
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6.1. Proof of Theorem 6.1.

Proof. The proof follows the ideas of Uchiyama [13] and Christ and Geller [4].
For ?, let C11 be the constant from Lemma 5.31. We shall prove Theorem 6.1 with

AO = 32\/N and o = (100011012)_1,

where (5 is the constant from Lemma 5.41. Recall that we fixed constants Ny > 2N
and Nog+1 < Ny < (4M; + N —1)/2 (see (5.3), (5.4), and Section 5.7).

We may assume without loss of generality that f is supported in B(0, 1), because the
dilations f'l(x) = f(rx) are isometries on BMO(X) and L>®(RY),

2 Ny g2 ~w(B(0,7) e
[ f 22wy = 7 1 22 ) = mﬂf 172 (dw)

(see (1.1)), and S(f) = (Sf)I') for any regular kernel S of order zero.
By the Chang—Fefferman decomposition given in Section 5.2, we have

(66) f= Z )\QCLQ = Z )\QCLQ + Z )\QCLQ =: fo + 9o
QeQ QeQ, ¢(Q)<1 QeQ, ((Q)>1

For ¢ € Z, let 74(x) = 74(f)(x) and o4(x) = o¢(f)(x) be the auxiliary functions
associated with the decomposition (see (5.36) and (5.37)).
It follows from Lemma 5.47, Lemma 4.8, and (5.8) that

(6.7) 9ol < Cusll fllemoxys 190/l z2(aw) < Crsw(B(0, 1))l fllzmox)-

Thus, in farther consideration we shall deal with the function fo = > 5co yg)<1 A@dq-
For ¢ = —1 we define g_(x) = (1,0, ...,0) € C¢, E—_1>(x) = h—_1>(X) = (0,...,0) € C<.
Following [4], our task is to construct, by induction, for each integer ¢ > 0 functions EZ,
EZ, and E, on RY, taking values in C?, such that

(68) O hg Z )\QaQ,
QeQ, ¢
— —
(6.9) he = Z AQbq;
QeQ, ¢

%
with some functions by which take values in C? and satisfy

- Ix —zoll\ 17, dlzg,x)\ 2N v
6.10)  |lbox)] < CM(l + TQ)Q) (1 + ﬁ) for all x € RV,
o Ix—yll /,  dix,y) Ix — 2| (20, %)

— — X—Yy d(x,y)\M-1 X —Z -1 d(zg,x)\ M+l N
16 (x)—bo(¥)[l < Cuy Q) <1+ 10) ) <1+TQ)Q) (1—!— K(QQ) ) for all x,y € R™,
o Ix =yl /, , lIx— 2zl (2, )

— — X—Yy X—Z -1 d(zg,x)\ 2M+1
lba()—ba)ll < Cu =y (145 ) (147 57)  for Ixyll < 4@,

(6.13) (V (b6 (%)), V(Gi=(2)))pza = 0 for all Q € Qy +,

_)

(6.14) /R ) bo(x) dw(x) = 0,
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(6.15) g7 (x)]| = 1 for all x € RV,
(6.16) @ =g+ h 4+ B, foral £>0,

[x -yl d(x,y)\ M1
617 1560 - G < A 1+ S2E) T o) forall xy € RY,
(6.18) IEWx)|| < AsTe(x)ae(x),

X = y
619) 1560 - B < A o for x - vl < 427
(6.20) Z Eg converges in L, (dw) to E0c BMO(X),
£=0

(6.21) 1E° o) < AsllfBuoco:
(6.22) {9iYsen converges in Ll (dw) to § € L™,

where the constants Aq, Ay, A3, A4 are indicated in the Table B at the end of the article.

In the proofs of (6.8)—(6.22) several inequalities with constants will occur. The constants
will not depend on f, provided || f|smox) = € < €o, supp f C B(0,1). For this purpose
we will control their dependencies. We shall provide the inductive step. The proof for
¢ = 0 is essentially the same as the inductive step.

Assume that (6.8)—(6.19) hold for all j € Z such that 0 < j < /.

= 3
Step 1: constructions of h, and by, proofs of (6.8)—(6.14). For @ € Q,—r, we

apply Lemma 5.31 with ¥ = g,_1(z¢) and obtaln a vector-valued function bg(x)
satisfying (6.10)-(6.14) such that ag(x) = G o bQ( x) (see (5.34)). Observe that

#{Q € Qy-¢ : by # 0} is finite,
since supp f C B(0,1) (see (6.41)). Let EZ(X) be given by (6.9). Then Eg) € L' (dw) N
L*(RY) and (6.8) follows from (5.34). In Step 5 of the proof we provide estimates for

the L?(dw)-norm of sums of h,’s,

Step 2: constructions of ¢; and Eg, proofs of (6.15) and (6.16). Thanks to (6.10)
and (5.42), we have

%
(6.23) | he(x)|| < CriTe(x) < CiiChal| fllBMOx) = Cr11Chse.
Define
— —
(6.24) Gi(x) = go—1(x) + he(x).
Set Cyy = C1;Ch,. Since |Gt (x)|| =1 (see (6.15)), from (6.23) we conclude that
%
(625) 1— C14€ S ||G5(X)|| S 1+ 0145.

%
In other words, [|G¢(x)|| is close to 1. Thanks to the orthogonality (6.13) the following
better estimates are true:

— , 20
(6.26) 11— |Ge(x)||] < Asme(x)oe(x)< A2CHe? with A = 50121/11.
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The second inequality in (6.26) follows from Lemma 5.41. To see the first one, having
the induction hypotheses (6.13) and (6.17) in mind, and using (6.10), we have

[V (he(x)), V(@i x RM—\EZA@ (b)), V (G (x)) s
QeQ, ¢
=| 32 AelViba), VETH(x) - 5 (7))
QeQ, ¢
— -1 d —2Ny — d Ni—1

<y AQ%(H%> (1 Moy 0 Ll (1 A 20)

QeQ, ¢
<CnAr Y. AQ(l +d(>;j@))—m_1w_l(x)

QeQ, ¢

S CllAng(X)O'g_l(X).

Recall that [|g5(x)|| = 1. If 0 < & < gy < (100Cy)~", then (6.23) asserts that
||EZ(X)|| < 1072, Hence,
\Lwawmsu—wzn}uﬂwzn}
< 2‘(‘/( X)), V(g1 (x)))mea| + ||hé (x)|1”
< 201 AT (X)o7 -1 (x )+0117'€( )?
<207 Are(x) (00-1(x) + To(x))

\_/\_/

20
< jClzlAng(x)ag(x),

where in the last inequality we have used (5.38). Thus (6.26) is established.
Put

.

T(x) = Ge(x)

e B

Ex =7 ((x)— (75(x EZX Gie(x) _Zx.
0= T06) - (0 + Fi(0) = 2~ i)

Then (6.15) and (6.16) hold for g; and Eg
Step 3: proof of (6.17). Since

1
- U — | for kT4 o
mWn|Ww§ww“ | forall 0 < |7 < |7,
using (6.25), we have
(6.27) 17 () ~ Z) < (1~ Cuae) | Celx) — Caly)l

Further, by the definition of @(X) (see (6.24)), we get

1G(x) = Go(y)|| < 1G22 (x) — G )| + e (%) = Be(y)|| = Ty + L.
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By the induction hypothesis (6.17),

(6.28)
Ix — i d(x,y)\ M-t Arlx -yl d(x,y)\ -1
s A5 (H 9 é+1> o) S 555 (H 9~ ) 7e-1(x)
_ I — ﬂl (Xy)Nl—1 9
—jAl o (L) (qp)omt:
Applying (6.9) and (6.11), we obtain
(6.29)
— —
L< > Albo(x) —boy)l
QREQy—
|| Y|| d(x,y)\ M-t 1% —zqll\ 17, | dlzq,x)\ M+
< Cu (+577) T 2 re(t+557) (1 555)
QeQ,y
X—-y X, y)\ M-t
<Ch I 5=t H (1—{— (2_5 )) T(x).
Observe that
2—1

w———— <1 forall 0 <e <e.
%(1 — 0148)

Recall also that A; = C11(1—Ciuep) ! = 20, see Table B. Hence, from (6.28), (6.29),
99
and (5.38), we conclude that

%
(1~ Cuie) | Cel(x) — Caly)|
Ix -yl d(x,y)\ M~ 27! 9 Ci
(6.30) =57 (1+ 9t (Wlofho’@ 1(x )+1_70145U(X)>
X—y d(x,y)\ M1
c Al eyl

where in the last inequality we have used (5.38). Thus (6.17) follows from (6.27)
and (6.30).

Step 4: proofs of (6.18) and (6.19). Observe (6.18) is easily obtained from (6.26) and
(6.15). Indeed,

631) |E)ll = 7 (x) - C |< x)| = |7 )1 = |G|

— 1 |G)l| < AsTo(x)ore(x).

We now turn to prove (6.19). Set Cy5 = 4C% C%A;(1 + Ag)M 1. We start by showing
that

HX y||€2 for |x —y|| < Ap27".

(6:52) 1G] = G| < Cus
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Recall that ||ge—1(x)|| = 1 (by the induction hypothesis (6.15)). So, from (6.25), (6.24),
and (6.23), we get

Gl = IG )] < |IGHx) 12 = 1 Gol)]?
< |Iex ||2—||hgy||2)
2| (V (e (x)), V(G 00 s — (V (ha (), V(G () o
< 2:C1Call e (x) = ha(3)]
o+ 2V (R (0), V(G (%) = G () s

2|V (o) = Be(¥), VG (3)es

=: J1—|—J2—|—J3.

Applying (6.9), (6.11), and (5.42), we obtain

— —
J1 < 2eC1Ch Z Aol[bg(x) — bo(y) |

QEQ, ¢
X, Ni—1 Zo — x|[\ 1 d(zg,x)\ M+l
cachon ¥ el ;”(H <2 5/>> (HH%TH) (1+ <2_g >>
QEQ, ¢

< 2eC1 Ca(1 + Ao)Nl_lwrdx) < 2C2,C2(1 4 Ag)Ni! ||x2tZYH€27

since d(x,y) < [|x —y|| < 427
To estimate Jo, we use (6.23), the induction hypothesis (6.17), and (5.42) to obtain

X d X, Ni—1 _ X —
Jy <2eC11C12A, | £+}1,|| (1 + 2(_“};)) o_1(x) < CLC% (14 Ag)™M 1A17H 2_€y”g2,

In order to estimate J3, we apply (6.9), together with (6.13) and get

=2 D AV(a(x) — bo)): V@) — 51 (20)))aas|
QEQ, ¢

Then utilizing (6.12), the induction hypothesis (6.17), and the definition of 7,, we have

J3<2 ) ACh Ix y”( +||Zcz2_—£y||)—1<1+%>—2m+1
QEQ,—¢

ly — zq| d(y,zg)\M~!
caly sl dyag v

< CHA H yH (Y)O'Z—l(y)

X
S C110122A1 || 2_Zy||€2’

where in the last inequality we have used Lemma 5.41. So the proof of (6.32) is complete.
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We are now in a position to finish the proof of (6.19). By the definition of E and (6.25),

Ey(x - Ci(x Gily
Ro-Zon=(ES, ) (B -dell
— —
=[G _G”(X)> (- et >||> GZ(”(@x)H B |@<y>u> |
< (1= Cue)! |G = Goty) | - |1 = IGL )|

+ (1 — 0148)_1

— —
Il = G|
X X —
< A1(1 —|—A )N1 1 || E ZYH g(X)C’14&?+C’15(1 o 0148)_1” 2_gy||527
where in the last inequality for the first summand we have used (6.30), while for the

second one we have applied (6.32). Now from Lemma 5.41 we obtain (6.19) with

100
Az = A (1 + A))M 100 + —015

Thus the construction of the functions hg, g¢ and Eg satisfying (6.8)—(6.19) conducted
in Steps 1-4 is complete.

Step 5: proofs of (6.20)—(6.22). Set Ny := N; —N. Then N+1 < Ny < N; (see (5.4)).
First, we check that there is C1g > 0 such that for all P,@Q € Q, {(P) < {(Q), one has

039 | [ Go00brehesdulo] < Cugtue) (1 )

Indeed, using (6.14) and then (6.11) together with (6.10) and the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, we get

[ 6300, Bcsd| = | [ (3560~ B e o)
2 |x — zp|| |x — 2o\ ! d(x,zp)\ M1 d(x,z0)\ N+l
< /R o) acz)Q) (” 1Q) ) 1+ =)

X <1 + ||X€(_PZ)P||)_ ( d(x, ZP N

((P) d(x, ZQ —Nl
= Cu /RN Q) (1+ ) ( =
((P) d(x, ZQ —N2
<A [ a0 “ar) (14
2 ((P) d(zPazQ) ‘N2 (
<Chy 1+ i) ) /RN< ) e
) d(ZQ>ZP) —N2
—w(P) (1 + W) s
where in the fourth inequality we have used the relation
d(x,2zq)\ N d(x,zp)\ N d(zp,zg)\ N
(+T7ar) (=ag) <(+Tgs)
while in the last inequality we have applied (2.12) with ¢ = 1. Thus (6.33) is verified.
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Now for non-negative integers s; < sg, let Q, 5, = U2 s, Dot Set Dy = [0,1), D; =
[277127), j > 1. In virtue of (6.33),

- S ohs / (b (), b (%)) e duo(x)

Q QSl 52 P6981 82

< 2016 Z Z )\Q)\p g (P) <1 + %)_J\&
Q€Qsq,55 PEQsy 59

| 7);

L2(dw)

(P)<e(Q)
= (P d(zg,zp)\ N2
<200y, XX deteptulr)(1+ 2es)
n=0 Q€Qs;,s9 PEQs;,sq
{(P)=27"4(Q)
§2—81 O
ST75 30 31D D SRR WSS
n=0 j=0 QEQSl,SQ PEQsl,sg
L{(P)=27"4(Q)
Z(Q)fld(ZQ,ZP)EDj
Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality two times, we obtain
H Z ’ L2(dw)
so—s1 oo | " - 1/2
SIS S0 ACELTED DEEIIE) N U5 DI GRS DRV g e
n=0 ;=0 Q€Qs 59 QEQs sy P€EQs) 59 w( )

(P)=2-"4(Q)
HQ)d(zq.zp)eD;

< 2C% Z 2_n2_jN2{ Z Aé“’(@)}lm

1}%8 QEQs, 59
] 1/2
Q€Qs; 59 PeQsy 59 PeQs; s
L(P)=27"4(Q) L(P)=27"4(Q)
Q)" Yd(zq,zp)ED; 4(Q)"td(zq,zp)ED;

Observe that there is a constant C'; > 1, which depends on N, R, k such that for any
integer n > 0 and any cube () € Q, one has

(6.34) Z w(P) < C172Nw(Q),
PeQ
({(P)=2""£(Q)
d(zq,zp)<274(Q)
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so, with Cig = 2C14v/C17, we have

(6.35)
S2
_>
1Y hell 2w
f=s1
12 1/2
§01822_n2—j<N2_N/2>{ 3 Aéw(@} { 3 3 A%w(P)} _
ngg Q€Qs; 59 Q€Qs; 59 PeQsy s
j> L(P)=2""4(Q)

{Q) rd(zq,zp)eD;

Note that there is Ci9 > 1, which depends on N, R, k, such that for all j,n > 0 and
every P € Q the number of cubes Q € Q such that ((P) = 27"4(Q), d(zq, zp) < 274(Q)
is bounded by C192/Y < C192'N. Therefore, with Cyy = C15v/Chg

s2 2
[ >
{=s1

L2(dw)
<onY e ™S 2w} S Kue))
(6'36) - n>0 Q€Qsy s ¢ PeQs, s g
750 e o
27t dt
< 4Cy Z )\ w( <4020/ / b, %, * fy)]” dw(y )t’
Q€Qs; 59

where in the last inequality we have used (5.6). From the Plancherel’s equality (2.6)
for the Dunkl transform we easily conclude that || ) ;% hg||L2 (dw) — 0 as 51,82 = 00,

since f € L?(dw). Thus (6.36) implies that leo—;( ) converges in L?(dw) and by

Lemma 4.8,
_>
DTS D>

< 24/ Cool| £l 22 (dw)
(6.37) 1>0 QeQ, Q)< )

< 2y CyCrnz - || fllBmox)yw(B(0, 1))"2.

Fix @ € Q. Let m € Z be such that 27 = /(Q). From (6.18) and Lemma 5.41, we
obtain

/2Q S B )] duw(x) < A, / S o0 (x) duw(x)

(6.38) 2Q

j>max(m,0) j>max(m,0)

< A2012w(Q)Hf||}23MO(X)’

Applying (6.38) to Q@ € Q such that £(Q) = 2° = 1, we conclude that the series
> i0 E;(X) converges locally in L'(dw) to a function E°(x).

On the other hand, we deduce from (6.19) that for x,y € 2Q, /(Q) =27, m € Z, we
have the following estimate on the finite sum:

(6.39)
— — ;
> B -EWI < Aslx=ylllflbvoy Y, 2 < AVNIflEmox):

min(m,0)<j<m min(m,0)<j<m
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where the left side of (6.39) is understood to be zero if m < 0. The estimates (6.38)
together with (6.39) imply that

/ |2 > Be)] dwto < (4vF + Cuda)lF o

min(m,0)<j<m

2@
which together with the doubling property give (6.20) and (6.21) with
Ay = A3V'N + CppA,.
Since Z‘?:O(h_)j + E;) = 97 — g_}, we conclude (6.22) from (6.20), (6.37), and (6.15).

Step 6: completion of the proof of Theorem 6.1. Having (6.8)—(6.22) already
proved, we are in a position to finish the proof of Theorem 6.1.
It follows from (6.31), (5.43), and the definition of 7,(x) (see Section 5.7) that

X VA ) —No
(6.40) IEs ()] < Cradall £ lmmtox) Q;QE o1+ 55)

Recall that supp f € B(0,1). Hence Ay = 0, if d(zg,0) > 4v/N= Ay/8 and £(Q) < 1
Moreover, there is a constant C5; > 1, which depends only on N, R, such that

(6.41) #{Q € Qyr: Ao #0} < 0y 2N, for £>0.
Hence, if ||x]| = d(x,0) > Ay/2 and \g # 0, then 27'd(x,0) < d(x,zg) < 2d(x,0) and
from (6.40), (5.13), and (5.4), we conclude that

d(x,0)\—No
1290 < S IE G <€ CraAsCioCon2™ o 302 (1 + 20
(6.42) >0 >0

< 2012 45C10Cn 2" || fIBpioex) d(x, 0) = Coa[lx )|~ fllEnox)

Using (6.16), (6.22), and (6.20), we write

%
S =SNG - - E=7 -G B

(6.43) £>0 1>0 >0

= 7 1 - EXB(O Ag/2)¢ ﬁXB(o,Ao/z)
From (6.15) and (6.42) we have
(6.4 17 -7 — B lloe <2+ Call /oo
Now using (6.42) combined with (6.21), we get
(6.45% R R

| E%0a0)|, < IE o) + 11 E X 0,072 1 < (As + Coa) 1 Baopy

BMO(X)

and, consequently, by Lemma 4.8,

(6.46) |Exs0m] .. < ConmBO) 1 oo,

L2(dw)
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with Cos = Cyn2(Ag/2)N?(Ay + Cy).  Finally, from (6.43), (6.37), and (6.46), we
obtain

H? - 9_—1> - EXB(O,AO/2)C

%
: = H Z hy + EXB(O,AO/z)

L2(dw
>0

< (2v/C20Crn2 + Coz)w(B(0, 1))1/2<||f||BMO(X) + ||f||123MO(X))'

Recall that for ? = (f1, f2, -, fa), we denote §*> o ? = 2?21 S{j}*fj. Let

2(dw
(6.47) L)

ﬁ
(6.48) F =S50 {EXB(O,A0/2)}~

The Hérmander multiplier theorem |10, Theorem 1.2] asserts that the operators St} are
bounded on H} . Hence, by (6.45) and duality arguments, there is a constant Coy > 1

which depends on the system S such that for all f satisfying || f|lsmox) = € < €0,
supp f C B(0,1)), we have
(6.49)

1 F[[Bmox) < Cz4||ﬁXB(o,Ao/2>HBMO(X> < Coa(As + Coz)w(B(0, 1)) (| f | Basox)-

Moreover, using (3.3), (2.3), (6.46), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get the
following bound on |F'(x)| for ||x|| = d(x,0) > Ajy:

(6.50)

[F(x)| < Cog oup /Qw(B(Xa d(x, y))>_1||EXB(0,Ao/2)HLl(dw) < Cosw(B(0, 1) x| flEmo)-
Yii>4o

with Cs; > 1 depending on N, R, k, ? but independent of f, provided || f|/mox) = €,
supp f C B(0,1). Thus from (6.50) and (6.49), we conclude that there is a constant
Cy > 1 independent of f € BMO(X) satisfying supp f C B(0,1), ||fllsmo = ¢, such
that

(6.51) 1 EX (0,400 1222wy < Casll f [ Baox) = Case?,

(6.52) IF X B(0,40)¢ | Lo < Cosl| [l Enox) = Cose”

| F'XB0,40)llBMox) < | F|[BMox) + || FXB(0,40) || 2
< (Cas + Cou(As + Cor)w(B(0, 1))1/2)||f||2BMO(X) = (Cag + Caa( Ay + Can)w(B(0,1))/?)e,

Put

—= —
g = 7 - 971> - ﬁXB(o,Ao/z)c = 2420 he + ﬁXB(O,A0/2)>

(6.53) 90 = 90 — F'XB(0,40)c
J1 = —FXB(0,40)-
Then, by (6.44),

d
~ =
(6.54) Y Gl < VAl Gl < VA2 + Coall fllimoex)) < V(2 + Caoe).
j=1
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Further, from (6.7) and (6.52) we get

10l < [lgollze + 1FXB0.40) ]l < Cusll fllsmo) + Casll fllamox) < (Cia + Cag)e,

which together with (6.54) give (6.3). For relations (6.4), see (?7). Now (6.5) is exactly
(6.47) combined with (6.51) and (6.7). Finally, for the decomposition (6.2), we use
(6.53) and write

2 = o~ = - = ~
S*og+go—|—f1:S O(Zhg)—i-s O<ﬁXB(O,AO/2))+QO+f1
>0

= fo+ F + (90 — FXB0,40)°) — FXB(0,40)
=Jot+g90 =T,
where in the second equality we have applied (6.8), (6.6), and (6.48). O

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let A, Ap > 1 and 0 < gy < 1 be as in Theorem 6.1. Fix 0 < ¢ <

o such that Ae < 1 and AA0N/25 < 1. Let 0 # f be a compactly supported BMO(X)-
function. Without loss of generality we may assume that || f|gmox) = €. Let » > 0 be
such that supp f C B(0,r). Decompose f according to Theorem 6.1, i.e.,

d
f= Z SYHG; + 90 + fi.
=1

Set g{ - =g, for j=0,1,....d. If f; =0, we are done. Otherwise we apply Theorem 6.1
to the function € f1 /| fi|lBmocx) and obtain functions fs, g; gt j=0,1,...,d, such that

d
fr=>8g g+
j=1
f
Z 15 |1 < (2Vd+Ae )”1”3%”‘) < (2Vd+Ae) Ae, |G 1 < Allfilsmox) < A%,

| f2llBMOx) < M%O(X)AEQ < A%3 supp fo C B(0, A2r),

ZHQ{I}H ||f1||BEMO )Aw(B(O,AOT))1/2€ < Azw(B(O,AOT))1/2€2.

Continuing this procedure we obtain sequences of functions {'gvj{n}}neNU{o}, 17=0,1,...,d,
and {f, }nen such that

d
ilx~{0 ~{0
F=> sUrg” 4 5%+ £
j=1

d

j=1
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(6.55) Z||9{"}||L°°< 2Vd + Ae) A", G5 pe < AW n=0,1,2,..

d
(656) NG ey < AMTw(BO, Apr) e, n=10,1,2,.
j=0
(6.57) | fatillBmo) <A™ ™ supp for1 € B(0, A5 r), n=0,1,2,....

Using Lemma 4.8 together with (1.1), (6.56), and (6.57) we get
| foll 2wy < C’w(B(O Asr N3 fullemogx) < C’”A(l]\m/2w(B(O,r))1/2A"5”+1 — 0, as n — oo,

ZZ ||"’{n HLz(dw) S CZAn+1A(1)\In/2w(B(O,7")>1/25n+1 < 0.

n=0 j=0 n=0

Putting g; = > " Og]"} for j = 0,1,...,d and using (6.55), we complete the proof of
Theorem 1.3. U

7. PROOF OF CHARACTERIZATION OF H}, ., BY SYSTEMS OF SINGULAR INTEGRALS

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Having Theorem 1.3 about the decompositions of compactly sup-
ported BMO(X)-functions, the proof of Theorem 1.2 goes by standard arguments. For
the sake of completeness we provide the details. Assume that f is a complex valued
L'(dw)-function such that SUYf € L'(dw) for all j = 1,...,d. Set S{% = Id. Consider
the functional

(7.1)  Ce(X) 29— (p) = /RN p(x)f (%) dw(x) =lim [ px)(f * h)(x) dw(x).

t—0 RN

Applying Theorem 1.3, there are g; € L*(dw) N L™, j =0,1,...,d, such that

d d
0 =2 SMg;+g,=3 sy,
j=1 J=0

(7.2) > llgille < Clllemor)
=0
Note that f * h; € L*(dw) for all t > 0, so
{7} { }
—lg%/RNZS] (f * h)(x) _];E,%Z/ X)SVI(f * hy)(x) dw(x)

=gg%2 [ o) ) ) = Y / ()8 £(x) du(x).

=
Hence, by (7 2),

d
[2()| < CllellBmocx) Z 1S £ 21 )

=0
So, @ can be extended to a bounded functional on VMO(X) (see Section 4.2) and its
norm is controlled from above by C' Z;'l:o ISU} £l 11 (aw)- By Coifman-Weiss [5] (see also
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Section 4.2), the functional @ is represented by integration with a unique H}, ,,-function
(see (7.1)). Hence f € H} . and

d
1 ez ~ 1R < O ISP f 030wy
=0
The inverse estimate ||SU} f]| 11 (4y) < Clfllay, ., is Theorem 1.2 of [10]. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.8

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Thanks to the scaling, in the proof of the theorem we may
assume that 0 < s <t =1.

Proof of (a). Recall that [y ¢s(z,y)dw(z) =0 for all s > 0 and y € RY. Applying (a)
and (b) of Theorem 3.7 and (2.10), we get

o) = | [ 0xa) = rx.y))oa.y) dua)]

< Cllertollor [ u(Boe D)2 (B, D) + (B, 1))

xw(B(z,s))( Nz y”) dw(z)
< Cllllesllllex (1 + [x — yl) " sw(B(x, 1))/

X / (w(B(z, 1))™Y2 +w(B(y, 1))_1/2)w(B(z, s)) "t dw(z).
d(z,y)

Let us note that, by (1.1), w(B(z,1)) ~ w(B(y,1)) if d(z,y) < . Therefore,

1% ds(x,3)| < Cllvllexllgllos (1 + [lx — yl) ™ sw(B(x, 1))_1/2@0(3(3’, 1)~

Now (a) of the theorem follows from the facts that we w(B(x,1)) ~ w(B(y,1)), if
d(x,y) < 2. Moreover, ¢ * ¢s(x,y) =0 if d(x,y) >2 and 0 < s <1 (see (2.10)).

Proof of (b). Note that ¥ % ¢s(x,y) =0 if d(x,y) > 2and 0 < s <t =1 (see (2.10)).
Further, since s™A7?(1,)(x) = ¢4(x),

(A1) U 0(x) = 5™ x (A (1)) (%) = 8™ (AL ) 5 ().
Consequently, applying part (a) of Theorem 3.7, we conclude that

o) =] [ (A7) . y) du(a)

< ClllleslInllons™ /RN w(B(x, 1)) (1 +[Ix —z) ™

< w(B(y, )" (L+ |z = yll/5) X0 (d(z,y)) dw(z)
< ClldllelInlless™w(B(x, 1)~ (1 + [x —y[) ™

Proof of (c). Applying part (a) of Theorem 3.8, we have
Vs % ¢1(2,y)| < CllYllexll@llessw(Bly, 1)) (1 + ||z — yI) ™ xp2(d(z,y)).



Recall that ||x —x/|| <1 and 0 < s < 1. Now, using part (b) of Theorem 3.7, we obtain

|1 % (s * @1)(x,y) — b1 * (U5 % 61) (X, y)]
= | [ (@rx.2) = n,2)) 0 5 00) 2. y) o)

< Cllenloltes || o2 (B ) A (B 1) (B 1))

L4 [jx — =)
< w(B(y. 1) (1 + [|lz = y]) "' xp.2(d(z,y)) dw(z)
< ClldllesllollEwsw(B(x, 1))~ lx = x'[|(1 + [x — y]) .

The proof is finished, because

|61 % (s % 1) (%, ¥) = @1 % (Vs x 01) (X, y)[ =0 if d(x,y) 24 and [x—x'|| < 1.

Proof of (d). We repeat arguments of the proof of part (b). Using (A.1), we get

U1 % Ba(%,y) — % d(X,y) = 5™ / (ATP91(x,2) — Ay (X, 2))n(2, y) duw(z).

RN

Applying part (c¢) of Theorem 3.7 to the function v, part (a) to the function ¢, and
having in mind that ||x —x/|| <1 and 0 < s <1, we get

‘wl * ¢S(X7 y) - wl * (bs(X/, Y>|
< Cllleslllless™ /RN I — x'[[w(B(x, 1)) (1 + [Ix — z[) " x(0.2(d(x, 2))

x w(B(y,s)) ™ (1 + HZ;SyH>_1X[0,s](d(Z> y)) dw(z)

< Cllgllexllglloss™|lx = x[(1 + [Ix = y[) " w(B(x, 1))~ xj0.a((d(x. ¥)).

The proof of Theorem 3.8 is complete. U
NOTATION

Q°, 20 Fx) = f(-x), 8

)\Qj, 19 agqi, 19

Q, 18 sQ, 20

Qyi, 18

42
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APPENDIX B. SUMMARY OF KEY MATHEMATICAL CONSTANTS, THEIR FIRST

APPEARANCE, AND RELATIONSHIPS

Constant First Appearance Relations/Comments

€0
A
Ao
Ay
Ay

Theorem 6.1
Theorem 6.1
Theorem 6.1
Equation (6.17
Equation (6.18
Equation (6.19
Equation (6.21
Proposition 5.11
Lemma 5.31
Lemma 5.41
Equation (6.7)
Equation (6.25)
Equation (6.32)
(

)
)
)
)

Equation (6.33)

Equation (6.34)
Equation (6.35)
Below (6.35)
Below (6.35)
Below (6.40)
Equation (6.42)
Equation (6.46)
Equation (6.49)
6.50)
6.51)
Lemma 4.8
Equation (5.3)
Equation (5.4)
Equation (5.4)
Above (6.33)

Equation

~—~~ I~ —~

Equation

g0 = (10001, Co) !

Fixed at the end of the proof

Ag = 32VN

A =Cy - %

Ay = %0121141

Az = A1(1+A)M1C1 O, + PP4CEH CF (14 Ag) M1 Ay
Ay = A3V'N + CppA,

Does not depend on f € BMO of compact support
Cu = CuChy
Ci5 = 4CHC4(1 + Ag)M 1A,y
Cis = C% C', where C'" > 0 satisfies
ﬁ /(1 +d(x,zp)/L(P)) N dw(x) < C".
Depends only on (N, R, k)
C1s = 2C16v/Cir
Depends only on (N, R, k)
Ca = C18v/Chg
Depends only on (N, R, k)
Cao = Cr1A2C19Co1 27
Caz = Crna(Ao/2)N2(Ay + Co)
Depends on (N, R, k) and ?
Depends on (N, R, k) and ?
Depends on (N, R, k) and ?
Constant in John-Nirenberg inequality
M, =8[N +1]
Ny > 2N
No+1< N, < (@AM, + N —1)/2
No=N;—N




44 JACEK DZIUBANSKI AND AGNIESZKA HEJNA

REFERENCES

[1] B. Amri, A. Hammi, Dunkl-Schrédinger operators, Complex Anal. Oper. Theory 113, (2019), 1033-
1058.

[2] J.-Ph. Anker, J. Dziubanski, A. Hejna, Harmonic functions, conjugate harmonic functions and the
Hardy space H' in the rational Dunkl setting, J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 25 (2019), 2356-2418.

[3] M. Christ, On the regularity of inverses of singular integral operators, Duke Math. J. 57 (1988),
459-484.

[4] M. Christ, D. Geller, Singular integral characterizations of Hardy spaces on homogeneous groups,
Duke Math. J. 51 (1984), 547-598.

[5] R. Coifman and G. Weiss, Extensions of Hardy spaces and their use in analysis, Bull. Amer. Math.
Soc. 83, 4 (1977), 569-645.

[6] M.F.E. de Jeu, The Dunkl transform, Invent. Math. 113 (1993), 147-162.

[7] C.F. Dunkl, Differential-difference operators associated to reflection groups, Trans. Amer. Math.
311 (1989), no. 1, 167-183.

[8] C.F. Dunkl, Hankel transforms associated to finite reflection groups, in: Proc. of the special session
on hypergeometric functions on domains of positivity, Jack polynomials and applications, Proceed-
ings, Tampa 1991, Contemp. Math. 138 (1989), 123-138.

[9] J. Dziubanski, A. Hejna, Remarks on Dunkl translations of non-radial kernels, J. Fourier Anal.
Appl. 29:52 (2023), https://doi.org/10.1007 /s00041-023-10034-2.

[10] J. Dziubanski and A. Hejna, Hormander’s multiplier theorem for the Dunkl transform, Journal of
Functional Analysis 277 (2019), 2133-2159.

[11] J. Dziubaniski, A. Hejna, Remark on atomic decompositions for the Hardy space H' in the rational
Dunkl setting, Studia Math. 251 (2020), no. 1, 89-110.

[12] J. Dziubanski, A. Hejna, Upper and lower bounds for the Dunkl heat kernel, Calc. Var. Partial
Differential Equations 62 (2023), no.1, Paper No. 25, 18 pp.

[13] J. Dziubanski and K. Jotsaroop, On Hardy and BMO Spaces for Grushin Operator, J. Fourier Anal.
Appl. 22 (2016), 954-995.

[14] C. Fefferman, E.M. Stein,H? spaces of several variables, Acta Math. 129, 137-195 (1972).

[15] J. Jiu and Z. Li, The dual of the Hardy space associated with the Dunkl operators, Advances in
Mathematics, Volume 412, (2023).

[16] M. Rosler, Positivity of Dunkl’s intertwining operator, Duke Math. J. 98 (1999), no. 3, 445-463.

[17] M. Rosler, A positive radial product formula for the Dunkl kernel, Trans. Amer.Math. Soc. 355
(2003), no. 6, 2413-2438.

[18] M. Résler: Dunkl operators (theory and applications). In: Koelink, E., Van Assche, W. (eds.)
Orthogonal polynomials and special functions (Leuven, 2002), 93-135. Lect. Notes Math. 1817,
Springer-Verlag (2003).

[19] M. Résler, M. Voit, Dunkl theory, convolution algebras, and related Markov processes, in Harmonic
and stochastic analysis of Dunkl processes, P. Graczyk, M. Rosler, M. Yor (eds.), 1-112, Travaux
en cours 71, Hermann, Paris, 2008.

[20] E.M. Stein, Harmonic Analysis (Real Variable Methods, Orthogonality and Oscillatory Integrals),
Princeton Math. Ser. 43, Princeton Univ. Press, 1993.

[21] S. Thangavelu, Y. Xu, Convolution operator and mazimal function for the Dunkl transform, J.
Anal. Math. 97 (2005), 25-55.

[22] A. Uchiyama, A constructive proof of the Fefferman-Stein decomposition of BMO(R"™) , Acta
Math.148(1982), 215-241

JACEK DZIUBANSKI, UNIWERSYTET WROCLAWSKI, INSTYTUT MATEMATYCZNY, PL. GRUNWALDZKI
2, 50-384 WROCLAW, POLAND
Email address: jdziuban®math.uni.wroc.pl

AGNIESZKA HEINA, UNIWERSYTET WROCLAWSKI, INSTYTUT MATEMATYCZNY, PL. GRUNWALDZKI
2, 50-384 WROCLAW, POLAND & DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, RUTGERS UNIVERSITY, PISCAT-
AwAY, NJ 08854-8019, USA

Email address: hejna@math.uni.wroc.pl



	1. Introduction 
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Homogeneous kernels and Dunkl multiplier operators
	3.1. Regular kernels
	3.2. Condition (triangle) 
	3.3. Estimates for translations of kernels

	4. Hardy and BMO spaces - basic properties
	4.1. Characterizations of H1
	4.2.  BMO(X) and VMO(X) spaces - duality
	4.3. Properties of BMO(X) 
	4.4. BMO(X) and Carleson measure

	5. Chang–Fefferman decomposition
	5.1. Calderón reproducing formula
	5.2. Chang–Fefferman decomposition
	5.3. Support properties
	5.4. Size and regularity properties
	5.5. Actions of singular integrals on aQ 
	5.6. Main lemma
	5.7. Auxiliary functions

	6. Constructive Fefferman-Stein decomposition of BMO(X) functions
	6.1. Proof of Theorem 6.1
	6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3

	7. Proof of characterization of H1 by systems of singular integrals
	Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 3.10
	Notation
	Appendix B. Summary of key mathematical constants, their first appearance, and relationships
	References

