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CHARACTERIZATIONS OF H1 AND FEFFERMAN-STEIN
DECOMPOSITIONS OF BMO FUNCTIONS
BY SYSTEMS OF SINGULAR INTEGRALS

IN THE DUNKL SETTING

JACEK DZIUBAŃSKI 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 RN equipped with a root system R and a multiplicity function k ≥ 0,
let dw(x) =

∏
α∈R |〈α,x〉|k(α) dx denote the associated measure and let F stand for the

Dunkl (Fourier-Dunkl) transform. Consider a system (θ1, θ2, . . . , θd) of smooth away
from the origin and homogeneous of degree zero functions on RN . We prove that if

rank

(
θ1(ξ) θ2(ξ) . . . θd(ξ)
θ1(−ξ) θ2(−ξ) . . . θd(−ξ)

)
= 2 for all ξ ∈ R

N , ‖ξ‖ = 1,

then any compactly supported BMO(RN , ‖x− y‖, dw) function f can be written as

f = g0 +
d∑

j=1

S{j}gj ,

∥∥∥
d∑

j=0

gj

∥∥∥
L∞

≤ C‖f‖BMO,

where S{j}g = F−1(θjFg). As a corollary we obtain characterization of the Hardy
space H1

Dunkl by the system of the singular integral operators (S{1},S{2}, . . . ,S{d}).
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1. Introduction

The classical result of Uchiyama [22] asserts that if a system (θ1(ξ), θ2(ξ), ..., θd(ξ)) of
complex valued functions on RN , which are C∞ away from the origin and homogeneous
of degree zero, satisfies the condition

(△) rank

(
θ1(ξ) θ2(ξ) . . . θd(ξ)
θ1(−ξ) θ2(−ξ) . . . θd(−ξ)

)
= 2 for all ξ ∈ R

N , ‖ξ‖ = 1,

then the system of the Fourier multiplier operators (S1, S2, ..., Sd), where

Ŝjf(ξ) = θj(ξ)f̂(ξ),

characterizes the classical real Hardy space H1(RN), that is, an L1(RN )-function f be-
longs to H1(RN) if and only if Sjf ∈ L1(RN) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ d. Here the actions of Sj
on L1(RN)-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 R

N equipped with a root system R and a multiplicity function
k ≥ 0, let

(1.1) dw(x) =
∏

α∈R
|〈α,x〉|k(α) dx

denote the associated measure, where here and subsequently dx means the Lebesgue
measure. Let Ff and F−1f 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 L1(dw)-function f belongs to the Hardy space H1

Dunkl if the
maximal function (built up from the Dunkl-heat semigroup)

Mf(x) = sup
‖x′−x‖2≤t

|et∆kf(x′)|

belongs to L1(dw), where ∆k is the Dunkl Laplace operator. Then we set

‖f‖H1
Dunkl

= ‖Mf‖L1(dw).

It was proved in [10] that if θ(ξ) is a homogeneous of degree zero and C∞ away from the
origin function on RN , then the Dunkl–Fourier multiplier operator

f 7→ Sf = F−1(θ(·)F(·)),
initially defined on L2(dw), has a unique extensions to a bounded operator on Lp(dw)
for 1 < p < ∞ and H1

Dunkl. Moreover, it is well defined in the sense of distributions on
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L1(dw) by the relation

〈Sf,ϕ〉 =
∫

RN

θ(ξ)Ff(ξ)(F−1ϕ)(ξ) dw(ξ), ϕ ∈ S(RN ).

We are now in a position to state our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that a system of (θ1(ξ), θ2(ξ), ..., θd(ξ)) of complex valued func-
tions on RN , which are C∞ away from the origin and homogeneous of degree zero satisfies
the condition (△). Let S{j} denote the multiplier operators F(S{j}f)(ξ) = θj(ξ)Ff(ξ).
Then an L1(dw)-function f belongs to the Hardy space H1

Dunkl if and only if S{j}f belong
to L1(dw), 1 ≤ j ≤ d. Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that

C−1‖f‖H1
Dunkl

≤ ‖f‖L1(dw) +

d∑

j=1

‖S{j}f‖L1(dw) ≤ C‖f‖H1
Dunkl

.

The characterization of H1
Dunkl by a special system of multiplier operators, namely by

(Id, R1, . . . , RN), where Rj , j = 1, . . . , N , are the Dunkl-Riesz transforms (which cor-
respond to the Dunkl multipliers −iξj/‖ξ‖) was proved in [2] by the use of some esti-
mates for ∆k-subharmonic functions. Since the space H1

Dunkl 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 = (RN , ‖x − y‖, dw) (see Section 4.2).
Consequently, as a corollary of the characterization of the Hardy space H1

Dunkl 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

f = g0 +

N∑

j=1

R∗
jgj, with

N∑

j=0

‖gj‖L∞ ≤ C‖f‖BMO(X).

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 (θ1(ξ), θ2(ξ), ..., θd(ξ)) of homogeneous of degree
zero and smooth away from the origin multipliers satisfies (△). Let S{j} denote the
Dunkl-Fourier multiplier operators F(S{j}f)(ξ) = θj(ξ)Ff(ξ). Then there is a constant
C > 0 such that any compactly supported BMO(X)-function f can be written as

f =
( d∑

j=1

S{j}∗gj

)
+ g0,

with
d∑

j=0

‖gj‖∞ ≤ C‖f‖BMO(X),

d∑

j=0

‖gj‖L2(dw) <∞.

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 H1

Dunkl 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 RN with the scalar product 〈x,y〉 =∑N
j=1 xjyj , where

x = (x1, ..., xN), y = (y1, ..., yN), and the norm ‖x‖2 = 〈x,x〉. For a nonzero vector
α ∈ RN , the reflection σα with respect to the hyperplane α⊥ orthogonal to α is given by

σα(x) = x− 2
〈x, α〉
‖α‖2 α.

In this paper we fix a normalized root system in RN , that is, a finite set R ⊂ RN \ {0}
such that σα(R) = R and ‖α‖ =

√
2 for all α ∈ R. The finite group G generated by

the reflections σα ∈ 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 +

∑
α∈R k(α) the homogeneous dimension

of the system. Clearly,

∫

RN

f(x) dw(x) =

∫

RN

t−Nf(x/t) dw(x) for all f ∈ L1(dw) and t > 0,

(2.1) w(B(tx, tr)) = tNw(B(x, r)) for all x ∈ R
N , t, r > 0,

where the measure w is defined in (1.1) and B(x, r) = {y ∈ RN : ‖y−x‖ < r}. Further,
there is a constant C > 0 such that

C−1w(B(x, r)) ≤ rN
∏

α∈R
(|〈x, α〉|+ r)k(α) ≤ Cw(B(x, r)).

Consequently, there exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that, for every x ∈ RN and for all
r2 ≥ r1 > 0,

(2.2) C−1
(r2
r1

)N
≤ w(B(x, r2))

w(B(x, r1))
≤ C

(r2
r1

)N
,

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)) for all x ∈ R
N , r > 0.

Thus X = (RN , ‖x − y‖, dw) is a space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman-
Weiss [5].
For ξ ∈ RN , the Dunkl operators Tξ are the following k-deformations of the directional
derivatives ∂ξ by a difference operator:

Tξf(x) = ∂ξf(x) +
∑

α∈R

k(α)

2
〈α, ξ〉f(x)− f(σαx)

〈α,x〉 .
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The Dunkl operators Tξ, which were introduced in [7], commute and are skew-symmetric
with respect to the G-invariant measure dw. Suppose that ξ 6= 0, f, g ∈ C1(RN) and g
is G-invariant. Then the following Leibniz rule can be confirmed by a direct calculation:

Tξ(fg) = f(Tξg) + g(Tξf).

For fixed y ∈ R
N the Dunkl kernel E(x,y) is a unique analytic solution to the system

Tξf = 〈ξ,y〉f, f(0) = 1.

The function E(x,y), which generalizes the exponential function e〈x,y〉, has a unique
extension to a holomorphic function on CN × CN . Moreover,

(2.4) E(x,y) = E(y,x) and E(x,y) = E(x̄, ȳ) for all x,y ∈ C
N .

Let {ej}1≤j≤N denote the canonical orthonormal basis in RN and let Tj = Tej . For

multi-index I = (β1, β2, . . . , βN) ∈ NN
0 , we set

|I| = β1 + β2 + . . .+ βN ,

∂I = ∂β11 ◦ ∂β22 ◦ . . . ◦ ∂βNN ,

T I = T β11 ◦ T β22 ◦ . . . ◦ T βNN .

The Dunkl (Fourier-Dunkl) transform

(2.5) Ff(ξ) = c−1
k

∫

RN

E(−iξ,x)f(x) dw(x),

where

ck =

∫

RN

e−
‖x‖2

2 dw(x) > 0,

originally defined for f ∈ L1(dw), is an isometry on L2(dw), i.e.,

(2.6) ‖f‖L2(dw) = ‖Ff‖L2(dw) for all f ∈ L2(dw),

and preserves the Schwartz class of functions S(RN ) ([8], see also [6]). It generalizes the
Fourier transform. Its inverse F−1 has the form

F−1g(x) = c−1
k

∫

RN

E(iξ,x)g(ξ) dw(ξ).(2.7)

The inversion formula

f(x) = c−1
k

∫

RN

Ff(ξ)E(iξ,x) dw(ξ)

remains valid if f, Ff ∈ L1(dw) (see [6, Theorem 4.2]).
The Dunkl translation τxf of a function f ∈ S(RN ) by x ∈ RN is defined by

τxf(y) = c−1
k

∫

RN

E(iξ,x)E(iξ,y)Ff(ξ) dw(ξ).(2.8)

It is a contraction on L2(dw), however it is an open problem if the Dunkl translations
are bounded operators on Lp(dw) for p 6= 2.
The following specific formula for the Dunkl translations of (reasonable) radial functions

f(x) = f̃(‖x‖) was obtained by Rösler [17]:

(2.9) τxf(−y) =

∫

RN

(f̃ ◦ A)(x,y, η) dµx(η) for x,y ∈ R
N .

Here
A(x,y, η) =

√
‖x‖2 + ‖y‖2 − 2〈y, η〉 =

√
‖x‖2 − ‖η‖2 + ‖y − η‖2
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and µx is a probability measure, which is supported in the set convO(x), where O(x) =
{σ(x) : σ ∈ G} is the orbit of x.
Formula (2.9) implies that for all radial f ∈ L1(dw) and x ∈ RN we have

‖τxf‖L1(dw) ≤ ‖f‖L1(dw).

Let

d(x,y) = min
σ∈G

‖σ(x)− y‖

be the distance of the orbit of x to the orbit of y. It was proved in [10, Theorem 1.7]
that if f ∈ L2(dw) and supp f ⊆ B(0, r) , then

(2.10) τxf(−y) = 0 for d(x,y) > r.

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

(f ∗ g)(x) = ck F−1[(Ff)(Fg)](x) =
∫

RN

(Ff)(ξ) (Fg)(ξ)E(x, iξ) dw(ξ) for x ∈ R
N ,

or, equivalently, by

(f ∗ g)(x) =
∫

RN

f(y) τxg(−y) dw(y) =

∫

RN

f(y)g(x,y) dw(y) for all x ∈ R
N ,

where, here and subsequently, g(x,y) = τxg(−y).
We shall use the notation f ∗2 = f ∗ f and, inductively, f ∗(n+1) = f ∗n ∗ f .
The Dunkl Laplacian associated with R and k is the differential-difference operator ∆k =∑N

j=1 T
2
j , which acts on C2(RN )-functions by

∆kf(x) = ∆euclf(x) +
∑

α∈R
k(α)δαf(x),

δαf(x) =
∂αf(x)

〈α,x〉 − ‖α‖2
2

f(x)− f(σαx)

〈α,x〉2 .

Obviously, F(∆kf)(ξ) = −‖ξ‖2Ff(ξ). The operator ∆k is essentially self-adjoint on
L2(dw) (see for instance [1, Theorem 3.1]) and generates the semigroup et∆k of linear
self-adjoint contractions on L2(dw). The semigroup has the form

et∆kf(x) = F−1(e−t‖ξ‖
2Ff(ξ))(x) =

∫

RN

ht(x,y)f(y) dw(y),

where the heat kernel

ht(x,y) = τxht(−y), ht(x) = c−1
k F−1(e−t‖ξ‖

2

)(x) = c−1
k (2t)−N/2e−‖x‖2/(4t)

is a C∞-function of all variables x,y ∈ RN , t > 0, and satisfies

0 < ht(x,y) = ht(y,x),

∫

RN

ht(x,y) dw(y) = 1.
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Let us note that for f ∈ L1(dw) such that Ff ∈ L1(dw), the translation τxf : RN 7−→ C

is a bounded function and

lim
t→0

∫

RN

τxf(y)e
−t‖y‖2 dw(y) = lim

t→0
c−1
k

∫

RN

∫

RN

E(iξ,x)E(iξ,y)Ff(ξ) e−t‖y‖2dw(ξ) dw(y)

= lim
t→0

ck

∫

RN

E(iξ,x)Ff(ξ)ht(ξ) dw(ξ) = ckE(0,x)Ff(0) =
∫

RN

f(y) dw(y).

Hence, if f,Ff, τxf ∈ L1(dw), then the integral of τxf is preserved, that is,

(2.11)

∫

RN

τxf(y) dw(y) =

∫

RN

f(y) dw(y).

Set

V (x,y, t) := max(w(B(x, t)), w(B(y, t))).

Observe that for any ε > 0 there is a constant C > 0 such that for any cube Q ⊂ RN

(2.12)
1

w(Q)

∫

RN

(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N−ε
dw(x) ≤ C,

where zQ denotes the center of Q and ℓ(Q) is its side-length.
In Theorem 2.13 we state estimates for ht(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
ht(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

(2.14) ht(x,y) ≤ C
(
1 +

‖x− y‖√
t

)−2

V (x,y,
√
t )−1 e−c d(x,y)

2/t.

Moreover, if ‖y − y′‖ ≤
√
t, then

(2.15) |ht(x,y)− ht(x,y
′)| ≤ C

‖y − y′‖√
t

(
1 +

‖x− y‖√
t

)−2

V (x,y,
√
t )−1 e−c d(x,y)

2/t.

3. Homogeneous kernels and Dunkl multiplier operators

3.1. Regular kernels. We say that a tempered distribution S on S(RN ) 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∞(RN \ {0}) and satisfies

〈S, f s〉 = 〈S, f〉, s > 0, f ∈ S(RN ),

where f s(x) = f(sx). Clearly,

S(rx) = r−NS(x) for x 6= 0, r > 0.

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

〈S, f〉 = c1f(0) + lim
ε→0

∫ ∞

ε

∫

‖x̄‖=1

S(x̄)f(rx̄)w(x̄)dx̄
dr

r

= c1f(0) + lim
ε→0

∫

‖x‖>ε
S(x)f(x) dw(x),

(3.1)
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where
∫
‖x̄‖=1

S(x̄)w(x̄) dx̄ = 0 and dx̄ 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

∧

, f〉 = 〈S, f

∧

〉, f

∧

(x) = f(−x).

Let ϕ be a C∞ non-negative radial function supported in the set {x : 1/4 < ‖x‖ < 1}
such that

∑
j∈Z ϕ(2

jx) = 1 for x 6= 0. Set

Sj(x) = ϕ(2−jx)S(x).

Then Sj(x) = 2−jNS0(2
−jx) and

(3.2) 〈S, f〉 = c1f(0) +
∞∑

j=−∞

∫

RN

Sj(x)f(x) dw(x).

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 θ. Indeed,

〈FS, f〉 = 〈S,Ff〉 = c1Ff(0) +
∞∑

j=−∞

∫

RN

Sj(x)Ff(x) dw(x)

= c1

∫

RN

f(ξ) dw(ξ) +

∞∑

j=−∞

∫

RN

(FS0)(2
jξ)f(ξ) dw(ξ).

Observe that FS0 is a Schwartz class function such that FS0(0) = 0. Hence |FS0(ξ)| ≤
C‖ξ‖ for ‖ξ‖ ≤ 1. Consequently, it is not difficult to see that c1 +

∑∞
j=−∞FS0(2

jξ)

converges absolutely to a C∞ function θ(ξ) for ξ 6= 0. Moreover, |∂Jθ(ξ)| ≤ CJ‖S0‖C|J|+N

for all J ∈ N
N
0 and ξ ∈ R

N , ‖ξ‖ = 1. Further, to see that θ(ξ) is homogeneous of degree
zero, we write∫

RN

θ(tξ)f(ξ) dw(ξ) =

∫

RN

θ(ξ)ft(ξ) dw(ξ) = 〈S,Fft〉

= 〈S, (Ff)t〉 = 〈S,Ff〉 =
∫

RN

θ(ξ)f(ξ) dw(ξ).

Conversely, every C∞ away from the origin homogeneous of degree zero function θ(ξ) is
the Dunkl transform of the distribution

〈S, f〉 =
∫

RN

θ(ξ)F−1f(ξ) dw(ξ)

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

S(x) =
∞∑

j=−∞
2jNF−1(θ · ϕ)(2jx), x 6= 0.

Moreover, for every s ≥ 0,

|c1|+ sup
|I|≤s,‖x‖=1

|∂IS(x)| ≤ Cs sup
|J |≤s+N,‖ξ‖=1

|∂Jθ(ξ)|.

With a regular kernel S of order 0, we associate the convolution operator (initially defined
for f ∈ S(RN ))

Sf(x) = S ∗ f(x) = 〈S∧, τxf〉 = 〈S, τxf

∧

〉.
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Clearly,

Sf(x) =

∫

RN

θ(ξ)F−1(τxf

∧

)(ξ) dw(ξ) =

∫

RN

θ(ξ)Ff(ξ)E(iξ,x) dw(ξ) = F−1(θ(·)Ff(·))(x),

thus S is a Dunkl multiplier operator, which by the Plancherel’s equality (2.6) is bounded
on L2(dw). Theorem 1 of [10] asserts that it is bounded on Lp(dw), weak-type (1.1), and
bounded on the Hardy space H1

Dunkl. Further,

Sf(x) = c1f(x) +

∞∑

j=−∞
τxSjf(y) dw(y) = c1f(x) +

∞∑

j=−∞

∫

RN

Sj(x,y)f(y) dw(y),

where Sj(x,y) = τxSj(−y).
For a regular kernel S of order zero, we define the action of the convolution operator S

on L1(dw)-functions in the distributional sense, that is,

〈Sf, ϕ〉 =
∫

RN

f(x)(S

∧

∗ ϕ)(x) dw(x) for all ϕ ∈ S(RN ).

This is well defined, since

S

∧∗ ϕ(x) =
∫

RN

θ(ξ)F−1ϕ(ξ)E(−ix, ξ) dw(ξ)

is a bounded function of x which belongs to L2(dw) as well. Further, for a function
f ∈ L1(dw), the distribution Sf belongs to L1(dw) if there is g ∈ L1(dw) such that

〈Sf, ϕ〉 =
∫

RN

g(x)ϕ(x) dw(x) for all ϕ ∈ S(RN ).

Then we simply write Sf = g. It is not difficult to prove that in this case

S(f ∗ ht) = (Sf) ∗ ht,

where the action on the right-hand side can be understood in both: the L2(dw) and
distributional sense. It turns out that the kernels Sj(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 κ > |I|+ |J |+N there is a constant CI,J > 0 such that

|T IxT Jy Sj(x,y)| ≤ CI,J‖S0‖Cκ2j(|I|+|J |)w(B(x, 2j))−1
(
1 +

‖x− y‖
2j

)−1

χ[0,2j ](d(x,y)).

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

∑
j Sj(x,y):

(3.3) |T IxT Jy S(x,y)| ≤ CI,J‖S0‖Cκ

d(x,y)

‖x− y‖d(x,y)
−|I|−|J |w(B(x, d(x,y)))−1.

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 θ(ξ).
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3.2. Condition (△). Let
−→
S = (S{1},S{2}, ...,S{d}) be a system of regular kernels of

order 0 on RN . We denote:

S{j}f = S{j} ∗ f, FS{j}(ξ) = θj(ξ).

Then F(S{j}∗f)(ξ) = θ(ξ)Ff(ξ).
We abuse a little our terminology and say that

−→
S = (S{1},S{2}, ...,S{d}) satisfies (△)

if for the system of their Dunkl transforms (θ1(ξ), θ2(ξ), . . . , θd(ξ)) the Uchiyama condi-
tion (△) holds.

Let us note that if a system
−→
S of regular kernels of order zero fulfills the Uchiyama

condition (△) then so
−→
S∗ does, that is,

(△̄) rank

(
θ1(ξ) θ2(ξ) . . . θd(ξ)

θ1(−ξ) θ2(−ξ) . . . θd(−ξ)

)
= 2.

We say that a regular kernel S is real if and only if c1 ∈ R and S(x) is real valued

(see (3.1)), or, equivalently, thanks to (2.4), θ(ξ) = θ(−ξ), where θ(ξ) = FS(ξ). Simi-

larly, S is purely imaginary if and only if θ(ξ) = −θ(−ξ), where θ(ξ) = FS(ξ).
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 (θ1(ξ), θ2(ξ), . . . , θd(ξ)) of
complex valued functions on RN , which are C∞ away from the origin and homogeneous
of degree zero, satisfies (△). Then for any −→ν ∈ Cd, ‖−→ν ‖ = 1, there is a system of
homogeneous of degree zero and smooth away from the origin functions

R
N \ {0} ∋ ξ 7→ Θj(ξ,

−→ν ) ∈ C, j = 1, 2, ..., d,

such that for all ξ ∈ RN \ {0} we have

(3.5)
d∑

j=1

θj(ξ)Θj(ξ,
−→ν ) = 1,

(3.6) Re

d∑

j=1

νj{Θj(ξ,
−→ν ) + Θj(−ξ,−→ν )} = Im

d∑

j=1

νj{Θj(ξ,
−→ν )−Θj(−ξ,−→ν )} = 0,

∣∣∣∂IξΘj(ξ,
−→ν )
∣∣∣ ≤ CI for all ‖ξ‖ = 1 with CI > 0 independent of −→ν .

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:

f(x,y) = τxf(−y), ft(x) = t−Nf(x/t), ft(x,y) = τx(ft)(−y).

Theorem 3.7. (cf. [9, Theorem 3.6]). Let κ and m be non-negative even integers.

(a) If κ > N +m, then there is a constant Cκ > 0 such that for all ϕ ∈ Cκ(RN) such
that suppϕ ⊆ B(0, 1) and all multi-indexes I and J such that |I|+ |J | ≤ m one has

|T IxT Jyϕt(x,y)| ≤ Cκt
−|I|−|J |‖ϕ‖Cκ(RN )

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−1

w(B(x, t))−1χ[0,t](d(x,y))

for all x,y ∈ RN .
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(b) If κ > N+ 1, then there is a constant C ′
κ > 0 such that

|ϕt(x,y)− ϕt(x,y
′)|

≤ C ′
κ‖ϕ‖Cκ(RN )

‖y − y′‖
t+ ‖x− y‖w(B(x, t))−1/2(w(B(y, t))−1/2 + w(B(y′, t))−1/2)

for all x,y,y′ ∈ RN and all ϕ ∈ Cκ(RN), suppϕ ⊆ B(0, 1).
(c) If κ > N+m+ 1, then there is a constant C ′′

κ > 0 such that

|T Iyϕt(x,y)− T Iyϕt(x
′,y)|

≤ C ′′
κt

−|I|‖ϕ‖Cκ(RN )

‖x− x′‖
t+ ‖x− y‖w(B(y, t))−1/2(w(B(x, t))−1/2 + w(B(x′, t))−1/2)

for all x,x′,y ∈ RN , all multi-indexes I, |I| ≤ m, and all ϕ ∈ Cκ(RN), suppϕ ⊆
B(0, 1).

Proof. For t = 1 this is [9, Theorem 3.6]. In order to obtain the estimates for ϕt we
apply (2.1) and the relations

T IxT
J
yϕt(x,y) = (−1)|J |t−|I|−|J |−N(T I+Jϕ)

(x
t
,
y

t

)
.

�

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

(a) If κ > N + 1, then there is a constant Cκ > 0 such that for all functions ψ, φ ∈
Cκ(RN) supported in the unit ball B(0, 1) such that

∫
RN φ(x) dw(x) = 0 and all

0 < s ≤ t one has

|(ψt ∗ φs)(x,y)| ≤ Cκ‖φ‖Cκ(RN )‖ψ‖Cκ(RN )

s

t
w(B(x, t))−1

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−1

χ[0,2t](d(x,y)).

(b) If κ > N + m + 1, then there is a constant Cκ > 0 such that for all functions

ψ, η, φ ∈ Cκ(RN) supported in the unit ball B(0, 1) such that φ = ∆
m/2
k η and all

0 < s ≤ t one has

|(ψt∗φs)(x,y)| ≤ Cκ‖η‖Cκ(RN )‖ψ‖Cκ(RN )

(s
t

)m
w(B(x, t))−1

(
1+

‖x− y‖
t

)−1

χ[0,2t](d(x,y)).

(c) If κ > N + 1, then there is a constant Cκ > 0 such that for all functions ψ, φ ∈
Cκ(RN) supported in the unit ball B(0, 1) such that φ is radial and

∫
RN ψ(x) dw(x) =

0 and all 0 < s ≤ t one has

|(ψs∗φt ∗ φt)(x,y)− (ψs ∗ φt ∗ φt)(x′,y)|

≤ Cκ‖φ‖2Cκ(RN )‖ψ‖Cκ(RN )

s

t

‖x− x′‖
t

w(B(y, t))−1
(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−1

χ[0,4t](d(x,y))

for all x,x′,y ∈ R
N , ‖x− x′‖ ≤ t.

(d) If κ > N + m + 1, then there is a constant Cκ > 0 such that for all functions

ψ, η, φ ∈ Cκ(RN) supported in the unit ball B(0, 1) such that φ = ∆
m/2
k η and all

0 < s ≤ t one has

|(ψt ∗ φs)(x,y)− (ψt ∗ φs)(x′,y)|

≤ Cκ‖η‖Cκ(RN )‖ψ‖Cκ(RN )

(s
t

)m‖x− x′‖
t

w(B(x, t))−1
(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−1

χ[0,4t](d(x,y))

for all x,x′,y ∈ RN , ‖x− x′‖ ≤ t.
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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 H1
Dunkl is

H1
Dunkl :=

{
f ∈ L1(dw) : ‖f‖H1

Dunkl
:= ‖Mf‖L1(dw) <∞

}
,

where

Mf(x) = sup ‖x−x′‖2<t |et∆kf(x′)|.
As in the classical theory of Hardy spaces [14], the space H1

Dunkl admits other characteri-
zations (see in [2] and [11]). In the present section we state characterizations of the space
H1

Dunkl 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 H1
Dunkl.

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
Rj(x) = c′kxj‖x‖−N−1, hence they are Dunkl multiplier operators:

Rjf = −Tj(−∆k)
−1/2f = F−1

(
− i

ξj
‖ξ‖Ff(ξ)

)
.

Since the action of Rj on L1(dw)-functions is well defined in the sense of distribution,
we set

H1
Riesz = {f ∈ L1(dw) : ‖Rjf‖L1(dw) <∞ for all j = 1, 2, ..., N}.

It was proved in [2, Theorem 2.5] that the spaces H1
Dunkl and H1

Riesz coincide and the
corresponding norms ‖f‖H1

Dunkl
and

‖f‖Riesz := ‖f‖L1(dw) +
N∑

j=1

‖Rjf‖L1(dw)

are equivalent.

4.1.2. Characterization by atoms of Coifman–Weiss type. Fix 1 < q ≤ ∞. We say that
a measurable function a : RN 7−→ C is a (1, q)-atom if there is a ball B such that

supp a ⊆ B, ‖a‖L∞ ≤ w(B)
1
q
−1,

∫
RN a(x) dw(x) = 0. A function f belongs to H1

(1,q)

if there are sequences {λj}j∈N of complex numbers and (1, q)-atoms {aj}j∈N such that
f =

∑∞
j=0 λjaj and

∑∞
j=0 |λj | <∞. Then

‖f‖H1
(1,q)

:= inf
{ ∞∑

j=0

|λj |
}
,

where the infimum is taken over all representation of f as above. Now [11, Theorem
1.5] asserts that for all 1 < q ≤ ∞ the spaces H1

Dunkl and H1
(1,q) coincide and the norms

‖f‖H1
Dunkl

and ‖f‖H1
(1,q)

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 ⊂ RN , let us denote

fB :=
1

w(B)

∫

B

f(x) dw(x).

We set

BMO(X) = {b ∈ L1
loc(dw) : ‖b‖BMO(X) <∞}, ‖b‖BMO(X) := sup

B

1

w(B)

∫

B

|b(x)− bB| dw(x).

Since the Hardy space H1
Dunkl admits decomposition into Coifman-Weiss 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

H1
Dunkl ∋ f 7−→ 〈b, f〉 =

∑

j

λj

∫

RN

b(x)aj(x) dw(x)

does not depend on decompositions of f =
∑

j λjaj into (1, q)-atoms and defines a
bounded linear functional, that is,

|〈b, f〉| ≤ Cq‖b‖BMO(X)‖f‖H1
(1,q)

.

Conversely, every bounded linear functional on H1
Dunkl is of this type and its norm is

comparable to ‖b‖BMO(X).
Further, keeping the terminology of [5, page 638], the VMO(X) space is defined as
the closure of the space Cc(R

N) of compactly supported continuous functions in the
BMO(X)-norm. Theorem 4.1 of [5] asserts that the Hardy space H1

Dunkl is dual to
VMO(X), which means that each continuous linear functional on VMO(X) has the form

〈f, b〉 =
∫

RN

f(x)b(x) dw(x) for all b ∈ Cc(R
N),

where f ∈ H1
Dunkl and ‖f‖H1

Dunkl
is 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 ∈ L1
loc(dw), r1 > r > 0,

x,y ∈ RN , and σ ∈ G, we have:

|bB(x,r) − bB(x,r1)| ≤ C log
(r1
r
+ 4
)
‖b‖BMO(X),

(4.2) |bB(x,r) − bB(y,r)| ≤ C‖b‖BMO(X) provided ‖x− y‖ ≤ 2r,

(4.3) |bB(x,r) − bB(σ(x),r)| ≤ C log

(‖σ(x)− x‖
r

+ 4

)
‖b‖BMO(X),

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

(4.4)
( 1

w(B(x, 2jr))

∫

B(x,2jr)

|b(y)− bB(x,r)|s dw(y)
)1/s

≤ Csj‖b‖BMO(X).
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Proposition 4.5. Let δ1 > 0. There is a constant C > 0 such that for all r > t > 0,
x ∈ B(x0, r), and any locally integrable functions f we have

∫

O(B(x0,2r))c

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ1 1

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t))
|f(y)− fB(x0,2r)| dw(y)

≤ C

(
t

r

)δ1/4
‖f‖BMO(X).

(4.6)

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

O(B(x0,2r))c

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ1 1

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t))
|f(y)− fB(x0,2r)| dw(y)

≤
∞∑

n=⌊log2(r/t)⌋

∫

Vn

. . . ,

where

Vn := (O(B(x0, 2r))
c) ∩O(B(x0, 2

n+1t)) ∩ (O(B(x0, 2
nt)))c for n ∈ N0, n ≥ ⌊log2(r/t)⌋.

If σ ∈ G, y ∈ B(σ(x0), 2
n+1t) \B(x0, 2r) and x ∈ B(x0, r), then

2n+1t+2‖x−y‖ ≥ 2n+1t+‖x−y‖+r ≥ ‖σ(x0)−y‖+‖x−y‖+‖x−x0‖ ≥ ‖σ(x0)−x0‖
and, consequently,

(4.7)
(
4 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ1/4
≤ C2nδ1/4

(
4 +

‖x0 − σ(x0)‖
t

)−δ1/4
.

Moreover, since n ≥ ⌊log2(r/t)⌋, for y ∈ Vn and x ∈ B(x0, r), we have

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t)) ∼ w(B(σ(x0), 2
nt)) for all σ ∈ G.

Therefore, applying (4.7) Lemma 4.1, we obtain
∫

Vn

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ1 1

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t))
|f(y)− fB(x0,2r)| dw(y)

≤ C2−3nδ1/4
∑

σ∈G

∫

B(σ(x0),2n+1t)\B(x0 ,2r)

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ1/4 1

w(B(σ(x0), 2nt))
|f(y)− fB(x0,2r)| dw(y)

≤ C2−3nδ1/4
∑

σ∈G

∫

B(σ(x0),2n+1t)

1

w(B(σ(x0), 2nt))
|f(y)− fB(σ(x0),2n+1t)| dw(y)

+ C2−3nδ1/42nδ1/4
∑

σ∈G

∫

B(σ(x0),2n+1t)

(‖σ(x0)− x0‖
t

+ 4

)−δ1/4

× 1

w(B(σ(x0), 2nt))
|fB(σ(x0),2n+1t) − fB(x0,2n+1t)| dw(y)

+ C2−3nδ1/4
∑

σ∈G

∫

B(σ(x0),2n+1t)

1

w(B(σ(x0), 2nt))
|fB(x0,2n+1t) − fB(x0,2r)| dw(y)

≤ C2−nδ1/2(n+ 1)‖f‖BMO(X) ≤ C2−nδ1/4‖f‖BMO(X).
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Finally,
∞∑

n=⌊log2(r/t)⌋
2−nδ1/4‖f‖BMO(X) ≤ C ′′

(
t

r

)δ1/4
‖f‖BMO(X),

so (4.6) is proved. �

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 <∞. There is a constant CJ-N,p > 0 such that for all x0 ∈ RN ,
r > 0, and f ∈ Lp(dw) such that supp f ⊆ B(x0, r) we have

‖f‖Lp(dw) ≤ CJ-N,pw(B(x0, r))
1/p‖f‖BMO(X).

Proof. The fact that supp f ⊆ B(x0, r) and (4.2) give |fB(x0,r)| ≤ C‖f‖BMO(X). Hence,
for 1 ≤ p <∞,

‖f‖Lp(dw) ≤
(∫

B(x0,r)

(|f(x)− fB(x0,r)|+ |fB(x0,r)|)p dw(x)
)1/p

≤
(∫

B(x0,r)

(|f(x)− fB(x0,r)|p dw(x)
)1/p

+ C‖f‖BMO(X)w(B(x0, r))
1/p

≤ CJ-N,pw(B(x0, r))
1/p‖f‖BMO(X),

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

4.4. BMO(X) and Carleson measure.

Theorem 4.9. Assume that ϕ ∈ L1(dw) is such that Fϕ ∈ L1(dw) and the functions
satisfy the following properties:

∫

RN

ϕ(x) dw(x) = 0,

(4.10) sup
ξ∈RN ,ξ 6=0

∫ ∞

0

|Fϕ(tξ)|2dt
t
<∞,

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

(4.11) |ϕt(x,y)| ≤ C
(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ 1

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t))
.

Then there is a constant C > 0 such that for all b ∈ BMO(X) and all balls B ⊂ RN we
have ∫ r

0

∫

B

|b ∗ ϕt(x)|2
dw(x) dt

t
≤ C2‖b‖2BMO(X)w(B).

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

dµ(x, t) := |b ∗ ϕt(x)|2
dw(x) dt

t

is a Carleson measure (related to dw) with its Carleson norm bounded by C2‖f‖2BMO(X).
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Proof of Theorem 4.9. Fix a ball B = B(x0, r). Set B∗ = B(x0, 6r). We write all the
elements of the group G in a sequence σ0 = Id, σ1, σ2, . . . , σ|G|−1. We inductively define
a partition of O(B∗) by the sets Uj ⊆ RN , j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , |G| − 1:

U0 := B(x0, 6r) = B∗,

U1 := {z ∈ R
N : ‖z− x0‖ > 6r, ‖z− σ1(x0)‖ ≤ 6r},

Uj+1 := {z ∈ R
N : ‖z− x0‖ > 6r, ‖z− σj+1(x0)‖ ≤ 6r} \

(
j⋃

j1=1

Uj1

)
for j ≥ 1.

We write

b(y) = bB∗ + (b(y)− bB∗) = bB∗ + (b(y)− bB∗)χ(O(B∗))c(y) +

|G|−1∑

j=0

(b(y)− bB∗)χUj
(y)

=: f1(y) + f2(y) +

|G|−1∑

j=0

fσj (y).

It follows from (2.11) and our assumptions on ϕ that
∫
RN ϕt(x,y) dw(y) = 0 for all

x ∈ RN . Since f1 is a constant function, f1 ∗ ϕt(x) = 0.
Further, from property (4.11) and Proposition 4.5, we conclude that for x ∈ B(x0, r)
and 0 < t ≤ r, we have

|ϕt ∗ f2(x)| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

ϕt(x,y)f2(y) dw(y)

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∫

O(B(x0,2r))c

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ 1

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t))
|f(y)− fB(x0,2r)| dw(y)

≤ C

(
t

r

)δ/4
‖f‖BMO(X).

So,
∫ r

0

∫

B

|ϕt ∗ f2(x)|2
dw(x)dt

t
≤ C2‖b‖2BMO(X)

∫ r

0

∫

B

( t
r

)δ/4 dw(x)dt
t

≤ C2‖b‖2BMO(X)w(B).

To deal with fσj , we assume that Uj 6= ∅. We write

fσ0 ∗ ϕt(x) = ((b− bB∗)χB∗) ∗ ϕt(x),
fσj ∗ϕt(x) = ((b−bσj (B∗))χUj

)∗ϕt(x)+((bσj (B∗)−bB∗)χUj
)∗ϕt(x) for j = 1, 2, ..., |G|−1.

By Plancherel’s equality (2.6), the John-Nirenberg inequality (4.4), and property (4.10)
,

|G|−1∑

j=0

∫ r

0

∫

B

|((b− bσj (B∗))χUj
) ∗ ϕt(x)|2

dw(x)dt

t

≤
|G|−1∑

j=0

∫ ∞

0

∫

RN

|F((b− bσj(B∗))χUj
)(ξ)Fϕ(tξ)|2dw(ξ)dt

t

≤ C

|G|−1∑

j=0

‖((b− bσj (B∗))χUj
)‖2L2(dw) ≤ C ′|G|‖b‖2BMO(X)w(B).
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It remains to consider (bσj(B∗) − bB∗)χUj
∗ϕt for j = 1, 2, ..., |G| − 1. To this end we note

that by the definition of Uj for y ∈ Uj and x ∈ B, we have

(4.13) ‖y− x0‖ > 6r, ‖x− y‖ ∼ (‖σj(x0)− x0‖+ r).

So we conclude
(4.14)

|χUj
∗ϕt(x)| ≤ C

∫

Uj

(
1+

‖x− y‖
t

)−δ 1

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t))
dw(y) ≤ C

(
t

‖σj(x0)− x0‖+ r

)δ/2
.

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

0

∫

B

|(bσj(B∗) − bB∗)χUj
∗ ϕt(x)|2

dw(x)dt

t
≤ C2‖b‖2BMO(X)w(B),

which completes the proof of Theorem 4.9. �

Corollary 4.15. Assume that ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B(0, 1)) and

∫
RN ϕ(x) dw(x) = 0. Then there is

a constant C > 0 such that for all b ∈ BMO(X) and all balls B ⊂ RN we have

(4.16)

∫ r

0

∫

B

|b ∗ ϕt(x)|2
dw(x) dt

t
≤ C2‖b‖2BMO(X)w(B).

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

Let
Ptf(x) = e−t

√−∆kf(x) = f ∗ pt(x),
be the Dunkl-Poisson semigroup, where

p(x) = cN,k(1 + ‖x‖2)−(N+1)/2

is the k-Cauchy kernel (see [21, Section 5], [19]). Set

∇̃kPtf(x) = (∂tPtf(x), T1Ptf(x), . . . , TNPtf(x)).
Corollary 4.17. There is a constant C > 0 such that for all balls B(x0, r) one has

∫ r

0

∫

B(x0,r)

‖t∇̃kPtf(x)‖2 dw(x)
dt

t
≤ Cw(B(x0, r))‖f‖2BMO(X).

Proof. Set q(x) = ∂tpt(x)∣∣t=1
= cN,k(1 + x‖2)−(N+3)/2(‖x‖2 −N).

It is obvious that

0 =

∫

RN

q(x) dw(x) =

∫

RN

Tjp(x) dw(x).

Since Fp(ξ) = c−1
k exp(−‖ξ‖), we have Fq(ξ) = −c−1

k ‖ξ‖ exp(−‖ξ‖), F(Tjp)(ξ) =
ic−1
k ξj exp(−‖ξ‖). So (4.10) is satisfied for q(x) and Tjp(x). For estimate (4.11) for

q(x), see [11, (3.12), Proposition 3.6]. To see (4.11) for tτx(Tjpt)(−y) = tTj,xpt(x,y), we
set g(x) = Tjp(x) = ∂jp(x) (because p(x) is a radial function) and note that

|∂Ig(x)| ≤ CI(1 + ‖x‖)−N−2−|I| for all I ∈ N
N
0 .

Now Theorem 4.1 of [9] asserts that

|tTj,xpt(x,y)| = |gt(x,y)| ≤ CI

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−1(
1 +

d(x,y)

t

)−1 1

w(B(x, d(x,y) + t))
.

The proof is complete. �
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Remark 4.18. It was proved in [15, Proposition 7.4] that if b ∈ L1
loc(dw) is such that

∫

RN

|b(x)|(1 + ‖x‖)−N−1 <∞ and ‖t∇̃kPtb(x)‖2dw(x)
dt

t
is a Carleson measure,

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

5. Chang–Fefferman decomposition

5.1. Calderón reproducing formula. For j ∈ Z, let

Q2j =

{
N∏

ℓ=1

[2jnℓ, 2
j(nℓ + 1)) : (n1, n2, ..., nN) ∈ Z

N

}

denote the decomposition of RN into the dyadic cubes of side-length ℓ(Q) = 2j. We shall
denote by zQ the center of the cube Q. Then Q =

⋃
j∈ZQ2j forms the set of all dyadic

cubes.
Assume that ψ ∈ S(RN ) is such that

∫
RN ψ(x) dw(x) = 0. It follows from the Plancherel’s

equality (2.6) that if f ∈ L2(dw), then the function F (x, t) = ψt ∗ f(x) belongs to the

tent space T 2
2 (X) = L2(RN × (0,∞), dw(x) dt

t
) and

(5.1) ‖F‖T 2
2 (X) ≤ Cψ‖f‖L2(dw).

Conversely, the mapping

(5.2) T 2
2 ∋ F 7→ lim

ε→0

∫ ε−1

ε

ψt ∗ F (·, t)(x)
dt

t
=: Pψ(F )(x)

is a bounded operator from T 2
2 (X) into L2(dw). The convergence is in L2(dw).

Set

(5.3) M1 = 8⌈N+ 1⌉.

For further purposes, we fix N0, N1 > 0 satisfying

(5.4) 2N < N0, N0 + 1 < N1 ≤ (4M1 +N − 1)/2.

From now on, we fix real–valued radial functions φ,η ∈ C∞
c (B(0, 1/4)) such that

φ = ∆M1

k η, |Fη(ξ)| ≤ C‖ξ‖2 for all ξ ∈ R
N ,

and ∫ ∞

0

(Fφ)(tξ)4
dt

t
= 1, for all ξ 6= 0.

Then L2(dw) ∋ f 7→ φt ∗ φt ∗ f ∈ T 2
2 (X) is an isometric injection and the following

Calderón reproducing formula holds:

f(x) = lim
n→∞

∫ 2n

2−n

(φt ∗ φt) ∗ (φt ∗ φt ∗ f)(x)
dt

t
,
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where the convergence is in L2(dw). Furthermore, for f ∈ L2(dw), we have

f(x) = lim
n→∞

∫ 2n

2−n

φ∗4
t ∗ f(x) dt

t

= lim
n→∞

∫ 2n

2−n

∫

RN

(φt ∗ φt)(x,y)(φt ∗ φt ∗ f)(y) dw(y)
dt

t

=
∑

j∈Z

∑

Qj∈Q
2−j

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

∫

Qj

(φt ∗φt)(x,y)(φt ∗ φt ∗ f)(y) dw(y)
dt

t

=:
∑

j∈Z

∑

Qj∈Q
2−j

f{Qj}(x),

(5.5)

where the convergence is unconditional in L2(dw).

5.2. Chang–Fefferman decomposition. For Qj ∈ Q2−j , j ∈ Z, we set

(5.6) λQj :=
(
w(Qj)−1

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

∫

Qj

|φ∗2
t ∗ f(y)|2 dw(y) dt

t

)1/2
,

(5.7) aQj(x) := λ−1
Qjf{Qj}(x) = λ−1

Qj

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

∫

Qj

φ∗2
t (x,y)(φ∗2

t ∗ f)(y) dw(y) dt
t

provided λQj 6= 0, otherwise we put aQj ≡ 0.
Combining (5.5)–(5.7), we obtain the generalization to the Dunkl setting of the Chang–
Fefferman decomposition:

f(x) =
∑

j∈Z

∑

Qj∈Q
2−j

λQjaQj(x),

where the convergence is unconditional in L2(dw). Moreover, it follows from (5.1) and the
boundedness of Pφ∗2 from T 2

2 (X) to L2(dw) (see (5.2)) that there is a constant Cφ > 0
such that for any sub-collection Q′ ⊆ Q and any f ∈ L2(dw), we have

(5.8)
∥∥∥
∑

Q∈Q′

λQaQ

∥∥∥
L2(dw)

≤ Cφ‖f‖L2(dw).

Observe that

aQj = ∆2M1

k ãQj ,

where

(5.9) ãQj (x) = λ−1
Qj

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

∫

Qj

t4M1(ηt ∗ ηt)(x,y)(φ∗2
t ∗ f)(y) dw(y)dt

t
.

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 L2(dw).
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5.3. Support properties. For a cube Q (not necessarily dyadic) and s > 0, let sQ
denote the cube with the same center zQ as Q and sides parallel to the axes of the length
sℓ(Q). We set

Q⋄ := O(B(zQ, 2
√
Nℓ(Q))).(5.10)

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, aQ, and ãQ, we
have

supp aQ ⊆ Q⋄, supp ãQ ⊆ Q⋄.

Moreover, there is a constant C10 ≥ 1 such that for all compactly supported f ∈ BMO(X)
and Q ∈ Q, we have

(5.12)
∑

P ⋄∩Q⋄ 6=∅,
ℓ(P )≤ℓ(Q)

λ2Pw(P ) ≤ C10w(Q)‖f‖2BMO(X).

In particular,

(5.13) 0 ≤ λQ ≤ C10‖f‖BMO(X).

Proof. The first assertion follows from (5.7) and the fact that φ∗2
t (x,y) = 0 for x /∈ Q⋄,

y ∈ Q and t ≤ 2ℓ(Q) (see (2.10)).
In order to prove (5.12), we fix Q ∈ Q and consider all the cubes P ∈ Q such that
ℓ(P ) ≤ ℓ(Q), P ⋄ ∩Q⋄ 6= ∅. Then, using (5.6), we get

∑

P ⋄∩Q⋄ 6=∅,
ℓ(P )≤ℓ(Q)

λ2Pw(P ) ≤
∑

2−j≤ℓ(Q)

∑

P∈Q
2−j ,

P ⋄∩Q⋄ 6=∅

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

∫

P

|φ∗2
t ∗ f(y)|2 dw(y) dt

t

≤ C ′
∫ 2ℓ(Q)

0

∫

(6Q)⋄
|φ∗2

t ∗ f(y)|2 dw(y) dt
t

≤ C ′′|G|w(Q)‖f‖2BMO(X),

where in the last inequality we have used Corollary 4.15 and the doubling property (2.3).
�

5.4. Size and regularity properties. In this section we derive estimates for the Dunkl
derivatives of the functions aQ and ãQ from the Chang–Fefferman decomposition of
any L2 functions f (see Subsection 5.2). We also prove Lipschitz estimates and the
cancellation property. We want to emphasize that the constants C,CI , C

′
I in Propositions

5.14 and 5.17 do not depend on f .

Proposition 5.14. Let I ∈ N
N
0 . There are constants CI , C

′
I > 0 such that for all aQ

and ãQ - functions from the Chang–Fefferman decomposition of an L2(dw)-function f
(see Subsection 5.2), and for all x ∈ RN we have

(5.15) |T I ãQ(x)| ≤ CIℓ(Q)
4M1−|I|

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1

χ[0,2
√
Nℓ(Q)](d(x, zQ)),

(5.16) |T IaQ(x)| ≤ C ′
Iℓ(Q)

−|I|
(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1

χ[0,2
√
Nℓ(Q)](d(x, zQ)).
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Proof. Using (5.9) and part (a) of Theorem 3.7 and (5.6), we get

|T I ãQ(x)| ≤ CIλ
−1
Q

∫ 2ℓ(Q)

ℓ(Q)

∫

Q

t4M1−|I|w(B(y, t))−1
(
1 +

‖x− y‖
t

)−1

|φ∗2
t ∗ f(y)| dw(y)dt

t

× χ[0,2
√
Nℓ(Q)](d(x, zQ))

≤ CIλ
−1
Q ℓ(Q)4M1−|I|

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1

χ[0,2
√
Nℓ(Q)](d(x, zQ))

×
(
w(B(Q))−1

∫ 2ℓ(Q)

ℓ(Q)

∫

Q

|φ∗2
t ∗ f(y)|2 dw(y)dt

t

)1/2

= CIℓ(Q)
4M1−|I|

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1

χ[0,2
√
Nℓ(Q)](d(x, zQ)),

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. �

Proposition 5.17. There is a constant C > 0 such that for all aQ - functions from the
Chang–Fefferman decomposition of an L2(dw)-function f (see Subsection 5.2) and for

all x,x′ ∈ RN are such that d(x,x′) ≤ 2
√
Nℓ(Q) we have

(5.18) |aQ(x)− aQ(x
′)| ≤ C

‖x− x′‖
ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1

χ[0,8
√
Nℓ(Q)](d(x, zQ)).

Proof. Let us note that if d(x,x′) ≤ 2
√
Nℓ(Q), y ∈ Q, ℓ(Q) ≤ t ≤ 2ℓ(Q), then

φ∗2
t (x,y) = 0 = φ∗2

t (x′,y) for d(x, zQ) > 8
√
Nℓ(Q) (see (2.10)). Hence, applying

part (c) of Theorem 3.7, we conclude that

|aQ(x)− aQ(x
′)| ≤ λ−1

Q

∫ 2ℓQ)

ℓ(Q)

∫

Q

|φ∗2
t (x,y)− φ∗2

t (x′,y)||φ∗2
t ∗ f(y)| dw(y)dt

t

≤ C
λ−1
Q

w(Q)

∫ 2ℓ(Q)

ℓ(Q)

∫

Q

‖x− x′‖
ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

‖x− y‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1

|φ∗2
t ∗ f(y)| dw(y)dt

t
.

Since 1 + ‖x − y‖/ℓ(Q) ∼ 1 + ‖x − zQ‖/ℓ(Q) for y ∈ Q, we obtain (5.18) by applying
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.6). �

Proposition 5.19. Let aQ and ãQ be the functions from the Chang–Fefferman decom-
position of an L2(dw)-function f . Then for all I ∈ NN

0 , we have

(5.20)

∫

RN

T I ãQ(y) dw(y) =

∫

RN

T IaQ(y) dw(y) = 0.

Proof. We note that for each multi-index I ∈ NN
0 ,

λ−1
Q

∫

RN

∫ 2ℓ(Q)

ℓ(Q)

∫

Q

t4M1

∣∣∣T Ix(ηt ∗ ηt)(x,y)(φ∗2
t ∗ f)(y)

∣∣∣ dw(y) dt
t
dw(x)

≤ CI
ℓ(Q)4M1−|I|

λQ

∫ 2ℓ(Q)

ℓ(Q)

∫

Q

∣∣∣(φ∗2
t ∗ f)(y)

∣∣∣ dw(y)dt
t
≤ C ′

Iw(Q)ℓ(Q)
4M1−|I| <∞.

Hence from the Fubini theorem and the fact that
∫
RN T

I
xηt(x,y) dw(x) = 0 for all I ∈ NN

0

and y ∈ RN , we conclude ∫

RN

T I ãQ(x) dw(x) = 0.

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

Proposition 5.21. Let κ be an even positive integer, κ > N + 4M1 + 1. There exists
C > 0 such that for all 0 < M ≤ 4M1 + N − 1, all the functions aQ from the Chang–
Fefferman decomposition of any L2(dw) function (see Subsection 5.2), and all regular
kernels S of order zero, we have

(5.22) |SaQ(x)| ≤ C
(
c1 + ‖S0‖Cκ(RN )

)(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−M
,

|SaQ(x)− SaQ(x
′)|

≤ C
(
c1 + ‖S0‖Cκ(RN )

)‖x− x′‖
ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1 +

d(x,x′)

ℓ(Q)

)M(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−M
.

(5.23)

Moreover,

(5.24)

∫

RN

SaQ(x) dw(x) = 0.

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

∑

j∈Z

∫

RN

Sj(x,y)aQ(y) dw(y) =
∑

j∈Z
SjaQ(x).

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

(5.25) SjaQ(x) = λ−1
Q

∫ 2

1

∫

Q

(Sj ∗ φ∗2
t )(x,y)(φ∗2

t ∗ f)(y) dw(y) dt
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 ≤ t ≤ 2 and
y ∈ Q, one has

|(Sj ∗ φ∗2
t )(x,y)| ≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )w(B(x, 1))−12j

(
1 + ‖x− zQ‖

)−1

χ[0,4
√
N ](d(x, zQ)).

Recall that w(B(x, 1)) ∼ w(B(zQ, 1)) for d(x, zQ) ≤ 4
√
N (see (1.1) and (2.2)). Hence,

using (5.25), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (5.6), we obtain

(5.26) |SjaQ(x)| ≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )2
j
(
1 + ‖x− zQ‖

)−1

χ[0,4
√
N ](d(x, zQ)).

Part 2: j > 0. We remark that w(B(x, 2j)) ∼ w(B(zQ, 2
j)) if d(x, zQ) ≤ 4

√
N2j

(see (1.1) and (2.2)). So, from the part (b) of Theorem 3.8 and (2.2), we deduce that for
1 ≤ t ≤ 2 and y ∈ Q, one has

|(Sj ∗ φ∗2
t )(x,y)| ≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )w(B(zQ, 2

j))−12−4M1j
(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
2j

)−1

χ[0,4
√
N2j ](d(x, zQ))

≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )w(B(zQ, 1))
−12−(4M1+N)j

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
2j

)−1

χ[0,4
√
N2j ](d(x, zQ)).

Consequently, by (5.25), (5.6), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

|SjaQ(x)| ≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )2
−(4M1+N)j

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
2j

)−1

χ[0,4
√
N2j ](d(x, zQ))

≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )2
−(4M1+N−1)j

(
1 + ‖x− zQ‖

)−1
χ[0,4

√
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

∑

j∈Z

(
SjaQ(x)− SjaQ(x

′)
)
=
∑

j∈Z

∫

RN

(
Sj(x,y)aQ(y)− Sj(x

′,y)aQ(y)
)
dw(y).

Part 1: j ≤ 0. Recall that
∫
RN S0(x) dw(x) = 0. Using part (c) of Theorem 3.8, for

1 ≤ t ≤ 2 and y ∈ Q, we have

|Sj ∗ φ∗2
t (x,y)− Sj ∗ φ∗2

t (x′,y)|

≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )w(B(x, 1))−12j‖x− x′‖
(
1 + ‖x− zQ‖

)−1

χ[0,8
√
N ](d(x, zQ)).

Utilizing (5.25) together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

(5.28) |SjaQ(x)−SjaQ(x
′)| ≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )2

j‖x−x′‖(1+‖x−zQ‖)−1χ[0,8
√
N ](d(x, zQ)).

Part 2: j > 0. Recall that φ ∗φ = ∆2M1
k (η ∗ η) and supp (η ∗ η) ⊆ B(0, 1/2). Applying

the part (d) of Theorem 3.8, we conclude that for 1 ≤ t ≤ 2 and y ∈ Q, one has

|Sj∗φ∗2
t (x,y)− Sj ∗ φ∗2

t (x′,y)|

≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )2
−4M1j

‖x− x′‖
2j

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
2j

)−1

w(B(x, 2j))−1χ[0,2j+3
√
N ](d(x, zQ))

≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )2
−(4M1+N)j ‖x− x′‖

2j

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
2j

)−1

w(B(x, 1))−1χ[0,2j+3
√
N ](d(x, zQ)),

where in the last inequality we have used (2.2). Hence, for any 0 < M ≤ 4M1 +N , we
have

|SjaQ(x)− SjaQ(x
′)| ≤ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )2

−Mj‖x− x′‖(1 + ‖x− zQ‖)−1χ[0,2j+4
√
N ](d(x, zQ)).

(5.29)

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

|SaQ(x)− SaQ(x
′)| ≤ Cc1‖x− x′‖(1 + ‖x− zQ‖)−1χ[0,8

√
N ](d(x, zQ))

+ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )

∑

j≤0

2j‖x− x′‖(1 + ‖x− zQ‖)−1χ[0,8
√
N ](d(x, zQ))

+ C‖S0‖Cκ(RN )

∑

2j>d(x,zQ)/128
√
N

2−jM‖x− x′‖(1 + ‖x− zQ‖)−1

≤ C
(
c1 + ‖S0‖Cκ(RN )

)
‖x− x′‖(1 + ‖x− zQ‖)−1(1 + d(x, zQ))

−M ,

which finishes the proof of (5.23).
To get (5.24), we note that by Propositions 5.14 and 5.19 the functions aQ belong to
the Hardy space H1

Dunkl. Hence [10, Theorem 1.2] asserts that SaQ ∈ H1
Dunkl. So (5.24)

follows, since all the functions from H1
Dunkl have integral zero (see Section 4.1.2). �

Corollary 5.30. Let a′Q(x) = Re aQ(x), a
′′
Q(x) = Im aQ(x). Then Proposition 5.21 holds

if we replace aQ either by a′Q or by a′′Q.
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5.6. Main lemma. Following Uchiyama [22] we treat Cd as a 2d-dimensional vector
space over R with the identification

C
d ∋ −→v 7→ V (−→v ) = (Re v1, Im v1,Re v2, Im v2, . . . ,Re vd, Im vd) ∈ R

2d,

−→v = (v1, v2, . . . , vd).

Then ‖−→v ‖ = ‖V (−→v )‖ and 〈V (−→v ), V (−→w)〉R2d = Re 〈−→v ,−→w〉Cd = Re 〈−→w ,−→v 〉Cd. Here

〈−→v ,−→w〉Cd =
∑d

j=1 vjwj denotes the inner product in the unitary space Cd.

Lemma 5.31. (cf. [22, Lemma 2.3]) Assume that a system
−→
S = (S{1},S{2}, . . . ,S{d}) of

regular kernels of order zero satisfies the condition (△). Then there is a constant C11 ≥ 1
such that for any aQ from the Chang–Fefferman decomposition (see Subsection 5.2) and

for any unit vector −→ν ∈ C
d there is a function

−→
bQ = (b

{1}
Q , b

{2}
Q , . . . , b

{d}
Q ) (which takes

values in Cd) such that for all 0 < M ≤ (4M1 +N − 1)/2 and x,x′ ∈ RN , we have

(5.32) ‖−→bQ(x)‖ ≤ C11

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−2M

;

‖−→bQ(x)−
−→
bQ(x

′)‖

≤ C11
‖x− x′‖
ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1 +

d(x,x′)

ℓ(Q)

)2M (
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−2M

;

(5.33)

∫

RN

−→
bQ(y) dw(y) = 0;

(5.34)
−→
S∗ ◦ −→bQ(x):=

d∑

j=1

S{j}∗b{j}Q = aQ(x), 〈V (−→bQ(x)), V (−→ν )〉R2d = 0.

Proof of Lemma 5.31. The proof follows [22, proof of Lemma 2.3]. For any unit vector−→ν ∈ Cd, let Θj(ξ,
−→ν ) be as in Proposition 3.4. Each Θj(ξ,

−→ν ) uniquely corresponds to

a regular kernel Z
{j}
−→
ν

of order zero. For aQ from the Chang–Fefferman decomposition,
set a′Q(x) = Re aQ(x), a

′′
Q(x) = Im aQ(x). Put

b
{j}
Q = Z

{j}
−→ν a′Q + iZ

{j}
i−→ν a

′′
Q = F−1

(
Θj(ξ,

−→ν )Fa′Q(ξ) + iΘj(ξ, i
−→ν )Fa′′Q(ξ)

)
.(5.35)

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
( d∑

j=1

S{j}∗b{j}Q

)
(ξ) =

d∑

j=1

θj(ξ)Θj(ξ,
−→ν )Fa′Q(ξ) + i

d∑

j=1

θj(ξ)Θj(ξ, i
−→ν )Fa′′Q(ξ)

= Fa′Q(ξ) + iFa′′Q(ξ) = FaQ(ξ),

where in the second equality we have used (3.5) for −→ν and i−→ν .

In order to verify the second equality in (5.34) we note that 2Re(F−1g) = F−1(g + g

∧

)
for any reasonable function/kernel g, where, according to our notation, g

∧

(x) = g(−x).
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We also recall that g is real-valued if and only if Fa = Fa∧. Hence, by (5.35),

2〈V (−→bQ(x)), V (−→ν )〉R2d = 2Re 〈−→bQ(x),−→ν 〉Cd = 2Re
( d∑

j=1

νjb
{j}
Q (x)

)

= 2Re F−1
( d∑

j=1

νjΘj(ξ,
−→ν )Fa′Q(ξ) + iνjΘj(ξ, i

−→ν )Fa′′Q(ξ)
)
(x)

= F−1
( d∑

j=1

νjΘj(ξ,
−→ν )Fa′Q(ξ) + νjΘj(−ξ,−→ν )Fa′Q(−ξ)

)
(x)

+ F−1
( d∑

j=1

iνjΘj(ξ, i
−→ν )Fa′′Q(ξ)− iνjΘj(−ξ, i−→ν )Fa′′Q(−ξ)

)
(x)

= F−1
( d∑

j=1

(
νjΘj(ξ,

−→ν ) + νjΘj(−ξ,−→ν )
)
Fa′Q(ξ)

)
(x)

+ F−1
( d∑

j=1

(
iνjΘj(ξ, i

−→ν )− iνjΘj(−ξ, i−→ν )
)
Fa′′Q(ξ)

)
(x).

It easily follows from (3.6) that

d∑

j=1

(
νjΘj(ξ,

−→ν ) + νjΘj(−ξ,−→ν )
)
= 0 =

d∑

j=1

(
iνjΘj(ξ, i

−→ν )− iνjΘj(−ξ, i−→ν )
)
.

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

5.7. Auxiliary functions. Recall that N0 > 2N (see (5.4)). For a compactly supported
BMO(X)-function f and for j,m ∈ Z, we define

(5.36) τ j(x) = τ j(f)(x) :=
∑

Q∈Q
2−j

λQ

(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−j

)−N0

,

(5.37) σm(x) = σm(f)(x) =
∑

j≤m

( 9

10

)m−j
τ j(x) =

∞∑

j=0

( 9

10

)j
τm−j(x).

where λQ are the coefficients from the Chang–Fefferman decomposition of f (see (5.6)).
Then

(5.38) σm(x) =
9

10
σm−1(x) + τm(x).

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

(5.39)
∑

Q∈Q
2−j

(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−j

)−K
≤ CK .
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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 ∈ RN , we have

τ j(x)
2 ≤ C

∑

P∈Q
2−j

λ2P

(
1 +

d(x, zP )

2−j

)−N0

,

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

Proof. Because ab ≤ (a2 + b2)/2 for all a, b ∈ R, we have

τ j(x)
2 =

∑

(P,Q)∈Q
2−j×Q

2−j

λPλQ

(
1 +

d(zP ,x)

2−j

)−N0
(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−j

)−N0

≤ 1

2

∑

(P,Q)∈Q
2−j×Q

2−j

λ2P

(
1 +

d(zP ,x)

2−j

)−N0
(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−j

)−N0

+
1

2

∑

(P,Q)∈Q
2−j×Q

2−j

λ2Q

(
1 +

d(zP ,x)

2−j

)−N0
(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−j

)−N0

=
∑

P∈Q
2−j

λ2P

(
1 +

d(zP ,x)

2−j

)−N0 ∑

Q∈Q
2−j

(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−j

)−N0

.

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

Lemma 5.41 (Christ-Geller [4]). There is a constant C12 ≥ 1 such that for all compactly
supported f ∈ BMO(X) and for all j,m ∈ Z, one has

(5.42) ‖τ j‖∞ ≤ C12‖f‖BMO(X),

(5.43) ‖σm‖∞ ≤ C12‖f‖BMO(X),

(5.44)

∫

Q⋄

∑

2j≥ℓ(Q)−1

σj(x)τ j(x)dw(x) ≤ C12w(Q)‖f‖2BMO(X) for all Q ∈ Q.

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

σm(x) .
∑

j≤m

( 9

10

)m−j
‖f‖BMO(X) . ‖f‖BMO(X).

We now turn to prove (5.44). We adapt the proof of Christ-Geller [4] p. 558. Fix Q ∈ Q.
Let ℓ ∈ Z be such that ℓ(Q) = 2−ℓ. For P ∈ Q such that ℓ(P ) ≤ ℓ(Q), let Q̃(P ) ∈ Q2−ℓ

be a unique cube which contains P , that is, P ⊂ Q̃(P ). If x ∈ Q⋄, then by the triangle
inequality for the distance d(x,y), we have

(
1 +

d(zP ,x)

ℓ(P )

)−1

≤ C
(
1 +

d(zQ, zQ̃(P ))

ℓ(Q)

)−1

.

Hence, applying Lemma 5.40 and using the inequality
∫

RN

(
1 +

d(zP ,x)

ℓ(P )

)−N0/2

dw(x) ≤ Cw(P ),
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we get
∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ

τ j(x)
2 dw(x)

.

∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ

∑

P∈Q
2−j

λ2P

(
1 +

d(zQ, zQ̃(P ))

ℓ(Q)

)−N0/2(
1 +

d(zP ,x)

ℓ(P )

)−N0/2

dw(x)

.

∞∑

j=ℓ

∑

P∈Q
2−j

λ2Pw(P )
(
1 +

d(zQ, zQ̃(P ))

ℓ(Q)

)−N0/2

=
∑

Q′∈Q
2−ℓ

∑

P∈Q, P⊆Q′

λ2Pw(P )
(
1 +

d(zQ, zQ′)

ℓ(Q)

)−N0/2

.

Now we utilize (5.12) and obtain
∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ

τ j(x)
2 dw(x) .

∑

Q′∈Q
2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(zQ, zQ′)

ℓ(Q′)

)−N0/2

w(Q′)‖f‖2BMO(X)

. ‖f‖2BMO(X)

∫

RN

(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

ℓ(Q)

)−N0/2

dw(x)

. w(Q)‖f‖2BMO(X).

(5.45)

If n ≥ 0, then by (5.45) and (5.42), we get

∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ−n
τ 2
j(x) dw(x) ≤

∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ

τ 2
j (x) dw(x) +

∫

Q⋄

ℓ−1∑

j=ℓ−n
τ 2
j(x) dw(x)

≤ Cw(Q)(1 + n)‖f‖2BMO(X).

(5.46)

Thus, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then (5.45) and (5.46), we obtain
∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ

τ j(x)τ j−n(x) dw(x) ≤ Cw(Q)(1 + n)1/2‖f‖2BMO(X).

Finally,
∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ

τ j(x)σj(x) dw(x) =

∫

Q⋄

∞∑

j=ℓ

∞∑

n=0

τ j(x)
( 9

10

)n
τ j−n(x) dw(x)

≤ C
∑

m≥0

( 9

10

)n
w(Q)(1 + n)1/2‖f‖2BMO(X)

≤ C ′w(Q)‖f‖2BMO(X).

The proof of Lemma 5.41 is complete by taking as C12 the largest constant in the proved
inequalities. �

Lemma 5.47 (cf. [4], Lemma 3.4). There is a constant C > 0 such that for any function
f ∈ BMO(X) which is supported in a ball B(x0, r), r < 2−j, one has

∣∣∣
∑

Q∈Q
2−j

λQaQ(x)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

rN

2−jN
‖f‖BMO(X).
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Proof. By Lemma 4.8, we have

(5.48) ‖f‖L1(dw) ≤ Cw(B(x0, r))‖f‖BMO(X).

Recall that suppφ∗2
t (y, ·) ⊆ O(B(y, t/2)) (see (2.10)). Thus for Q ∈ Q2−j ,

λQ =
(
w(Q)−1

∫ 2−j+1

2−j

∫

Q

∣∣∣∣
∫

O(B(y,t/2))∩B(x0 ,r)

φ∗2
t (y,x)f(x) dw(x)

∣∣∣∣
2

dw(y)
dt

t

)1/2
(5.49)

(see (5.6) for the definition of λQ). Note also that λQ = 0 if Q⋄∩B(x0, r) = ∅, so we can
assume that Q⋄ ∩ B(x0, r) 6= ∅. Thus, in this case, thanks to (2.2) and the assumption
r ≤ ℓ(Q), for all ℓ(Q) ≤ t ≤ 2ℓ(Q), and y ∈ Q, we have

w(B(y, t/2)) ∼ w(B(x0, ℓ(Q))) ∼ w(Q).

Consequently, by part (a) of Theorem 3.7, for y ∈ Q, x ∈ Q⋄ ∩ B(x0, r), we get

|φ∗2
t (y,x)| ≤ C

w(B(y, 4t))
≤ C

w(B(x0, ℓ(Q)))
.

Therefore, from (5.49), (5.48), and (2.2), we conclude that

λQ ≤ Cw(B(x0, 2
−j))−1‖f‖L1(dw) ≤ C

w(B(x0, r))

w(B(x0, ℓ(Q)))
‖f‖BMO(X) ≤ C

rN

2−jN
‖f‖BMO(X).

Recall that |aQ(x)| ≤ C (see (5.16)). Since supp aQ ⊆ Q⋄ and the sets Q⋄, where Q runs
over Q2−j , have bounded overlapping property with an overlapping constant independent
of j, we obtain the lemma. �

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 = (S{1},S{2}, ...,S{d}) is a system of regular kernels of

order 0 satisfying (△). Then there are constants A0, A ≥ 1 and 0 < ε0 < 1 such that for
all r > 0, any BMO(X)-function f supported in the ball B(0, r) with ‖f‖BMO(X) = ε < ε0,
can be written as

(6.2) f =

d∑

j=1

S{j}∗g̃j + g̃0 + f1,

(6.3)
d∑

j=1

‖g̃j‖L∞ ≤ 2
√
d+ A‖f‖BMO(X), ‖g̃0‖L∞ ≤ A‖f‖BMO(X),

(6.4) ‖f1‖BMO ≤ Aε2, supp f1 ⊆ B(0, A0r),

Moreover,

(6.5)

d∑

j=0

‖g̃j‖L2(dw) ≤ Aw(B(0, r))1/2‖f‖BMO(X).
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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
−→
S , let C11 be the constant from Lemma 5.31. We shall prove Theorem 6.1 with

A0 = 32
√
N and ε0 = (100C11C12)

−1,

where C12 is the constant from Lemma 5.41. Recall that we fixed constants N0 > 2N
and N0 + 1 < N1 ≤ (4M1 +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 [r](x) = f(rx) are isometries on BMO(X) and L∞(RN),

‖f‖2L2(dw) = rN‖f [r]‖2L2(dw) =
w(B(0, r))

w(B(0, 1))
‖f [r]‖2L2(dw),

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

(6.6) f =
∑

Q∈Q
λQaQ =

∑

Q∈Q, ℓ(Q)≤1

λQaQ +
∑

Q∈Q, ℓ(Q)>1

λQaQ =: f0 + g0.

For ℓ ∈ Z, let τ ℓ(x) = τ ℓ(f)(x) and σℓ(x) = σℓ(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) ‖g0‖L∞ ≤ C13‖f‖BMO(X), ‖g0‖L2(dw) ≤ C13w(B(0, 1))1/2‖f‖BMO(X).

Thus, in farther consideration we shall deal with the function f0 =
∑

Q∈Q, ℓ(Q)≤1 λQaQ.

For ℓ = −1 we define −→g−1(x) ≡ (1, 0, ..., 0) ∈ Cd,
−−→
E−1(x) =

−→
h−1(x) ≡ (0, ..., 0) ∈ Cd.

Following [4], our task is to construct, by induction, for each integer ℓ ≥ 0 functions
−→
hℓ ,

−→gℓ , and
−→
Eℓ on RN , taking values in Cd, such that

(6.8)
−→
S∗ ◦ −→hℓ =

∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQaQ,

(6.9)
−→
hℓ =

∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ
−→
bQ,

with some functions
−→
bQ which take values in Cd and satisfy

(6.10) ‖−→bQ(x)‖ ≤ C11

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

ℓ(Q)

)−2N1

for all x ∈ R
N ,

(6.11)

‖−→bQ(x)−
−→
bQ(y)‖ ≤ C11

‖x− y‖
ℓ(Q)

(
1+

d(x,y)

ℓ(Q)

)N1−1(
1+

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1+

d(zQ,x)

ℓ(Q)

)−N1+1

for all x,y ∈ R
N ,

(6.12)

‖−→bQ(x)−
−→
bQ(y)‖ ≤ C11

‖x− y‖
ℓ(Q)

(
1+

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1+

d(zQ,x)

ℓ(Q)

)−2N1+1

for ‖x−y‖ ≤ A0ℓ(Q),

(6.13) 〈V (
−→
bQ(x)), V (

−−→gℓ−1(zQ))〉R2d ≡ 0 for all Q ∈ Q2−ℓ ,

(6.14)

∫

RN

−→
bQ(x) dw(x) =

−→
0 ,
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(6.15) ‖−→gℓ (x)‖ = 1 for all x ∈ R
N ,

(6.16) −→gℓ = −−→gℓ−1 +
−→
hℓ +

−→
Eℓ for all ℓ ≥ 0,

(6.17) ‖−→gℓ (x)−−→gℓ (y)‖ ≤ A1
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1

σℓ(x) for all x,y ∈ R
N ,

(6.18) ‖−→Eℓ(x)‖ ≤ A2τ ℓ(x)σℓ(x),

(6.19) ‖−→Eℓ(x)−
−→
Eℓ(y)‖ ≤ A3

‖x− y‖
2−ℓ

‖f‖2BMO(X) for ‖x− y‖ ≤ A02
−ℓ,

(6.20)
∞∑

ℓ=0

−→
Eℓ converges in L1

loc(dw) to
−→
E 0 ∈ BMO(X),

(6.21) ‖−→E 0‖BMO(X) ≤ A4‖f‖2BMO(X),

(6.22) {−→gℓ}ℓ∈N converges in L1
loc(dw) to −→g ∈ L∞,

where the constants A1, A2, 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‖BMO(X) = ε < ε0, supp f ⊂ B(0, 1). For this purpose
we will control their dependencies. We shall provide the inductive step. The proof for
ℓ = 0 is essentially the same as the inductive step.
Assume that (6.8)–(6.19) hold for all j ∈ Z such that 0 ≤ j < ℓ.

Step 1: constructions of
−→
hℓ and

−→
bQ, proofs of (6.8)–(6.14). For Q ∈ Q2−ℓ , we

apply Lemma 5.31 with −→ν = −−→gℓ−1(zQ) and obtain a vector-valued function
−→
bQ(x)

satisfying (6.10)–(6.14) such that aQ(x) =
−→
S∗ ◦ −→bQ(x) (see (5.34)). Observe that

#{Q ∈ Q2−ℓ : bQ 6≡ 0} is finite,

since supp f ⊂ B(0, 1) (see (6.41)). Let
−→
hℓ(x) be given by (6.9). Then

−→
hℓ ∈ L1(dw) ∩

L∞(RN ) and (6.8) follows from (5.34). In Step 5 of the proof we provide estimates for

the L2(dw)-norm of sums of
−→
hℓ ’s,

Step 2: constructions of −→gℓ and
−→
Eℓ, proofs of (6.15) and (6.16). Thanks to (6.10)

and (5.42), we have

(6.23) ‖−→hℓ(x)‖ ≤ C11τ ℓ(x) ≤ C11C12‖f‖BMO(X) = C11C12ε.

Define

(6.24)
−→
Gℓ(x) :=

−−→gℓ−1(x) +
−→
hℓ(x).

Set C14 = C11C12. Since ‖−−→gℓ−1(x)‖ = 1 (see (6.15)), from (6.23) we conclude that

(6.25) 1− C14ε ≤ ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖ ≤ 1 + C14ε.

In other words, ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖ is close to 1. Thanks to the orthogonality (6.13) the following
better estimates are true:

(6.26)
∣∣1− ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖

∣∣ ≤ A2τ ℓ(x)σℓ(x)≤ A2C
2
12ε

2 with A2 =
20

9
C2

11A1.
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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 (−→hℓ(x)), V (−−→gℓ−1(x))〉R2d

∣∣ =
∣∣∣
∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ〈V (
−→
bQ(x)), V (

−−→gℓ−1(x))〉R2d

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ〈V (
−→
bQ(x)), V (

−−→gℓ−1(x)−−−→gℓ−1(zQ))〉R2d

∣∣∣

≤
∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQC11

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

ℓ(Q)

)−2N1

A1
‖x− zQ‖
2−ℓ+1

(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

2−ℓ+1

)N1−1

σℓ−1(x)

≤ C11A1

∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ

(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

2−ℓ

)−N1−1

σℓ−1(x)

≤ C11A1τ ℓ(x)σℓ−1(x).

Recall that ‖−−→gℓ−1(x)‖ = 1. If 0 < ε < ε0 < (100C14)
−1, then (6.23) asserts that

‖−→hℓ(x)‖ < 10−2. Hence,

∣∣1− ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖
∣∣ ≤

∣∣1− ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖
∣∣ ·
∣∣1 + ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖

∣∣

≤ 2
∣∣〈V (−→hℓ(x)), V (−−→gℓ−1(x))〉R2d

∣∣+ ‖−→hℓ(x)‖2

≤ 2C11A1τ ℓ(x)σℓ−1(x) + C2
11τ ℓ(x)

2

≤ 2C2
11A1τ ℓ(x)

(
σℓ−1(x) + τ ℓ(x)

)

≤ 20

9
C2

11A1τ ℓ(x)σℓ(x),

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

−→gℓ (x) :=
−→
Gℓ(x)

‖−→Gℓ(x)‖
,

−→
Eℓ(x) :=

−→gℓ (x)−
(−−→gℓ−1(x) +

−→
hℓ(x)

)
=

−→
Gℓ(x)

‖−→Gℓ(x)‖
− −→
Gℓ(x).

Then (6.15) and (6.16) hold for −→gℓ and
−→
Eℓ.

Step 3: proof of (6.17). Since

∥∥∥∥
−→u

‖−→u ‖ −
−→v

‖−→v ‖

∥∥∥∥ ≤ 1

‖−→u ‖‖
−→u −−→v ‖ for all 0 < ‖−→u ‖ ≤ ‖−→v ‖,

using (6.25), we have

‖−→gℓ (x)−−→gℓ (y)‖ ≤ (1− C14ε)
−1‖−→Gℓ(x)−

−→
Gℓ(y)‖.(6.27)

Further, by the definition of
−→
Gℓ(x) (see (6.24)), we get

‖−→Gℓ(x)−
−→
Gℓ(y)‖ ≤ ‖−−→gℓ−1(x)−−−→gℓ−1(y)‖+ ‖−→hℓ(x)−

−→
hℓ(y)‖ =: I1 + I2.
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By the induction hypothesis (6.17),

I1 ≤ A1
‖x− y‖
2−ℓ+1

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ+1

)N1−1

σℓ−1(x) ≤
A1

2

‖x− y‖
2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1

σℓ−1(x)

=
2−1

9
10

A1
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1( 9

10

)
σℓ−1(x).

(6.28)

Applying (6.9) and (6.11), we obtain

I2 ≤
∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ‖
−→
bQ(x)−

−→
bQ(y)‖

≤ C11
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1 ∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
2−ℓ

)−1(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−ℓ

)−N1+1

≤ C11
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1

τ ℓ(x).

(6.29)

Observe that

2−1

9
10
(1− C14ε)

< 1 for all 0 < ε ≤ ε0.

Recall also that A1 = C11(1−C14ε0)
−1 = 100

99
C11, see Table B. Hence, from (6.28), (6.29),

and (5.38), we conclude that

(1− C14ε)
−1‖−→Gℓ(x)−

−→
Gℓ(y)‖

≤ ‖x− y‖
2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1( 2−1

9
10
(1− C14ε)

9

10
A1σℓ−1(x) +

C11

1− C14ε
τ ℓ(x)

)

≤ A1
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1

σℓ(x),

(6.30)

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,

‖−→Eℓ(x)‖ = ‖−→gℓ (x)−
−→
Gℓ(x)‖ =

∥∥−→gℓ (x)(1− ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖)
∥∥

=
∣∣1− ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖

∣∣ ≤ A2τ ℓ(x)σℓ(x).
(6.31)

We now turn to prove (6.19). Set C15 = 4C2
11C

2
12A1(1 + A0)

N1−1. We start by showing
that

(6.32)
∣∣∣‖−→Gℓ(x)‖ − ‖−→Gℓ(y)‖

∣∣∣ ≤ C15
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ
ε2 for ‖x− y‖ ≤ A02

−ℓ.
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Recall that ‖gℓ−1(x)‖ = 1 (by the induction hypothesis (6.15)). So, from (6.25), (6.24),
and (6.23), we get

∣∣∣‖−→Gℓ(x)‖ − ‖−→Gℓ(y)‖
∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣‖−→Gℓ(x)‖2 − ‖−→Gℓ(y)‖2
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣‖−→hℓ(x)‖2 − ‖−→hℓ(y)‖2

∣∣∣

+ 2
∣∣∣〈V (

−→
hℓ(x)), V (

−−→gℓ−1(x))〉R2d − 〈V (
−→
hℓ(y)), V (

−−→gℓ−1(y))〉R2d

∣∣∣

≤ 2εC11C12‖
−→
hℓ(x)−

−→
hℓ(y)‖

+ 2
∣∣∣〈V (−→hℓ(x)), V (−−→gℓ−1(x)−−−→gℓ−1(y))〉R2d

∣∣∣

+ 2
∣∣∣〈V (

−→
hℓ(x)−

−→
hℓ(y)), V (

−−→gℓ−1(y))〉R2d

∣∣∣
=: J1 + J2 + J3.

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

J1 ≤ 2εC11C12

∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ‖
−→
bQ(x)−

−→
bQ(y)‖

≤ 2εC2
11C12

∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ

)N1−1(
1 +

‖zQ − x‖
2−ℓ

)−1(
1 +

d(zQ,x)

2−ℓ

)−N1+1

≤ 2εC2
11C12(1 + A0)

N1−1‖x− y‖
2−ℓ

τ ℓ(x) ≤ 2C2
11C

2
12(1 + A0)

N1−1‖x− y‖
2−ℓ

ε2,

since d(x,y) ≤ ‖x− y‖ ≤ A02
−ℓ.

To estimate J2, we use (6.23), the induction hypothesis (6.17), and (5.42) to obtain

J2 ≤ 2εC11C12A1
‖x− y‖
2−ℓ+1

(
1 +

d(x,y)

2−ℓ+1

)N1−1

σℓ−1(x) ≤ C11C
2
12(1 + A0)

N1−1A1
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ
ε2.

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

J3 = 2
∣∣∣
〈 ∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQV (
−→
bQ(x)−

−→
bQ(y)), V (

−−→gℓ−1(y)−−−→gℓ−1(zQ))
〉
R2d

∣∣∣.

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

J3 ≤ 2
∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQC11
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ

(
1 +

‖zQ − y‖
2−ℓ

)−1(
1 +

d(zQ,y)

2−ℓ

)−2N1+1

× A1
‖y − zQ‖
2−ℓ+1

(
1 +

d(y, zQ)

2−ℓ

)N1−1

σℓ−1(y)

≤ C11A1
‖x− y‖

2−ℓ
τ ℓ(y)σℓ−1(y)

≤ C11C
2
12A1

‖x− y‖
2−ℓ

ε2,

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
−→
Eℓ and (6.25),

‖−→Eℓ(x)−
−→
Eℓ(y)‖ =

∥∥∥
( −→
Gℓ(x)

‖−→Gℓ(x)‖
− −→
Gℓ(x)

)
−
( −→
Gℓ(y)

‖−→Gℓ(y)‖
− −→
Gℓ(y)

)∥∥∥

=
∥∥∥
(−→
Gℓ(y)−

−→
Gℓ(x)

)(
1− 1

‖−→Gℓ(x)‖

)
+
−→
Gℓ(y)

( 1

‖−→Gℓ(x)‖
− 1

‖−→Gℓ(y)‖

)∥∥∥

≤ (1− C14ε)
−1
∥∥∥−→Gℓ(x)−

−→
Gℓ(y)

∥∥∥ ·
∣∣∣1− ‖−→Gℓ(x)‖

∣∣∣

+ (1− C14ε)
−1
∣∣∣‖−→Gℓ(x)‖ − ‖−→Gℓ(y)‖

∣∣∣

≤ A1(1 + A0)
N1−1‖x− y‖

2−ℓ
σℓ(x)C14ε+ C15(1− C14ε)

−1‖x− y‖
2−ℓ

ε2,

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

A3 = A1(1 + A0)
N1−1C12C14 +

100

99
C15.

Thus the construction of the functions
−→
hℓ ,

−→gℓ and
−→
Eℓ satisfying (6.8)–(6.19) conducted

in Steps 1–4 is complete.
Step 5: proofs of (6.20)–(6.22). Set N2 := N1−N. Then N+1 < N2 < N1 (see (5.4)).
First, we check that there is C16 > 0 such that for all P,Q ∈ Q, ℓ(P ) ≤ ℓ(Q), one has

(6.33)
∣∣∣
∫

RN

〈−→bQ(x),
−→
bP (x)〉Cd dw(x)

∣∣∣ ≤ C16
ℓ(P )

ℓ(Q)
w(P )

(
1 +

d(zQ, zP )

ℓ(Q)

)−N2

.

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

RN

〈−→bQ(x),
−→
bP (x)〉Cd dw(x)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
∫

RN

〈−→bQ(x)−
−→
bQ(zP ),

−→
bP (x)〉Cd dw(x)

∣∣∣

≤ C2
11

∫

RN

‖x− zP‖
ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

‖x− zQ‖
ℓ(Q)

)−1(
1 +

d(x, zP )

ℓ(Q)

)N1−1(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N1+1

×
(
1 +

‖x− zP‖
ℓ(P )

)−1(
1 +

d(x, zP )

ℓ(P )

)−2N1

dw(x)

≤ C2
11

∫

RN

ℓ(P )

ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N1
(
1 +

d(x, zP )

ℓ(P )

)−N1−1

dw(x)

≤ C2
11

∫

RN

ℓ(P )

ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N2
(
1 +

d(x, zP )

ℓ(Q)

)−N2
(
1 +

d(x, zP )

ℓ(P )

)−N−1

dw(x)

≤ C2
11

ℓ(P )

ℓ(Q)

(
1 +

d(zP , zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N2
∫

RN

(
1 +

d(x, zP )

ℓ(P )

)−N−1

dw(x)

≤ CC2
11

ℓ(P )

ℓ(Q)
w(P )

(
1 +

d(zQ, zP )

ℓ(Q)

)−N2

,

where in the fourth inequality we have used the relation
(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N2
(
1 +

d(x, zP )

ℓ(Q)

)−N2

≤
(
1 +

d(zP , zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N2

,

while in the last inequality we have applied (2.12) with ε = 1. Thus (6.33) is verified.
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Now for non-negative integers s1 ≤ s2, let Qs1,s2 =
⋃s2
ℓ=s1

Q2−ℓ . Set D0 = [0, 1), Dj =

[2j−1, 2j), j ≥ 1. In virtue of (6.33),

∥∥∥
s2∑

ℓ=s1

−→
hℓ

∥∥∥
2

L2(dw)
=

∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

∑

P∈Qs1,s2

λQλP

∫

RN

〈−→bQ(x),
−→
bP (x)〉Cd dw(x)

≤ 2C16

∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

∑

P∈Qs1,s2
ℓ(P )≤ℓ(Q)

λQλP
ℓ(P )

ℓ(Q)
w(P )

(
1 +

d(zQ, zP )

ℓ(Q)

)−N2

≤ 2C16

s2−s1∑

n=0

∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

∑

P∈Qs1,s2

ℓ(P )=2−nℓ(Q)

λQλP
ℓ(P )

ℓ(Q)
w(P )

(
1 +

d(zQ, zP )

ℓ(Q)

)−N2

≤ 2C16

s2−s1∑

n=0

∞∑

j=0

∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

∑

P∈Qs1,s2

ℓ(P )=2−nℓ(Q)
ℓ(Q)−1d(zQ ,zP )∈Dj

λQλPw(P )2
−n2−jN2.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality two times, we obtain

∥∥∥
s2∑

ℓ=s1

−→
hℓ

∥∥∥
2

L2(dw)

≤ 2C16

s2−s1∑

n=0

∞∑

j=0

2−n2−jN2

{ ∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

λ2Qw(Q)
}1/2

{ ∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

( ∑

P∈Qs1,s2

ℓ(P )=2−nℓ(Q)
ℓ(Q)−1d(zQ,zP )∈Dj

λPw(P )
)2 1

w(Q)

}1/2

≤ 2C16

∑

n≥0
j≥0

2−n2−jN2

{ ∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

λ2Qw(Q)
}1/2

×
{ ∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

( ∑

P∈Qs1,s2

ℓ(P )=2−nℓ(Q)
ℓ(Q)−1d(zQ,zP )∈Dj

λ2Pw(P )

)( ∑

P∈Qs1,s2

ℓ(P )=2−nℓ(Q)
ℓ(Q)−1d(zQ,zP )∈Dj

w(P )

)
1

w(Q)

}1/2

.

Observe that there is a constant C17 ≥ 1, which depends on N,R, k such that for any
integer n ≥ 0 and any cube Q ∈ Q, one has

(6.34)
∑

P∈Q
ℓ(P )=2−nℓ(Q)
d(zQ,zP )≤2jℓ(Q)

w(P ) ≤ C172
jNw(Q),
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so, with C18 = 2C16

√
C17, we have

‖
s2∑

ℓ=s1

−→
hℓ‖2L2(dw)

≤ C18

∑

n≥0
j≥0

2−n2−j(N2−N/2)
{ ∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

λ2Qw(Q)
}1/2

{ ∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

∑

P∈Qs1,s2

ℓ(P )=2−nℓ(Q)
ℓ(Q)−1d(zQ ,zP )∈Dj

λ2Pw(P )

}1/2

.

(6.35)

Note that there is C19 ≥ 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 ℓ(P ) = 2−nℓ(Q), d(zQ, zP ) ≤ 2jℓ(Q)
is bounded by C192

jN ≤ C192
jN. Therefore, with C20 = C18

√
C19

∥∥∥
s2∑

ℓ=s1

−→
hℓ

∥∥∥
2

L2(dw)

≤ C20

∑

n≥0
j≥0

2−n2−j(N2−N)
{ ∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

λ2Qw(Q)
}1/2{ ∑

P∈Qs1,s2

λ2Pw(P )
}1/2

≤ 4C20

∑

Q∈Qs1,s2

λ2Qw(Q) ≤ 4C20

∫ 2−s1+1

2−s2

∫

RN

|φt ∗φt ∗ f(y)|2 dw(y)
dt

t
,

(6.36)

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 ‖∑s2
ℓ=s1

−→
hℓ‖2L2(dw) → 0 as s1, s2 → ∞,

since f ∈ L2(dw). Thus (6.36) implies that
∑

l≥0

−→
hl (x) converges in L2(dw) and by

Lemma 4.8,
∥∥∥
∑

l≥0

−→
hl

∥∥∥
L2(dw)

=
∥∥∥

∑

Q∈Q, ℓ(Q)≤1

λQ
−→
bQ

∥∥∥
L2(dw)

≤ 2
√
C20‖f‖L2(dw)

≤ 2
√
C20CJ-N,2 · ‖f‖BMO(X)w(B(0, 1))1/2.

(6.37)

Fix Q ∈ Q. Let m ∈ Z be such that 2−m = ℓ(Q). From (6.18) and Lemma 5.41, we
obtain

∫

2Q

∑

j≥max(m,0)

‖−→Ej(x)‖ dw(x) ≤ A2

∫

2Q

∑

j≥max(m,0)

σj(x)τ j(x) dw(x)

≤ A2C12w(Q)‖f‖2BMO(X).

(6.38)

Applying (6.38) to Q ∈ Q such that ℓ(Q) = 20 = 1, we conclude that the series∑
j≥0

−→
Ej(x) converges locally in L1(dw) to a function

−→
E 0(x).

On the other hand, we deduce from (6.19) that for x,y ∈ 2Q, ℓ(Q) = 2−m, m ∈ Z, we
have the following estimate on the finite sum:
(6.39)∑

min(m,0)≤j<m
‖−→Ej(x)−

−→
Ej(y)‖ ≤ A3‖x−y‖‖f‖2BMO(X)

∑

min(m,0)≤j<m
2j ≤ A3

√
N‖f‖2BMO(X),
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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

1

w(2Q)

∫

2Q

∥∥∥−→E 0(x)−
∑

min(m,0)≤j<m

−→
Ej(zQ)

∥∥∥ dw(x) ≤ (A3

√
N + C12A2)‖f‖2BMO(X),

which together with the doubling property give (6.20) and (6.21) with

A4 = A3

√
N + C12A2.

Since
∑ℓ

j=0(
−→
hj +

−→
Ej) =

−→gℓ −−→g−1, 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 τ ℓ(x) (see Section 5.7) that

‖−→Eℓ(x)‖ ≤ C12A2‖f‖BMO(X)

∑

Q∈Q
2−ℓ

λQ

(
1 +

d(x, zQ)

ℓ(Q)

)−N0

.(6.40)

Recall that supp f ⊆ B(0, 1). Hence λQ = 0, if d(zQ, 0) > 4
√
N= A0/8 and ℓ(Q) ≤ 1.

Moreover, there is a constant C21 ≥ 1, which depends only on N,R, such that

(6.41) #{Q ∈ Q2−ℓ : λQ 6= 0} ≤ C212
ℓN , for ℓ ≥ 0.

Hence, if ‖x‖ = d(x, 0) > A0/2 and λQ 6= 0, then 2−1d(x, 0) ≤ d(x, zQ) ≤ 2d(x, 0) and
from (6.40), (5.13), and (5.4), we conclude that

‖
−→
E0(x)‖ ≤

∑

ℓ≥0

‖−→Eℓ(x)‖ ≤ C12A2C10C212
N0‖f‖2BMO(X)

∑

l≥0

2ℓN
(
1 +

d(x, 0)

2−ℓ

)−N0

≤ 2C12A2C10C212
N0‖f‖2BMO(X)d(x, 0)

−N0= C22‖x‖−N0‖f‖2BMO(X).

(6.42)

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

∑

ℓ≥0

−→
hℓ =

∑

l≥0

(−→gℓ −−−→gℓ−1)−
∑

l≥0

−→
Eℓ =

−→g −−→g−1 −
−→
E0

= −→g −−→g−1 −
−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)c −

−→
E0χB(0,A0/2).

(6.43)

From (6.15) and (6.42) we have

(6.44) ‖−→g −−→g−1 −
−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)c‖L∞ ≤ 2 + C22‖f‖2BMO(X).

Now using (6.42) combined with (6.21), we get
(6.45)∥∥∥

−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)

∥∥∥
BMO(X)

≤ ‖
−→
E0‖BMO(X) + ‖

−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)c‖L∞ ≤ (A4 + C22)‖f‖2BMO(X)

and, consequently, by Lemma 4.8,

(6.46)
∥∥∥
−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)

∥∥∥
L2(dw)

≤ C23w(B(0, 1))1/2‖f‖2BMO(X),
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with C23 = CJ-N,2(A0/2)
N/2(A4 + C22). Finally, from (6.43), (6.37), and (6.46), we

obtain ∥∥∥−→g −−→g−1 −
−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)c

∥∥∥
L2(dw)

=
∥∥∥
∑

ℓ≥0

−→
hℓ +

−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)

∥∥∥
L2(dw)

≤ (2
√
C20CJ-N,2 + C23)w(B(0, 1))1/2

(
‖f‖BMO(X) + ‖f‖2BMO(X)

)
.

(6.47)

Recall that for
−→
f = (f1, f2, ..., fd), we denote

−→
S∗ ◦ −→f =

∑d
j=1 S

{j}∗fj. Let

(6.48) F =
−→
S∗ ◦

{−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)

}
.

The Hörmander multiplier theorem [10, Theorem 1.2] asserts that the operators S{j} are
bounded on H1

Dunkl. Hence, by (6.45) and duality arguments, there is a constant C24 ≥ 1

which depends on the system
−→
S such that for all f satisfying ‖f‖BMO(X) = ε < ε0,

supp f ⊂ B(0, 1)), we have
(6.49)

‖F‖BMO(X) ≤ C24‖
−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)‖BMO(X) ≤ C24(A4 + C22)w(B(0, 1))1/2‖f‖2BMO(X).

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) > A0:

|F (x)| ≤ C0,0 sup
‖y‖≤A0/2

w(B(x, d(x,y)))−1‖
−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)‖L1(dw) ≤ C25w(B(0, 1))‖x‖−N‖f‖2BMO(X).

(6.50)

with C25 ≥ 1 depending on N,R, k,
−→
S but independent of f , provided ‖f‖BMO(X) = ε,

supp f ⊂ B(0, 1). Thus from (6.50) and (6.49), we conclude that there is a constant
C26 ≥ 1 independent of f ∈ BMO(X) satisfying supp f ⊂ B(0, 1), ‖f‖BMO = ε, such
that

(6.51) ‖FχB(0,A0)c‖L2(dw) ≤ C26‖f‖2BMO(X) = C26ε
2,

(6.52) ‖FχB(0,A0)c‖L∞ ≤ C26‖f‖2BMO(X) = C26ε
2.

‖FχB(0,A0)‖BMO(X) ≤ ‖F‖BMO(X) + ‖FχB(0,A0)c‖L∞

≤ (C26 + C24(A4 + C22)w(B(0, 1))1/2)‖f‖2BMO(X) = (C26 + C24(A4 + C22)w(B(0, 1))1/2)ε2,

Put

(6.53)





−→̃
g = −→g −−→g−1 −

−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)c =

∑
ℓ≥0

−→
hℓ +

−→
E0χB(0,A0/2),

g̃0 = g0 − FχB(0,A0)c ,

f1 = −FχB(0,A0).

Then, by (6.44),

d∑

j=1

‖g̃j‖L∞ ≤
√
d‖−→̃g ‖L∞ ≤

√
d(2 + C22‖f‖2BMO(X)) ≤

√
d(2 + C22ε).(6.54)
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Further, from (6.7) and (6.52) we get

‖g̃0‖L∞ ≤ ‖g0‖L∞ + ‖FχB(0,A0)c‖L∞ ≤ C13‖f‖BMO(X) + C26‖f‖2BMO(X) ≤ (C13 + C26)ε,

which together with (6.54) give (6.3). For relations (6.4), see (??). 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

−→
S∗ ◦ −→̃g + g̃0 + f1 =

−→
S∗ ◦

(∑

ℓ≥0

−→
h ℓ

)
+
−→
S∗ ◦

(−→
E0χB(0,A0/2)

)
+ g̃0 + f1

= f0 + F + (g0 − FχB(0,A0)c)− FχB(0,A0)

= f0 + g0 = f,

where in the second equality we have applied (6.8), (6.6), and (6.48). �

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let A,A0 ≥ 1 and 0 < ε0 < 1 be as in Theorem 6.1. Fix 0 < ε <

ε0 such that Aε < 1 and AA
N/2
0 ε < 1. Let 0 6≡ f be a compactly supported BMO(X)-

function. Without loss of generality we may assume that ‖f‖BMO(X) = ε. Let r > 0 be
such that supp f ⊆ B(0, r). Decompose f according to Theorem 6.1, i.e.,

f =
d∑

j=1

S{j}∗g̃j + g̃0 + f1.

Set g̃
{0}
j := g̃j for j = 0, 1, ..., d. If f1 ≡ 0, we are done. Otherwise we apply Theorem 6.1

to the function εf1/‖f1‖BMO(X) and obtain functions f2, g̃
{1}
j , j = 0, 1, ..., d, such that

f1 =
d∑

j=1

S{j}∗g̃{1}j + g̃
{1}
0 + f2,

d∑

j=1

‖g̃{1}j ‖L∞ ≤ (2
√
d+Aε)

‖f1‖BMO(X)

ε
≤ (2

√
d+Aε)Aε, ‖g̃{1}0 ‖L∞ ≤ A‖f1‖BMO(X) ≤ A2ε2,

‖f2‖BMO(X) ≤
‖f1‖BMO(X)

ε
Aε2 ≤ A2ε3, supp f2 ⊆ B(0, A2

0r),

d∑

j=0

‖g̃{1}j ‖L2(dw) ≤
‖f1‖BMO(X)

ε
Aw(B(0, A0r))

1/2ε ≤ A2w(B(0, A0r))
1/2ε2.

Continuing this procedure we obtain sequences of functions {g̃{n}j }n∈N∪{0}, j = 0, 1, ..., d,
and {fn}n∈N such that

f =
d∑

j=1

S{j}∗g̃{0}j + g̃
{0}
0 + f1;

fn =

d∑

j=1

S{j}∗g{n}j + g
{n}
0 + fn+1, n = 1, 2, . . . ;
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(6.55)

d∑

j=1

‖g̃{n}j ‖L∞ ≤ (2
√
d+ Aε)Anεn, ‖g̃{n}0 ‖L∞ ≤ An+1εn+1 n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ;

(6.56)

d∑

j=0

‖g̃{n}j ‖L2(dw) ≤ An+1w(B(0, An0r))
1/2εn+1, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ;

(6.57) ‖fn+1‖BMO(X) ≤ An+1εn+2, supp fn+1 ⊆ B(0, An+1
0 r), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

Using Lemma 4.8 together with (1.1), (6.56), and (6.57) we get

‖fn‖L2(dw) ≤ C ′w(B(0, An0r))
1/2‖fn‖BMO(X) ≤ C ′′ANn/2

0 w(B(0, r))1/2Anεn+1 → 0, as n→ ∞,

∞∑

n=0

d∑

j=0

‖g̃{n}j ‖L2(dw) ≤ C

∞∑

n=0

An+1A
Nn/2
0 w(B(0, r))1/2εn+1 <∞.

Putting gj =
∑∞

n=0 g̃
{n}
j for j = 0, 1, . . . , d and using (6.55), we complete the proof of

Theorem 1.3. �

7. Proof of characterization of H1
Dunkl 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
L1(dw)-function such that S{j}f ∈ L1(dw) for all j = 1, . . . , d. Set S{0} = Id. Consider
the functional

(7.1) Cc(X) ∋ ϕ 7→ Φ(ϕ) =

∫

RN

ϕ(x)f(x) dw(x) = lim
t→0

∫

RN

ϕ(x)(f ∗ ht)(x) dw(x).

Applying Theorem 1.3, there are gj ∈ L2(dw) ∩ L∞, j = 0, 1, . . . , d, such that

ϕ =

d∑

j=1

S{j}∗gj + g0 =

d∑

j=0

S{j}∗gj,

(7.2)

∞∑

j=0

‖gj‖L∞ ≤ C‖ϕ‖BMO(X).

Note that f ∗ ht ∈ L2(dw) for all t > 0, so

Φ(ϕ) = lim
t→0

∫

RN

d∑

j=0

S{j}∗gj(x)(f ∗ ht)(x)dw(x) = lim
t→0

d∑

j=0

∫

RN

gj(x)S
{j}(f ∗ ht)(x) dw(x)

= lim
t→0

d∑

j=0

∫

RN

gj(x)((S
{j}f) ∗ ht)(x) dw(x) =

d∑

j=0

∫

RN

gj(x)S
{j}f(x) dw(x).

Hence, by (7.2),

|Φ(ϕ)| ≤ C‖ϕ‖BMO(X)

d∑

j=0

‖S{j}f‖L1(dw).

So, Φ can be extended to a bounded functional on VMO(X) (see Section 4.2) and its

norm is controlled from above by C
∑d

j=0 ‖S{j}f‖L1(dw). By Coifman-Weiss [5] (see also
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Section 4.2), the functional Φ is represented by integration with a unique H1
Dunkl-function

(see (7.1)). Hence f ∈ H1
Dunkl and

‖f‖H1
Dunkl

∼ ‖Φ‖ ≤ C

d∑

j=0

‖S{j}f‖L1(dw).

The inverse estimate ‖S{j}f‖L1(dw) ≤ C‖f‖H1
Dunkl

is Theorem 1.2 of [10]. �

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

∫
RN φs(z,y) dw(z) = 0 for all s > 0 and y ∈ RN . Applying (a)

and (b) of Theorem 3.7 and (2.10), we get

|ψ1 ∗ φs(x,y)| =
∣∣∣
∫

RN

(ψ1(x, z)− ψ1(x,y))φs(z,y) dw(z)
∣∣∣

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖Cκ

∫

d(z,y)≤s

‖z− y‖
1 + ‖x− y‖w((B(x, 1))−1/2

(
w(B(z, 1))−1/2 + w(B(y, 1))−1/2

)

× w(B(z, s))−1
(
1 +

‖z− y‖
s

)−1

dw(z)

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖Cκ(1 + ‖x− y‖)−1sw(B(x, 1))−1/2

×
∫

d(z,y)≤s

(
w(B(z, 1))−1/2 + w(B(y, 1))−1/2

)
w(B(z, s))−1 dw(z).

Let us note that, by (1.1), w(B(z, 1)) ∼ w(B(y, 1)) if d(z,y) ≤ s ≤ 1. Therefore,

|ψ1 ∗ φs(x,y)| ≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖Cκ(1 + ‖x− y‖)−1sw(B(x, 1))−1/2w(B(y, 1))−1/2.

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, ψ ∗ φs(x,y) = 0 if d(x,y) > 2 and 0 < s ≤ 1 (see (2.10)).
Proof of (b). Note that ψ ∗ φs(x,y) = 0 if d(x,y) ≥ 2 and 0 < s ≤ t = 1 (see (2.10)).

Further, since sm∆
m/2
k (ηs)(x) = φs(x),

(A.1) ψ1 ∗ φs(x) = smψ1 ∗ (∆m/2
k (ηs))(x) = sm(∆

m/2
k ψ1) ∗ ηs(x).

Consequently, applying part (a) of Theorem 3.7, we conclude that

|ψ1 ∗ φs(x,y)| = sm
∣∣∣
∫

RN

(∆
m/2
k ψ1)(x, z)ηs(z,y) dw(z)

∣∣∣

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖η‖Cκsm
∫

RN

w(B(x, 1))−1(1 + ‖x− z‖)−1

× w(B(y, s))−1(1 + ‖z− y‖/s)−1χ[0,s](d(z,y)) dw(z)

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖η‖Cκsmw(B(x, 1))−1(1 + ‖x− y‖)−1.

Proof of (c). Applying part (a) of Theorem 3.8, we have

|ψs ∗ φ1(z,y)| ≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖Cκsw(B(y, 1))−1(1 + ‖z− y‖)−1χ[0,2](d(z,y)).



Recall that ‖x− x′‖ ≤ 1 and 0 < s ≤ 1. Now, using part (b) of Theorem 3.7, we obtain

|φ1 ∗ (ψs ∗ φ1)(x,y)− φ1 ∗ (ψs ∗ φ1)(x
′,y)|

=
∣∣∣
∫

RN

(φ1(x, z)− φ1(x
′, z))(ψs ∗ φ1)(z,y) dw(z)

∣∣∣

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖2Cκs

∫

RN

‖x− x′‖
(1 + ‖x− z‖)w(B(z, 1))−1/2(w(B(x, 1))−1/2 + w(B(x′, 1))−1/2)

× w(B(y, 1))−1(1 + ‖z− y‖)−1χ[0,2](d(z,y)) dw(z)

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖2Cκsw(B(x, 1))−1‖x− x′‖(1 + ‖x− y‖)−1.

The proof is finished, because

|φ1 ∗ (ψs ∗ φ1)(x,y)− φ1 ∗ (ψs ∗ φ1)(x
′,y)| = 0 if d(x,y) ≥ 4 and ‖x− x′‖ ≤ 1.

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

ψ1 ∗ φs(x,y)− ψ1 ∗ φs(x′,y) = sm
∫

RN

(∆
m/2
k ψ1(x, z)−∆

m/2
k ψ1(x

′, z))ηs(z,y) dw(z).

Applying part (c) of Theorem 3.7 to the function ψ, part (a) to the function φ, and
having in mind that ‖x− x′‖ ≤ 1 and 0 < s ≤ 1, we get

|ψ1 ∗ φs(x,y)− ψ1 ∗ φs(x′,y)|

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖Cκsm
∫

RN

‖x− x′‖w(B(x, 1))−1(1 + ‖x− z‖)−1χ[0,2](d(x, z))

× w(B(y, s))−1
(
1 +

‖z− y‖
s

)−1

χ[0,s](d(z,y)) dw(z)

≤ C‖ψ‖Cκ‖φ‖Cκsm‖x− x′‖(1 + ‖x− y‖)−1w(B(x, 1))−1χ[0,4]((d(x,y)).

The proof of Theorem 3.8 is complete. �

Notation

Q⋄, 20
λQj , 19
Q, 18
Q2j , 18

f

∧

(x) = f(−x), 8
aQj , 19
sQ, 20
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Appendix B. Summary of key mathematical constants, their first
appearance, and relationships

Constant First Appearance Relations/Comments

ε0 Theorem 6.1 ε0 = (100C11C12)
−1

A Theorem 6.1 Fixed at the end of the proof

A0 Theorem 6.1 A0 = 32
√
N

A1 Equation (6.17) A1 = C11 · 100
99

A2 Equation (6.18) A2 =
20
9
C2

11A1

A3 Equation (6.19) A3 = A1(1+A0)
N1−1C11C

2
12+

100
99
4C2

11C
2
12(1+A0)

N1−1A1

A4 Equation (6.21) A4 = A3

√
N + C12A2

C10 Proposition 5.11

C11 Lemma 5.31

C12 Lemma 5.41

C13 Equation (6.7) Does not depend on f ∈ BMO of compact support

C14 Equation (6.25) C14 = C11C12

C15 Equation (6.32) C15 = 4C2
11C

2
12(1 + A0)

N1−1A1

C16 Equation (6.33)
C16 = C2

11C
′, where C ′ > 0 satisfies

1

w(P )

∫
(1 + d(x, zP )/ℓ(P ))

−N−1 dw(x) ≤ C ′.

C17 Equation (6.34) Depends only on (N,R, k)

C18 Equation (6.35) C18 = 2C16

√
C17

C19 Below (6.35) Depends only on (N,R, k)

C20 Below (6.35) C20 = C18

√
C19

C21 Below (6.40) Depends only on (N,R, k)

C22 Equation (6.42) C22 = C12A2C10C212
N0

C23 Equation (6.46) C23 = CJ-N,2(A0/2)
N/2(A4 + C22)

C24 Equation (6.49) Depends on (N,R, k) and
−→
S

C25 Equation (6.50) Depends on (N,R, k) and
−→
S

C26 Equation (6.51) Depends on (N,R, k) and
−→
S

CJ-N,p Lemma 4.8 Constant in John-Nirenberg inequality

M1 Equation (5.3) M1 = 8⌈N+ 1⌉
N0 Equation (5.4) N0 > 2N

N1 Equation (5.4) N0 + 1 < N1 ≤ (4M1 +N − 1)/2

N2 Above (6.33) N2 = N1 −N
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