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Maximal Function Characterizations of
Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy Spaces Associated to Non-negative
Self-adjoint Operators Satisfying Gaussian Estimates

Dachun Yang and Sibei Yang*

Abstract. Let L be a non-negative self-adjoint operator on L?(R™) whose heat kernels
have the Gaussian upper bound estimates. Assume that the growth function ¢ : R™ X
[0,00) — [0,00) satisfies that ¢(x,-) is an Orlicz function and ¢(-,t) € A (R™) (the
class of uniformly Muckenhoupt weights). Let H, r,(R™) be the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy
space introduced via the Lusin area function associated with the heat semigroup of L. In
this article, the authors obtain several maximal function characterizations of the space
H, r(R™), which, especially, answer an open question of L. Song and L. Yan under an
additional mild assumption satisfied by Schrodinger operators on R™ with non-negative
potentials belonging to the reverse Holder class, and second-order divergence form elliptic
operators on R™ with bounded measurable real coeflicients.

1 Introduction

The real-variable theory of Hardy spaces on the n-dimensional Euclidean space R",
initiated by Stein and Weiss [27] and then systematically developed by Fefferman and
Stein [10], plays an important role in various fields of analysis (see, for example, [10, 26]).
It is well known that the Hardy space HP(R"™), with p € (0, 1], is a suitable substitute of the
Lebesgue space LP(R™); for example, the classical Riesz transform is bounded on HP(R"™),
but not on LP(R™) when p € (0, 1]. Moreover, the Hardy space HP(R") is essentially related

to the Laplace operator A :=>"" | ;—; on R™. However, in many settings, these classical
' 1/2

function spaces are not applicable; for example, the Riesz transforms VL™ may not be
bounded from the Hardy space H'(R") to L'(R™) when L is a second-order divergence
form elliptic operator with complex bounded measurable coefficients (see [13]). Motivated
by this, the study for the real-variable theory of various function spaces associated with
different differential operators has inspired great interests in recent years (see, for example,
1, 2, 4, 8, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 21, 24, 25, 28, 29, 31]).
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Let L be a second-order divergence form elliptic operator on R™ with bounded measur-
able complex coefficients. The Hardy space H i (R™) associated with L was characterized by
Hofmann and Mayboroda [13] in terms of the molecule, the Lusin area function, the non-
tangential maximal function (N7 (f) or Nz p(f)) or the radial maximal function (R (f)
or Ry, p(f)), respectively, associated with its heat semigroup or its Poisson semigroup
generated by L. Meanwhile, the same equivalent characterizations of the Orlicz-Hardy
space associated with L as those of H}(R™) were independently obtained in [15]. Recall
that, for any f € L?(R") and = € R", the non-tangential mazimal function N7(f) and
the radial mazimal function Rr(f), associated with the heat semigroup of L, are defined
by

1/2
(1.1) Ni(f)(@) = sup {i / 1e-t2L<f><z>\2dz}
B(y,t)

(yt)el(z) | "

and

{ ) . ) 1/2

(1.2) Ru(f)@) = swp S [ et pE)| ds

te(0,00) B(z,t)

respectively, here and hereafter, for any z € R™, I'(z) := {(y,t) € R"x(0,00) : |x—y| < t}
and, for any (y,t) € R" x (0,00), B(y,t) := {z € R": |y — z| < t}. Furthermore, the non-
tangential maximal function N7, p(f) and the radial maximal function Rz, p(f), associated
with the Poisson semigroup of L, are defined via replacing e L with e=*VZ in (1.1) and
(1.2), respectively.

Moreover, let L be a non-negative self-adjoint operator on L?(R™) whose heat kernels
satisfy the Davies-Gaffney estimates. The equivalent characterizations of the Hardy space
H}(R™) associated with L, including the atom, the molecule or the Lusin area function
associated with L, were established in [12], which were extended to the Orlicz-Hardy space
in [16]. As a special case of this kind of operators, when L := —A + V is the Schrodinger
operator with 0 <V € L (R™), the non-tangential maximal function (f; or i, p) or the
radial maximal function ( fzr or fzr p) characterizations, associated with its heat semigroup
or its Poisson semigroup, of the Hardy space H}J(]R”), the Orlicz-Hardy space Hg 1,(R™)
and the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H,, 1,(R™) were, respectively, obtained in [12], [16]
and [4, 31]. Furthermore, the same maximal function characterizations of the Hardy space
HY  (R"), with p € (0, 1], and the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space Hy, 1, (R") associated with
the magnetic Schrodinger operator L := —(V —iA)? + V were, respectively, established
in [17] and [29], where A € L2 (R",R") and 0 < V € L. (R"). Recall that, for any
f € L?(R") and = € R", the non-tangential mazimal function f; and the radial mazimal
Sfunction fzr, associated with the heat semigroup of L, are defined by

(1.3) fi@)i= sup | E(f)(y)]
(y,t)el(z)

and

(1.4) @)= sw | H () @),

te(0,00)
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respectively. Furthermore, the non-tangential maximal function fz p and the radial max-
imal function fzr p» associated with the Poisson semigroup of L, are defined via a similar
way. Observe that the maximal functions in (1.3) and (1.4) are different from those in
(1.1) and (1.2). The main reason for adding the averaging for the spatial variable in (1.1)
and (1.2) is that we need to compensate for the lack of pointwise estimates of the heat
semigroup and the Poisson semigroup in that case (see [13] for more details). Recall that,
when L := —A+V with 0 <V € L] _(R"), its heat semigroup and its Poisson semigroup
have pointwise estimates (see, for example, [12, (8.4)]).

From now on, assume that L is a densely defined operator on L?(R") satisfying the
following two assumptions:

(A1) L is non-negative and self-adjoint;

(A2) the kernels of the semigroup {e~**};-o, denoted by {K;};~0, are measurable func-
tions on R™ x R™ and satisfy the Gaussian upper bound estimates, namely, there
exist positive constants C' and ¢ such that, for all ¢ € (0,00) and z, y € R™,

c |z —yl”
(15 Ko < e { -2

The typical examples of operators L, satisfying both the assumptions (Al) and (A2),
include the Schrodinger operator L := —A +V with 0 <V € L{ (R") and the second-

order divergence form elliptic operator L := —div(AV) with A := {a;;}]',;_; satisfying
that, for any ¢, j € {1, ..., n}, aj; is a real measurable function on R™ and there exists a
constant A € (0, 1] such that, for all 4, j € {1, ..., n} and z, £ € R,

n

aij(x) = aji(z) and A[¢® < Z agj(x)&& < AP

i,7=1

Denote by S(R™) the space of all Schwartz functions on R™. Let p € (0,1], a € (0,00),
¢ € S(R) be an even function and ¢(0) = 1. Recently, the characterizations of H?(R™)
in terms of the non-tangential maximal function (¢7, ,(f)) or the grand maximal function
(G5 (f)) were obtained by Song and Yan [25] via some essential improvements of techniques
due to Calderén [6]. Recall that, for any f € L*(R") and x € R™, the non-tangential
mazimal function ¢7 o(f) is defined by

(1.6) bralN@) = s |e@VI)())

ly—z|<at, te(0,00)

(see (2.1) below for the definition of ¢(tv/L)) and the grand mazimal function G (f) is
defined by

(L.7) GLN@) =sw s |eVI)()()|,

PcA |z—y|<t,te(0,00)
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where

A= {0 SE): diseven with 9(0) £0. [ (1+[a)* 3

with N being a large positive integer. It is easy to see that, when ¢(x) := e~ for all
z € R and o := 1, the maximal function ¢7 ,(f) in (1.6) coincides with the maximal
function f; in (1.3).

Let the operator L satisfy both the assumptions (A1) and (A2). In this article, mo-
tivated by [4, 25, 31], we characterize the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space associated with
L via the non-tangential maximal function in (1.6) or the grand maximal function in
(1.7). Under an additional assumption for L (see Assumption (A3) below for the details),
which is satisfied by Schrodinger operators on R™ with non-negative potentials belong-
ing to the reverse Holder class and second-order divergence form elliptic operators on R"
with bounded measurable real coeflicients, we obtain the equivalent characterization of the
Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space associated with L in terms of the radial maximal function
n (1.4). As a special case, under the additional mild assumption (A3) for L, we give an
answer for the open question in [25, Remark 3.4] whether or not the Hardy space HY (R"),
with p € (0,1], can be characterized via the radial maximal function in (1.4).

To state the main results of this article, we now describe the Musielak-Orlicz function
considered in this article. Recall that a function ® : [0,00) — [0,00) is called an Orlicz
function if it is non-decreasing, ®(0) = 0, ®(¢) > 0 for any ¢ € (0, 00) and lim;_, o, P(t) = 0o
(see, for example, [22, 23]). We point out that, different from the classical definition of
Orlicz functions, the Orlicz functions in this article may not be convexr. Moreover, ® is
said to be of upper (resp. lower) type p for some p € (0,00) if there exists a positive
constant C' such that, for all s € [1,00) (resp. s € [0,1]) and ¢ € [0,00), ®(st) < CsPD(t).

For a given function ¢ : R™ x [0,00) — [0,00) such that, for any x € R™, ¢(z,-) is an
Orlicz function, ¢ is said to be of uniformly upper (resp. lower) type p for some p € (0, 00)
if there exists a positive constant C' such that, for all x € R", ¢ € [0,00) and s € [1,00)
(resp. s € [0,1]), p(x,st) < CsPp(x,t). Let

(1.8) I(p) :=inf {p € (0,00) : ¢ is of uniformly upper type p}
and
(1.9) i(¢) :=sup{p € (0,00) : ¢ is of uniformly lower type p}.

In what follows, I(p) and i(p) are, respectively, called the uniformly critical upper type
index and the uniformly critical lower type index of p. Observe that I(¢) and i(p) may
not be attainable, namely, ¢ may not be of uniformly upper type I(y) or uniformly lower
type i(p) (see, for example, [4, 14, 19, 31] for some examples). Moreover, it is easy to see
that, if ¢ is of uniformly upper type py € (0,00) and lower type p; € (0,00), then py > p;
and hence I(y) > i(yp).
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Definition 1.1. Let ¢ : R™ x [0,00) — [0,00) satisfy that ¢(-,¢) is measurable for all
t € [0,00). Then ¢ is said to satisfy the wuniformly Muckenhoupt condition for some
€ [1,00), denoted by ¢ € A,(R™), if, when ¢ € (1, 00),

Ag(p) = sup sup ’Bl‘q/w(w,t)dw{/B[sO(y,t)]l_qdy}q_l <0

te(0,00) BCR™

or

Ai(p) := sup sup Bl / z,t)d {esssup [go(y,t)]_l} < 00,

te(0,00) BCR™ yeB

where the first suprema are taken over all ¢ € (0,00) and the second ones over all balls
B C R".

The function ¢ is said to satisfy the uniformly reverse Hélder condition for some q €
(1, 00], denoted by ¢ € RH,(R"), if, when ¢ € (1, 00),

1/q -1
RH,(¢) : = sup sup {i/[gp(x,t)]qda;} {L/ cp(a:,t)da;} < o0
te(0,00) BcRn Bl /B |B| JB

or

1 -1
RHy(p) := sup sup {esssup gp(y,t)} {E/Bcp(a;,t)daz} < 00,

te(0,00) BCR™ yeB

where the first suprema are taken over all ¢ € (0,00) and the second ones over all balls
B C R".

Recall that, in Definition 1.1, A,(R"™), with p € [1,00), and RH,(R"), with ¢ € (1, o],
were respectively introduced in [19] and [31]. Let A (R"™) := Uge1,00)Aq(R™). We now
") a

recall the notions of the critical indices for ¢ € Ay (R™) as follows:
(1.10) a(¢) = inf {g € [1,00) : ¢ € Ag(R™)}
and

(1.11) r(g) = sup{q € (1,00] : € RH,(R")}.

Recall also that, if ¢(¢) € (1,00), then, by [14, Lemma 2.4(iii)], we know that ¢ ¢
Ay (R™) and there exists ¢ ¢ A1(R"™) such that g(p) = 1 (see, for example, [18]).
Similarly, if r(¢) € (1,00), then, by [29, Lemma 2.3(iv)], we know that ¢ ¢ RH, ) (R")
and there exists ¢ ¢ RH (R™) such that r(¢) = oo (see, for example, [7]).

Now we recall the notion of growth functions from Ky [19].

()

Definition 1.2. A function ¢ : R™ x [0,00) — [0,00) is called a growth function if the
following hold true:

(i) ¢ is a Musielak-Orlicz function, namely,

(a) ¢(z,-) is an Orlicz function for all z € R™;
(b) ¢(+,t) is a measurable function for all ¢ € [0, c0).
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(i) ¢ € Ano(R").
(iii) The function ¢ is of uniformly lower type p for some p € (0,1] and of uniformly
upper type 1.

For a Musielak-Orlicz function ¢ as in Definition 1.1, a measurable function f on R" is
said to be in the Musielak-Orlicz space L?(R") if [, ¢(x,|f(2)]) dx < oo. Moreover, for
any f € L?(R™), the quasi-norm of f is defined by

Il e mny = inf{A € (0,00) : / © <a:, @) dzx < 1}.

(1.12) o(x,t) = w(x)P(t)

Clearly,

is a growth function if w € A (R™) and ® is an Orlicz function of lower type p for some
p € (0,1] and upper type 1. Here and hereafter, A,(R") with ¢ € [1, 00] denotes the class
of Muckenhoupt weights (see, for example, [11]). A typical example of such functions @
is ®(t) := tP, with p € (0,1], for all ¢t € [0,00) (see, for example, [14, 19, 20, 31] for more
examples of such ®). Another typical example of growth functions is given by

t
In(e + |z|) + In(e + t)

(1.13) oz, t) =

for all x € R™ and t € [0, 00); more precisely, p € A1(R™), ¢ is of uniformly upper type 1
(indeed, I(p) = 1, which is attainable) and i(¢) = 1 which is not attainable (see [19] for
the details).

Now we recall the definition of the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H,, (R") introduced
in [4, 31].

Definition 1.3. Let L be an operator on L?(R") satisfying the assumptions (A1) and
(A2), and ¢ as in Definition 1.2. For f € L?(R") and # € R™, the Lusin area function,
SL(f), associated with L is defined by

smn@wz{A“

A function f € L*(R™) is said to be in the set Hy, (R") if S.(f) € L#(R"); moreover,
define || fl| g, ,®n) == [[SL(f)l|e@®n)- Then the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space Hy, 1(R") is
defined to be the completion of Hy, ,(R™) with respect to the quasi-norm || - ||z, , &»)-

1/2
p 2 dy dt
ﬁmt%n@\wﬂ} .

Moreover, we recall the following definitions of (¢, ¢, M)r-atoms and atomic Musielak-

Orlicz-Hardy spaces H i/,[ 7 ¢ (R") introduced in [4, Definitions 5.2 and 5.3].

Definition 1.4. Let L and ¢ be as in Definition 1.3. Assume that ¢ € (1,00], M € N and
B C R" is a ball.

(I) Let D(LM) be the domain of LM. A function a € L4(R") is called a (¢, ¢, M) -atom
associated with the ball B if there exists a function b € D(LM) such that
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(i) o= LMbp;
(i) for all j € {0, 1, ..., M}, supp (L’b) C B;

(iti) [|(rBL)?b|| arny < T%M]B\l/qHXBHZi(Rn), where rp denotes the radius of B and
jef0,1,...., M}

(IT) For f € L*(R"),
(1.14) f = Z )\jOéj
j

is called an atomic (p, q, M)r-representation of f if, for any j, o; is a (¢, ¢, M)-atom
associated with the ball B; C R", the summation (1.14) converges in L?(R") and {);}; C
C satisfies that 3 ¢(B;, ‘)\j‘HXBjHZi(]RTL)) < oo. Let

M, q

o Lat(R") = {f € L*(R") : f has an atomic (¢, ¢, M) -representation }

equipped with the quasi-norm

HfHHﬁI,Lq _®n) T inf ¢ A ({)\jaj}j> : Z)\jaj is a (¢, q, M)-representation of f »,
J

where the infimum is taken over all the atomic (¢, q, M)p-representations of f as above

and

A ({)\jaj}j) :=1inf ¢ A € (0,00) : Zcp (B %) <1

7 M, e @n

The atomic Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H % ,qu ot (R™) is then defined as the completion

of the set H%’Lq’ ot (R™) with respect to the quasi-norm || - || HM (Rn)

Now we introduce Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces via maximal functions associated with
the operator L.

Definition 1.5. Let L and ¢ be as in Definition 1.3.
(i) Assume that ¢ € S(R) is an even function with ¢(0) = 1 and «a € (0,00). For any
f € LAR"), let 97, o(f) be as in (1.6). A function f € L?(R™) is said to be in the set

H2 G ax (R if 65, (f) € L#(R™); moreover, define ”f”ffiji,max(ﬂ%ﬂ = 165, o (F)l o (-
Then the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H®® (R™) is defined to be the completion of

©, L, max

QovLyma‘X Rn)

Specially, if ¢(x) := e~ for all z € R and « := 1, denote ¢7. o(f) simply by fr and,
in this case, denote the space H>¢  (R™) simply by H, L, max(R™).

p, L, max
(ii) For any f € L*(R"), let G;(f) be as in (1.7). The Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space
HA (R") is defined via replacing ¢7 ,(f) by G7(f) in the definition of the space

@, L, max

H”®  (R).

@, L, max

max(

H>9  (R™) with respect to the quasi-norm | - || e
@, L,
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Then the first main result of this article reads as follows.

Theorem 1.6. Let L be an operator on L?(R™) satisfying the assumptions (A1) and (A2),
and ¢ as in Definition 1.2. Assume that (), I(p), q(¢) and i(p) are, respectively, as in
(1.11), (1.8), (1.10) and (1.9), and [r(v)]" denotes the conjugate exponent of r(p).

() For any q € ([r(¢))I(p), <], M € NN (5 1) ,00) and o € (0,00), the spaces

! %(0)
HM9 (R, H:f L max(R") and H A (R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.
!/

<p,L at ¢, L, max
(ii) For any q € ([r(e)]'I(p),0), M € NN ("q(“o) o0) and a € (0,00), the spaces

2i(p)
H, (R"), H<p Z 7 R, H:f’ (R™) and Hso L max(R") coincide with equivalent quasi-
norms.

L, max

The following chains of inequalities give the strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.6(i).
For all f € H>¢ (R™) N L2(R™), we have

@, L, max
(1.15) ||f||H$:z,xxlax(R7l 2 HfHHM'o(’at(Rn) 2 Hf”Hg’va‘l’at(Rn)
> HfHH:;\L o (BT 2 ||f||H$:g,leax(R7l)’

where g € ([r(¢)]'I(¢),c0) and the implicit constants are independent of f. We show the
first inequality in (1.15) via borrowing some ideas from the proof of [25, Theorem 1.4]. By
the definitions of the spaces H o L. 7 (R"), H :ﬁ’ L. max(R") and H, ;;‘ L. max(R"), we find that
the second and the fourth 1nequaht1es in (1.15) are obvious. Moreover we obtain the third
inequality in (1.15) by establishing a pointwise estimate for o, where o is a (¢, ¢, M)r-
atom (see (2.26) below for the details). Furthermore (ii) of Theorem 1.6 is obtained by
(i) and the fact that the spaces H, r(R™) and Hgo 7 (R?), with ¢ € ([r(9)]'I(p), ),
coincide with equivalent quasi-norms, which was established in [4, Theorem 5.4].
Let

(1.16) La:=—(V—iA)?+V

be a magnetic Schrédinger operator on R™ with n > 3, where A € L2 (R",R") and the
potential V' belongs to the Kato class, namely,

vl

|n—2 =0.

sup lim
zeRn ™0 JB(z,r) |l‘ -y

Moreover, the Kato norm of V' is defined by

Vv
WVik := sup/R wdy

z€R™ n |$ - y|n—2

For the potential V', let V; := max{V, 0} and V_ := min{V, 0}. Under the assumption
that L4 is as in (1.16) with V, belonging to the Kato class and ||[V_||x < 7/2/T'(n/2—1),
it was showed in [5] that L satisfies the assumptions (A1) and (A2). Thus, as a corollary of
Theorem 1.6, we have the following several equivalent characterizations of the Musielak-
Orlicz-Hardy space H,, 1, (R™) associated with L 4.
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Corollary 1.7. Let L4 be as in (1.16), with Vi belonging to the Kato class and ||V_||x <
7"/2 /T (n/2 — 1), and ¢ as in Definition 1.2.
(i) Assume that q, M and « are as in Theorem 1.6(i). Then the spaces HM4 (R™),

p,La,at
Hz %AvmaX(R") and H;f" L4, max(R") coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

(i) Assume that q, M and o are as in Theorem 1.6(i). Then the spaces Hy, 1, (R™),

HMA (R, HP (R™) and HA (R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

p;La,at ¢, L4, max ¢, Lo, max
Remark 1.8. We point out that the equivalences of Hg:[ (R, H:ﬁz o (R™) and
HﬁLmax(R”) in Theorem 1.6(i) or H%’LOZ ot (R™) and Hy, 1, max(R™) in Corollary 1.7(i)

are obtained in [25, Theorem 1.4, Corollary 3.2 and Proposition 3.3] when ¢(z,t) := tP,
with p € (0,1], for all z € R™ and ¢ € [0,00). Moreover, Theorem 1.6 and Corollary 1.7
are new even when ¢ is as in (1.12) or (1.13).

Let L satisfy the assumption (A2) and ¢ be as in Definition 1.2. For any f € L?(R"), let
fi beas (1.4). Then the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H, 1, 1aa(R") is defined via replacing
1, o(f) by the radial maximal function f}f in the definition of the space H:f’a (R™).

By the definitions of the spaces Hy 1 max(R") and Hy 1, rad(R"), we kri(fx;vm?i(lat the
continuous inclusion of Hy, 1, max(R™) C Hy, 1, rad(R™) holds true. It is a natural question
whether or not the continuous inclusion of H,, Lrad(R™) C Hy,, L, max(R™) holds true.

To answer this question, we need to introduce another assumption for the operator L

as follows:

(A3) There exist positive constants C' and p € (0,1] such that, for all ¢ € (0,00) and
T, Y1, Y2 € Rn)

C |y — "

(117) ’Kt(yl,ﬂf) - Kt(y27x)‘ < tn/2 tu/Q

We point out that there are lots of operators on R™ satisfying the assumption (A43);
for example, Schrédinger operators on R™ with non-negative potentials belonging to the
reverse Holder class (see, for example, [9]) and second-order divergence form elliptic oper-
ators on R™ with bounded measurable real coefficients (see, for example, [3]).

Theorem 1.9. Let L be an operator on L*(R™) satisfying the assumptions (A2) and (A3),
and ¢ as in Definition 1.2. Then the spaces Hy, 1, max(R"™) and Hy, 1, rad(R™) coincide with
equivalent quasi-norms.

Remark 1.10. We show Theorem 1.9 via borrowing some ideas from the proofs of [2,
Proposition 21] and [30, Lemma 5.3]. Under the additional assumption that L satisfies
(A3), Theorem 1.9 gives an answer to the open question stated in [25, Remark 3.4] by
taking (z,t) := tP, with p € (0, 1], for all x € R™ and ¢ € [0, 00).

As a corollary of Theorems 1.6 and 1.9, we have the following conclusion.

Corollary 1.11. Let L be an operator on L*(R") satisfying the assumptions (A1), (A2)
and (A3), and ¢ as in Definition 1.2. Assume that q, M and « are as in Theorem 1.6(ii).

Then the spaces Hy, (R™), HH? (R"), HO¢ | (R™), Hy 1 raa(R") and HZ ;o (R™)

coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.
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The layout of this article is as follows. Sections 2 and 3 are, respectively, devoted to
the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.9.

Finally we make some conventions on notation. Throughout the whole article, we
always denote by C' a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters, but
it may vary from line to line. We also use C, g ) to denote a positive constant depending
on the indicated parameters ~, 3, .... The symbol A < B means that A < CB. If A< B
and B < A, then we write A ~ B. For each ball B := B(xp,rp) C R", with some
zp € R" and rp € (0,00), and a € (0,00), let aB := B(xp,arp). For any measurable
subset E of R™, we denote by xg its characteristic function. We also let N := {1, 2, ...}
and Z4 := NU {0}. For any ball B in R" and j € Z4, let S;(B) := (2*1B) \ (2/B) with
j € N and Sp(B) := 2B. Finally, for ¢ € [1, 0], we denote by ¢ its conjugate exponent,
namely, 1/qg+1/¢ = 1.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section, we give out the proof of Theorem 1.6. To this end, we first recall some
auxiliary conclusions.

For a non-negative self-adjoint operator L on L?(R™), denote by E}, the spectral measure
associated with L. Then, for any bounded Borel function F' : [0,00) — C, the operator
F(L): L*(R") — L?(R") is defined by the formula

(2.1) F(L) := /0 T PO dEL V).

Then we have the following lemma, which was obtained in [12, Lemma 3.5].

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the operator L satisfies the assumptions (Al) and (A2). Let
» € CX(R) be even and supp(¢) C (—1,1). Denote by ® the Fourier transform of ¢.
Then, for any k € Z, the kernels {K 21 yrg/7) }t>0 of the operators {(PL)*® (VL) }1>0
satisfy that there exists a positive constant C, depending on n, k and ®, such that, for all
t € (0,00) and x, y € R,

supp (K(tzL)kCP(t\/f)) C {(x,y) cR" xR": |ZE — y| < t}
and
‘K(tQL)kq)(t\/Z)(x?y)‘ < ct ",
Denote by M the Hardy-Littlewood mazximal operator on R™, namely, for all f €

L (R") and z € R",

1

M) 1= sup - [ 1£0)]do,
1Bl /B

B>z

where the supremum is taken over all balls B > .
Moreover, we have the following properties of growth functions, which were obtained
in [19, Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2].
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Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ be as in Definition 1.2.

(i) There exists a positive constant C' such that, for all (z,t;) € R™ x [0, 00) with j € N,
(10(337 Z(;il tj) < CZ;)il 90($7 tj)'

(i) Let p(z,t) == g@ds for all (z,t) € R™ x [0,00). Then ¢ is equivalent to
@, namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for all (xz,t) € R™ x [0,00),
Clp(z,t) < (x,t) < Cp(z,t).

(iii) If p € (1,00) and ¢ € A,(R™), then there exists a positive constant C' such that,
for all measurable functions f on R™ and t € [0,00),

| MO@P e i <c [ 5@t d.
(iv) If ¢ € A,(R™) with p € [1,00), then there exists a positive constant C' such that,

for all balls By, By C R™ with By C By and t € (0,00), iégf:g < C’[%]p.

Moreover, to show Theorem 1.6, we need to establish the following conclusion.

Proposition 2.3. Let L satisfy the assumptions (Al) and (A2), and ¢ be as in Definition
1.2. Assume that ¥, 12 € S(R) are even functions with 11(0) = ¥2(0) =1, and aq, ag €
(0,00). Fori€ {0, 1}, f € L*(R") and z € R", let

Vi 1,0, (F)(2) = sup

|lz—y|<ait, te(0,00)

wtVI)(H)|.

Then there exists a positive constant C, depending on n, @, 1, V2, a1 and oo, such that,
for all f € L?>(R"),

(22) HwiL,al (f)HL«p(Rn) < C Hd};, L,asz (f)HLLp(Rn) .

Specially, for any even function ¢ € S(R) with ¢(0) = 1 and a € (0,00), there exists a
positive constant C, depending on n, o, ¢ and «, such that, for all f € L*>(R"),

CHIfEllpeny < Htﬁz,a(f)Hw(Rn) < CNfillne mn)-

Proof. We first show that, for any ¢ € S(R™) and p € (q(p), o), there exists a positive
constant C, depending on n, ¢, ¥ and p, such that, for all 0 < as < oy and f € L?(R"),

aq

23) [0 gy < €[22

np
) sl
For any A € (0,00), let
Eyi={z € R": 4} o,(f)@) > A} and Ef == {x € R*: M(xg,)(x) > C/(a1/az)"},

where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on R" and C e (0,1) is a
positive constant. By ¢ € A (R™) and the definition of ¢(¢), we know that, for any
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p € (q(p), ), ¢ € A,(R™), which, combined with Lemma 2.2(iii), implies that, for all

(o1 /az)™

(2.4) /; oz, t)de < & /EA o(x,t) dx,

where the implicit constant depends on n, p and ¢.
Furthermore, we claim that ¢ , (f)(z) < Afor all z ¢ EY. Indeed, let z € R"\ £ and

fix any given (y,t) € R := R™ x (0, 00) satisfying |y — x| < ast. Then B(y, ast) ¢ E.
If this is not true, then

M) 2 L2 <O‘—> >1 Z

|B(y,a1t)]  \ o1 ai/ag)”’

which gives a contradiction with = ¢ EY, and hence the claim holds true. By this claim,
we conclude that there exists z € B(y, ast) such that ¢7 , (f)(z) < A, which implies

that [2()(w)] < ¥, 0, ()(2) < A, where ¢(f)(y) = $(VI)(f)(y). From this and the
choice of (y,t), we deduce that, for all x ¢ EY, wial(f)(a:) < )\, which, together with
Lemma 2.2(ii), Fubini’s theorem and (2.4), further implies that

/n(ﬂ(l‘ﬂﬁial d$N/n/wLal )dtd
N/ /{meRn- wza o) 90(:1;,75) dz dt
// ddt<< >np/ i
- (@) / o (2,05, 0, (F)(x) da,

where the implicit positive constant depend on n, p, ¥ and . By this, we know that, for
all A € (0,00),

[ (D g (92) [ (o MDY o,
@
2.

.3) holds true.
3), to prove (2.2), it suffices to show that

which further implies that
Let ¢ := 11 — 19. Via (

(25) |’¢z,1(f)HL¢(Rn) 5 Hw;,L,l(f)HLgo(Rn) )

where the implicit constant depends on n, 11, 12 and ¢. Now we prove (2.5). Let ¥(z) :=
22 ®(x) for all x € R™, where ® is as in Lemma 2.1 and k € N with k& > nq(y)/2i(¢). B
the spectral calculus, we know that there exists a constant C(y ), depending on ¥ and

19, such that .
f=Clvsun | WVEWlVIN(T) T
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which further implies that, for any t € (0, c0),
VVEND) = Cvn | [PVDRVD)] vV

Denote by K, /7y (sy) the kernel of Y(tv/L)W(sv/L). Then, for all A € (0,00), we have

(2.6) sup ‘w(t\/L)( e — w)(
|w|<t,te(0,00)
~ Sup 'll)(t\/z)‘I/(S\/Z) (:E — ’LU’ z)’l;Z)Z(S\/Z)(f)(z) dZ ds ‘
|lw|<t,t€(0,00)
|z — zq
S sup / K (@ — [1 N
|w|<t, t€(0,00) JRF (VL)W ( \/Z)( )‘ ;

% ‘wz(sﬁ)(f)(z)( [1 L ; Zl} N dzds

S

D] e BT

s

- |z — 2| A dzds

g st / K s (@ w,z)‘ [1 IR
lw|<t, t(0,00) JRT T (VL) ¥ (sV/L) . -
Moreover, from [25, (3.4)], it follows that, for any A € (0, 2k),
— |z — 2| A dzds
sup / K s (a; w,z)‘ [1 5 1
lw|<t, te(0,00) JRTT! Y(tV/L)U(sV'L) + - :

where the implicit positive constant depends on n, ¥, ¢ and A, which, combined with
(2.6), implies that

(2.7) sup ‘zb(t\/z)f(:n - w)‘ < su

|lw|<t,te(0,00)

D] [ BT

S

where the implicit constant depends on n, ¥, v and A. Furthermore, let x be the charac-
teristic function of [0,1]. Then, for all A, s € (0,00), we have

e s 3 ().
k=1

which further implies that

<sﬁ><f><z>1 1)
i D) x (L)

(2.8)

zZ,

Zy
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:Z2‘k sup Yo 3\/_ ‘ = 22 ’%2 L, Qk/A (@)

k=1 |z—2z|<2k/Xs, s€(0,00)

Let A € (nq(v)/i(¢),2k). Then, by A > nqg(y)/i(¢) and the definitions of g(y) and i(yp),
we conclude that there exist pgp € (0,i(¢)) and ¢ € (¢(p),00) such that X > ng/po, ¢ is
of uniformly lower type pg and ¢ € Az(R™), which, together with (2.8), Lemma 2.2(i) and
(2.3), further implies that, for all u € (0, 00),

/,J’”(v VDG |1+ 2] /M)dm
< ( ,ﬁi Tkﬂ’iL,zk/x(f)(fv)/u) dx
S [ o (o s (@)
k=1

<3 2 H-na/n /

k=1

o (.05 L ()(@)/11) d ~ / o (2,05 L () (@)/) da

n n

where the implicit constants depend on n, 1) and ¢. From this, it follows that

VDG |1+ 557 j’]

5 |’¢§,L(f)HL¢(Rn) )

Z,8

L#(R™)

which, combined with (2.7), further implies that

(2.9) [ia Doy = || 52 [pEVIYC = w)

|w|<t,te(0,00) ‘

D] e A

S |[sup

5 sz,L(f)|’L¢(Rn) )

where the implicit constants depend on n, ¥, ¥, X and ¢. This finishes the proof of (2.5)
and hence Proposition 2.3. ]

Furthermore, to show Theorem 1.6, we also need the following atomic characterization
of the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H, (R") obtained in [4, Theorem 5.4].

Proposition 2.4. Let L satisfy the assumptions (A1) and (A2) and ¢ be as in Definition

1.2. Assume that M € NN (21((@), ) and q € ([r(e)]I(p),00), where q(¢), i(p), r(v)

and I1(p) are, respectively, as in (1.10), (1.9), (1.11) and (1.8). Then the spaces H,, ,(R™)

and H£4Lq 2t (R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

Now we give out the proof of Theorem 1.6 via Propositions 2.3 and 2.4.
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. We first show (i) of Theorem 1.6. To this end, we begin with
proving that

(2.10) HES (RN LQ(R")} c [H;}{ggt(mn) N L2(R”)] .

To prove (2.10), via Proposition 2.3, it suffices to show that, for any f € Hy, 1 max(R™)N
L2(R"), f € H,'> (R") and

(211) o Y T a——
where the implicit positive constant depends on n, M and ¢. Let ¥(z) := 2*M®(x) for

all x € R", where ® is as in Lemma 2.1. Then, by the spectral calculus, we know that
there exists a constant C(y) such that

o _ dt
f = C(qj)/o \I’(t\/Z)t2L€ tQL(f)?
holds true in L?(R"). For = € R, let
C(q,)/ t2x\IJ(taz)e_t2x2@, x #0,
n(x) = 1
1, z=0.

Then n € S(R) is an even function and, for any a, b € R,

b
n(ax) — n(bzr) = C’(q,)/ t2:172\1’(t:17)e_t2x2 %,

a

which further implies that
b _ dt
Cy [ WUVDIEL (1) L = n(aV D))~ nOVE)D)
For any f € L?(R") and = € R", let

M@= s [[EPLe 6|+ VD))

|z—y|<5y/nt, t€(0,00

Then, from Proposition 2.3, it follows that

(2.12) [IML()lle@ry S Nl H, L max®n)

where the implicit positive constant depends on n, M, ¢ and ® as in Lemma 2.1. Let
O = {(x,t) e R"™ . B(z,4v/nt) C O}

and, for any i € Z, '
O :=={z eR": Mp(f)(z)>2'}.
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For each i € Z, denote by {Q; ;}jen the Whitney decomposition of O;. For each ¢ € Z and
Jj €N, let B
Qij = {(y,t) eRY™ 1 y+3te € Qij},

here and hereafter, € := (1, ..., 1) € R™. It is easy to prove that, for all i € Z, 6Z C
U; @” Indeed, for any (y°,t°) € 0;, B(y°,4y/nt°) C O;. Let y° := y° + 3et°. Then
y° € B(y°,4y/nt°) C O;, which 1mphes that there exists Q; o C O; such that y° € Q; j,-
By this, we conclude that (y°,t°) € Q: Jjo and hence 0; C U QZ g

Furthermore, notice that, for any j; # ja, le N sz = () and
R = UO U O0i\Oi+1) UUTi,ja
i
where ,Ti,j = éi,j N (62\624_1) Thus,
(VI 26~ L(f dt
(2.13) f= Zc(q, U (VL) (XT”t Le )) T =Y A,
V]
where /\i,j = ZiHXQi’jHLw(Rn) and Qg j = LMbZ'J' with
Cryy [ 2 dt
bij = — )/ 2M §(tv/T) (XTMt2Le tL(f)) iy

7 Aig Jo ’ t

Now we prove that the summation (2.13) converges in L*(R"). Indeed, it is well known
that, for any f € L?(R"),

L

(see, for example, [12, (3.14)]), which, together with (2.13), implies that

> Aigaig

[i]>N1, |7]>N2 L2(Rm)

2 dydt

LM ()| =

1/2
} S llz2 ey

42 dy dt
~ Z - K(tQL)Mq)(t\/Z)(’ay)XTi,j (y,t)t2L€ ¢ L(f)(y)T
[i1> Ny, ]>Ne 2@

_ dy dt
S w3 [ |epVew/Dgwese Hw| L
||g||L2(R")S1‘i‘>Nl7‘j|>N2 Ti,;
1/2

2 2 dydt
<!y /Tt2LetL)() dydt Ly,

t
li|>N1, |7]>N2

as N7 — oo and Ny — oo. Thus, the summation (2.13) converges in L2(R").
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Now we claim that there exists a positive constant 5, depending on n, M, ¢ and
@, such that, for all ¢ and j, 5‘1%,]- is a (p, 0o, M)p-atom associated with the ball
30B; j, where B; ; denotes the ball with the center being the same as @); ; and the radius
rB;; = v/nl(Q;;)/2. Here and hereafter, £(Q; ;) denotes the side length of @; ;. Once
this claim is proved, by Lemma 2.2(iv), we then know that, for all A € (0, c0),

(2.14) Z © (303% Aij )> S Z ¥ <Qi,ja 2{) ~ Z 2 <Oi7 2{) )
i i ‘

X308, | e (mr

Moreover, similar to the proof of [19, Lemma 5.4] (see also [31, Lemma 3.4]), we conclude

that Z(’D <02X> < /nso (17%) o

which, combined with (2.12) and (2.14), further implies that (2.11) holds true.
Now we prove the above claim. We first show that, for any k& € {0, 1, ..., M},

(2.15) supp (L*b; ;) C 30Qi; C 30B; ;.

From the definition of T; ;, it follows that, if (y,t) € T;;, then B(y,4y/nt) C O;. Let
y :=y+ 3te. Then y € Q;; and B(y,/nt) C O;. Moreover, by the fact that @; ; is the
Whitney cube of O;, we know that 5Q; ; N OE # () and hence t < 34(Q; ;), which, together
with y + 3te € Q;;, further implies that y € 20Q); ;. Furthermore, from Lemma 2.1, we
deduce that supp (K(f?L)kq)(t\/f)) C {(z,y) € R" x R" : |z —y| < t}, which, combined
with y € 20Q); ;, implies that (2.15) holds true. To finish the proof of the above claim, it
remains to prove that, for any k € {0, 1, ..., M},

(2.16) (130, 12L)" b < O30, Ixa08, 7 -

‘LOO(]R”)
By [25, (3.12)], we find that, for any k € {0, 1, ..., M — 1},

/0 /]R” KtzMqu)(t\/f)(x7y)XTi,j (y,t)t2Le ! L(f)(?J)T‘ S2 WQ:’J)P(M "),

where the implicit positive constant depends on n, M and ®, which further implies that

(217) (18075, 1°L) b

_ 1 2k

[

_ dy dt
xxt; (g, O Le L () () 22

Loo(Rn)

< 6’/\2'_7]'1 2° (30TBi,j )2k (rBi,j )2(M_k)

< 0(307“Bi,j)2M||XsoBi,j ||Z;(Rn)-
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Furthermore, it follows, from [25, (3.13)], that

< 9t

~ Y

= _ dy dt
7 Ruwm i, troeze “Hnm S|

t

where the implicit positive constant depends on n and ¥, which implies that

H([307”Bi,j]2L)MbmHLoo(Rn) - )‘i_,jl(307“Bi,j)2MC(\If)

Kq/(t\/f) (5177 Z/)

n+1
R+

_ dy dt
xxt; (g, O Le L () () 22

Loo(R™)
< C)‘Zj'l(30r3i,j)2M2i < C(30r,,)*M|xs08,, HZ;(Rn)-

By this and (2.17), we conclude that (2.16) holds true, which completes the proof of the
above claim and hence (2.10).
Now we prove that, for any M € NN (nqg(¢)/2i(¢),o0) and g € ([r(p)]'I(p), <],
M, n n n n
(2.18) [ (R N AR € [HA L (R 0 A(RY)]
For any ¢ € A and z € R, let 1(z) := [¢(0)] L é(2) — e~*". Repeating the proof of [25,

(3.4)], we know that, for any A € (0,2M), there exists a positive constant C, depending
on n, ¥ and A, such that, for all ¢ € A,

<,

S

|z — 2|1 dzds
s

\w|<tstlerzo 0) /R"“ K{l;(tﬁ)\p(sﬁ)(x - z)‘ [1 "
' ' +

where ¥ is as in (2.6). Via this estimate and repeating the proof of (2.9), we find that

sup v, 1 (f)

peA

S5 Do
L#(R™)

where the implicit constant depends on n, ¥, A and ¢, which, combined with the fact that
Gr.(f) S supgea ¥y, (f) + f1 and Lemma 2.2(i), further implies that

(2.19) 1G5 oy S 12l oy
Via (2.19), to finish the proof of (2.18), it suffices to show that, for any A € C and

(p, ¢, M)p-atom « associated with the ball B := B(xp,rp) with xp € R™ and rp €
(0, 00),

(220) [ @ Nap @) do 5 o (B, el
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where the implicit positive constant depends on n and (. Indeed, let f € H i/[ Lq 2 (R™)N
L%(R™). Then there exist {\;}; C C and a sequence {a;}; of (¢, ¢, M)-atoms, associated
with the balls {B,};, such that

f=>Y_\ajin L*(R") and ”f”Hﬁf’L‘{ @y ~ AMAaity),
j

which, together with (2.20), further implies that, for all A € (0, c0),

[ B o)

)\.
oo (B )
J

>\||XBJ- ||Lw(Rn)
From this and (2.19), it follows that f € HAL e (R™) N L2(R™) and
£l 2

Now we prove (2.20). By (1.5), we conclude that, for all x € R",

(2.21) ar(z) S M(a)(x),

") 5 HfHHg{’quat(Rn)

, L, max(

where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on R™. Moreover, from ¢ €
([r(©))I(p), 0], it follows that there exists p; € [I(¢), 1] such that ¢ is of uniformly
upper type p; and ¢ € RH,/,,(R™), which, combined with (2.21), Holder’s inequality,
the boundedness of M on L4(R™) and Lemma 2.2(iv), further implies that

22) | e Noi(e) do
< [ oM@ @) do
S [ e (NIl o) [1+ M@ s )™ do
< ¢ (4B MBI @) + X8I oy [M@) 2

1
X {/43 [cp <a:, WHXBHE(R")H(%) da;} W<, (B, \A\HXBHZ;(R”)) _

For = € R™\(4B), let

ai(@) = s e Ha)(y)|,
|lz—y|<t, te(0,rp]
* _ 42
a3 () = sup e (a) ()]
le—y|<t,te(rp,|lz—2pB|/4]
and ,
af(x) = sup e )(w) .

|z—y|<t, t€[lz—zp|/4,00)
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For any t € (0, |z — xzp|/4], z € B and y € R" satisfying | — y| < t, we find that

(2.23) =l 2l — 2 — o —y| > o — o —rp—t = _ng—‘,
which, together with (1.5), implies that, for any s € (0, c0),
ts
(2.24) aj(z) < sup / la(z)| dz
P emsictieon Jp (T 12 =y
S n-+s

r s

B -1
’x _ xB‘n-I—s ”aHLl(R") S WHXB”L‘P(R”)'

~

Moreover, from o = LMb, (2.23) and (1.5), it follows that, for any s € (0,2M),

(2.25) a5(@) < sup B (20)M e E ) ()
‘x_y‘<t7t€(TB7‘x_mB‘/4}
ts
< sup t_2M/
le—y|<t, te(rp,|e—z5|/4] B (t+ |z —yl)"ts

|b(z)|dz

2M g 1
5— —n—s -
S sSup t |l‘ - $B| HbHLl(R”) S ‘LZ' — LZ'B’"+8 ||XB||L¢(R7L)-

te(rp,|lz—zp|/4]

Furthermore, by a = LMb and (1.5), we conclude that, for any s € (0,2M),

tS
az(z) S sup t=2M / Ib(2)| dz
le—y|<t, te|e—z 5| /4,00) B (t+[z—y|)ts
Tn—}—s
S sup M bl )y S =B X8I Th g
eyl <t, te(rps Jo—z /4] B~ o —aprts VIR

which, combined with (2.24) and (2.25), further implies that, for any s € (0,2M),

n-+s

* r —
(2.26) ar(r) S MWHXB”L;(RW

Let s € (nq(¢)/i(p),2M). From s > nqg(¢)/i(p), we deduce that there exist py € (0,i(¢))
and ¢ € (q(¢),00) such that s > ng/po, ¢ is of uniformly lower type py and ¢ € Az(R"),
which, together with (2.26) and Lemma 2.2(iv), implies that

/ o, N (2) de = 3 / o (2, I\ (2)) da
R\ (4B) j—2 ' 5i(B)

A

Z 2—j("+s)p04p (S_j(B)u ‘A“‘XB“Zi(R"))

<.
[|
I\

A
M8

9=il(n+s)po-nd , (B, WHXBHZi(Rﬂ)

<.
[|
N
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S e (BB @ ) -

By this and (2.22), we conclude that (2.20) holds true, which completes the proof of (2.18).
By the definitions of the spaces H>¢  (R™) and HA (R™), we know that

@, L, max @, L, max

(2.27) [HA | o (RY) N L2(R™)] © [H‘f”a (R™) mL%R”)} .

¥, L, max @, L, max

Moreover, from the definition of the space Hf’L‘{at(R”), with ¢ € ([r(¢)]'I(¢), ], and

Proposition 2.4, it follows that, for any ¢ € ([r(¢)]'I(p), 00),

Y R N L@ (Y R N 2R

which, combined with (2.10), (2.18) and (2.27), implies that, for any ¢ € ([r(¢)]'I(¢), o],

(UL (R VLR = (B S (R N LARY)| = [HZ L e (R”) 0 L2(R")]

with equivalent quasi-norms, which, together with the fact that H g‘[ AL RN L?(R"™),
H”Y  (R") N L2(R") and HA

¥, L, max @, L, max

Hi/{ ’Lq7 at (R™), H:f:gmax(]R”) and H;f" Lomax(R"), and a density argument, implies that

the spaces Hﬁ/{’Lq’at(R"), Hg% max (R™) and H:;"L’max
norms. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.6(i).
Furthermore, (ii) of Theorem 1.6 is deduced from (i) and Proposition 2.4, which com-

pletes the proof of Theorem 1.6. O

(R™) N L?(R™) are, respectively, dense in the spaces

(R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-

3 Proof of Theorem 1.9

In this section, we show Theorem 1.9. We first introduce some notation.
Let f € L?>(R™). For all t € (0,00) and x € R, let

(3.1) u(z,t) = e L(f)(z).

For all € € (0,00), N € N and x € R", define

* \/% N -N
(3:2) ug (@) == sup lu(y, )| | —=——| (L +elyl)
ly—z|<vi<e—1,te(0,00) Vite
and
ve 1" vi Y _N
3.3 * yv(x) = sup [7] u(y1,t) — ulya, t [7} 1+¢ ,
3 Uiyt = s [ ) (0] | ] 0+ eln)

lyg—z|<vi<e1

where p is as in (1.17) and y, y1, y2 € R™.
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Lemma 3.1. Let L be an operator on L*(R") satisfying the assumptions (A2) and (A3),
and ¢ as in Definition 1.2. Then there exists a positive constant C, depending on n and
@, such that, for all u as in (3.1), € € (0,00) and N € N,

(3.4) /n ¢ (2, Ul y(x)) de < C | ¢ (2,ul y(z)) dr,

R

where ul n and UZ y are, respectively, as in (3.2) and (3.3).

Proof. For any « € (0, 00), measurable function v : Rﬁ“ — C and z € R", let

vg(z) = sup lv(y,t)].
ly—z|<av/t, te(0,00)

Assume that w is as in (3.1). Fix z € R™. For any y1, y2 € R™ and ¢ € (0,00) satisfying
ly1 — x| < v/t and |y2 — x| < V1, let

WVt
\/E—I-s

where x denotes the characteristic function of [0,1). Then v} = u? y. By the semigroup

N
oy, t) = u(yl,w{ } (1 + el N xet),

property of {e7*'};~0, we know that

%)
SIO+ZIk7

35) luln.0) ~ e 0] = | [ (alin, )~ Koo utt/2)
k=1

where
Io 22/ | K2 (y1,2) — Ky o (2, 2)| [u(z,t/2)| dz
B(y1,V/?)

and, for each k € N,

I = / |Koj2(yr,2) — Kooy 2)| Ju(z,/2)] dz.
B(y1,2*Vt)\B(y1,28—1V/1)

Furthermore, from (1.5), (1.17) and the semigroup property of {e~*};5¢, it follows that

ly1 — yz!] g2k
Ky o(y1,2) — Ky o(ya, )| dz < [ Y2L| =22
|Ki/2(y1,2) — Kyo(y2,2)| dz [ 7

where p is as in (1.17) and [ is a positive constant determined by ¢ in (1.5), which,
combined with (3.5) and the fact that (1+¢|z|)Y < (14¢|ys|)N (1+2F)N if |y — 2| < 28V/%
and v/t < 1, further implies that

VE T Julynt) by )] _ Tl = w21 [ o L™ L oen s
[ﬂ+a] (T +ely)™ 5[ NG ] [”4@)*;6 (1+ 25V e (2) |

/B(y172’“\/f)\3(y172’“1\/f)
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By this, we conclude that

[e.e]

(3.6) pTL: Z "1+ 25Nk (2).
k=

Moreover, repeating the proof of (2.3), we know that there exists p1 € (q(p),o0) such
that, for any a € (1,00),

[ eleitey s s [ o) s

where the implicit positive constant depends on n, p; and ¢, which, together with (3.6),
Lemma 2.2(i) and v = u v, further implies that (3.4) holds true. This finishes the proof
of Lemma 3.1. O

Now we prove Theorem 1.9 by using Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. By the definitions of the spaces Hy, 1, max(R™) and Hy, 1 rad(R")
and the fact that Hy, r max(R") N L2(R") and Hy, 1 raa(R™) N L?*(R™) are, respectively,
dense in Hy, 1, max(R™) and Hy, 1, 2a(R™), to show Theorem 1.9, it suffices to show that

(3.7) [Hy, 1,rad(R") N L2 (R™)] C [Hy, 1, max(R™) N L*(R")] .

Let f € Hy 1.1ad(R") N L?*(R™) and u be as in (3.1). By (1.5), we conclude that
fi < M(f), which, combined with the fact that, for all € € (0,00) and N € N, ul y S fi
implies that u? v < M(f). From this and the boundedness of M on L?(R™), we deduce
that, for all € € (0,00) and N € N, uf € L?*(R™). Define

Ge N = {:17 eR": U y(z) < Eu:N(:E)},
where E is a positive constant determined later. By (3.4), we know that
| e@uzy@) de<c [ o) d

where C'is as in (3.4). Let py € (0,i(¢p)) be a uniformly lower type of ¢. Take E € (1, 00)
large enough such that

C ) ! *
Ero /RnSD (z,ul y(2)) do < 5/,1(’0 (z,uf y(2)) da,

which, together with the definition of G y and the uniformly lower type py property of
© and the increasing property of ¢ about the variable ¢, implies that

Uf v(x
(3.8) / ¢ (z,ul n(2)) do g/ o <x, e )) g
Rn\Gs, N ’ Rn\Gs, N E
< ¢ x d
S Ew | ¥ (%%,N(x)) €L
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1
<5 [ e luta@) d

From (3.8), it follows that
(3.9) / ¢ (z,ul y(z)) do < 2/G ¢ (z,ul y(x)) da.
n e, N

For all z € R™, let M, (f;)(z) := {M([f{]")(x)}"/" with r € (0,1). Then, for almost every
x € G, N, we have

(3.10) ul n(@) S Mr(f)(2),

where the implicit positive constant depends on n, i and E. Indeed, let x € G, n such
that ul y(2) < oo. By the definition of u? 5, we know that there exist y € R" and

t € (0,00) such that |y — 2| < v/t < e ! and

Vit
Vite

Since = € G, n, if |21 — 2| <Vt < et and |22 — x| < Vt < &7}, then, from the definition
of U y(z) and (3.11), it follows that

N 1
(3.11) O | ] )™ 2 Gt o)

Vi1 vi 1Y N
(3.12) [m] \u(zl,t)—u(zg,t)][ﬁ+€] (1+¢€lz1])
N
< 2Bpu(u )] [ Y] el

Take By :={w e R": |w—y| < %}, where C} := (4E)Y# /2. Obviously, C; > 1. Taking
1
z1 =y and z € E}, by (3.12), we find that
[ Vi

’y—sz

o
]W@ﬁ—uwiﬂs%mwﬁh

From this and the choice of C1, it follows that |u(zo,t)| > T|u(y,t)|. Thus, we have

bz

1 1
ulze, )] 2 Fluly. )] = Fluly. )]

N 1
. | el 2 Ju )

which further implies that

+xr 1 +ZTZ
MDY 2 e [ e

1

> m - [u(z,t)]" dz
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1, "By 1, "
> | = —_— | = .
> [4%,1\/(517)} Bz, 1) [4%,1\7(@]
Thus, (3.10) holds true.

Let ¢ € (¢(¢),), po € (0,i(p)) and 19 € (0,1) such that rog < po. Then ¢ is of
uniformly lower type po and ¢ € Az(R"™). For any v € (0,00) and g € Ll (R™), let

9 = IX{zeRn: |g(x)|<v} T IX{zeR: |g(x)|>~} = g1 + g2. It is easy to see that
{x e R": M(g)(x) >2v} C {xz e R": M(g2)(x) > 7},

loc

which, combined with Lemma 2.2(iii), implies that, for all ¢ € (0, c0),

(3.13) / o(x,t)dx
{z€R: M(g)(z)>27}
1 ~

</ plat)de < [ (Mg @) (.t do
{z€R™: M(g2)(z)>v} vt JRe
1 ~ 1 ~

S = [ le@)fe(z,t)de ~ v l9(@)|*p(x, t) d,
7t IR {zeR™: |g(z)|>7}

where the implicit positive constants depend on n, ¢ and ¢. From (3.13) and the definition
of M,,, we deduce that, for any v € (0, c0),

(3.14) o(x,t)dx

/{meR": Mo () (2)>7}
1

Arod /{mGR": [ff (2)]ro>221

[e.e]
<ot ( Y ) - L rogs oy ((5) ds
~ fLst \9l/ro rod , 0 frot ’

21/

<

~

[fzr(:n)] T(ﬁ(p(x, t) dx

here and hereafter, afL+7t(’y) = f{xeR”: £ @)>} o(x,t)dz. Let

JfL+ = /Rn ¢ (z, ff (2)) d

Then, by (3.9), (3.10), (3.14), Lemma 2.2(ii), Fubini’s theorem and the uniformly lower
type pg property of ¢ and the fact that ¢ is increasing for the variable ¢, we conclude that

| sty do
/GEN o (20t w(a >>dx</ o (2, Moy (1) (2))

Mo (F1)( )
/ gp x, M,, fL dxw/ / dt dx
Rn n

*1
/ —/ o(z,t)dedt
0o tJ{wern: ff (@)>—2

l/ro}

AN

A

A
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© 9 3] U
+/ m / . Toqsroq_ Ufzr7t(s) ds p dt
0

21/T0

o) i1 2l/r0 g 1
~ T /0 o™ /0 T ()t ds

00 21/705 Po
NE r0gs™ Lo 4 (s) (x 21/’"03) ! ! dt » ds
~o ), PSS ) ol/rog |  rodrl

00 ~ 21/70 g N
S +/ roijsmq_laf+ t(s)M / tPo=rod=1 gt & ds
L 0 L (270 s)po | /0

s+ [ A ot~ [ oot e)
L 0 J{zeRr: ff(z)>s} S R™

where the implicit positive constants depend on n, u, 9, pg, ¢ and @. Letting ¢ — 0, by
the Fatou lemma, we have

| e fi@ydo s [ la i @) da,

which, together with the fact that, for any A € (0, c0), (f/)\)JLr = fzr//\ and (f/N)7 = fi/A

implies that
* +
/n © <3:, fL/ix)> dz S /n @ (:13, fL/\(:E)> d.

From this, we deduce that ||f|z, , ...&") < [fllH,, 1 @), Which, combined with the
arbitrariness of f € Hy, 1 raa(R") N L?(R"), further implies that (3.7) holds true. This
finishes the proof of Theorem 1.9. O

References

[1] P. Auscher, X. T. Duong and A. McIntosh, Boundedness of Banach space valued
singular integral operators and Hardy spaces, Unpublished Manuscript, 2005.

[2] P. Auscher and E. Russ, Hardy spaces and divergence operators on strongly Lipschitz
domains of R™, J. Funct. Anal. 201 (2003), 148-184.

[3] P. Auscher and Ph. Tchamitchian, Square root problem for divergence operators
and related topics, Astérisque 249 (1998), viii+172 pp.

[4] T. A. Bui, J. Cao, L. D. Ky, D. Yang and S. Yang, Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces
associated with operators satisfying reinforced off-diagonal estimates, Anal. Geom.
Metr. Spaces 1 (2013), 69-129.

[5] F. Cacciafesta and P. D’Ancona, Weighted L? estimates for powers of selfadjoint
operators, Adv. Math. 229 (2012), 501-530.

[6] A. Calderén, An atomic decomposition of distributions in parabolic HP spaces, Adv.
Math. 25 (1977), 216-225.

[7] D. Cruz-Uribe and C. J. Neugebauer, The structure of the reverse Holder classes,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 347 (1995), 2941-2960.



MAXIMAL FUNCTION CHARACTERIZATIONS OF MUSIELAK-ORLICZ-HARDY SPACES 27

8]

X. T. Duong and J. Li, Hardy spaces associated to operators satisfying Davies-
Gaffney estimates and bounded holomorphic functional calculus, J. Funct. Anal.
264 (2013), 1409-1437.

J. Dziubanski and J. Zienkiewicz, HP spaces for Schrodinger operators, Fourier anal-
ysis and related topics, 45-53, Banach Center Publ., 56, Polish Acad. Sci., Warsaw,
2002.

C. Fefferman and E. M. Stein, HP spaces of several variables, Acta Math. 129 (1972),
137-193.

L. Grafakos, Modern Fourier Analysis, Second edition, Graduate Texts in Mathe-
matics 250, Springer, New York, 2009.

S. Hofmann, G. Lu, D. Mitrea, M. Mitrea and L. Yan, Hardy spaces associated to
non-negative self-adjoint operators satisfying Davies-Gaffney estimates, Mem. Amer.
Math. Soc. 214 (2011), no. 1007, vi+78 pp.

S. Hofmann and S. Mayboroda, Hardy and BMO spaces associated to divergence
form elliptic operators, Math. Ann. 344 (2009), 37-116.

S. Hou, D. Yang and S. Yang, Lusin area function and molecular characterizations
of Musielak-Orlicz Hardy spaces and their applications, Commun. Contemp. Math.
15 (2013), no. 6, 1350029, 37 pp.

R. Jiang and D. Yang, New Orlicz-Hardy spaces associated with divergence form
elliptic operators, J. Funct. Anal. 258 (2010), 1167-1224.

R. Jiang and D. Yang, Orlicz-Hardy spaces associated with operators satisfying
Davies-Gaffney estimates, Commun. Contemp. Math. 13 (2011), 331-373.

R. Jiang, Da. Yang and Do. Yang, Maximal function characterizations of Hardy
spaces associated with magnetic Schrédinger operators, Forum Math. 24 (2012),
471-494.

R. Johnson and C. J. Neugebauer, Homeomorphisms preserving A,, Rev. Mat.
Iberoam. 3 (1987), 249-273.

L. D. Ky, New Hardy spaces of Musielak-Orlicz type and boundedness of sublinear
operators, Integral Equations Operator Theory 78 (2014), 115-150.

L. D. Ky, Bilinear decompositions and commutators of singular integral operators,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 365 (2013), 2931-2958.

S. Liu and L. Song, An atomic decomposition of weighted Hardy spaces associated
to self-adjoint operators, J. Funct. Anal. 265 (2013), 2709-2723.

J. Musielak, Orlicz Spaces and Modular Spaces, Lecture Notes in Math. 1034,
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1983.

M. Rao and Z. Ren, Theory of Orlicz Spaces, Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1991.
L. Song and L. Yan, Riesz transforms associated to Schrédinger operators on
weighted Hardy spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 259 (2010), 1466-1490.

L. Song and L. Yan, A maximal function characterization for Hardy spaces associated
to nonnegative self-adjoint operators satisfying Gaussian estimates, Adv. Math. 287
(2016), 463-484.

E. M. Stein, Harmonic Analysis: Real-variable Methods, Orthogonality, and Oscil-
latory integrals, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993.



28 DACHUN YANG AND SIBEI YANG

[27] E. M. Stein and G. Weiss, On the theory of harmonic functions of several variables.
I. The theory of HP-spaces, Acta Math. 103 (1960), 25-62.

[28] L. Yan, Classes of Hardy spaces associated with operators, duality theorem and
applications, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 360 (2008), 4383-4408.

[29] Da. Yang and Do. Yang, Maximal function characterizations of Musielak-Orlicz-
Hardy spaces associated with magnetic Schrodinger operators, Front. Math. China
10 (2015), 1203-1232.

[30] D. Yang and S. Yang, Orlicz-Hardy spaces associated with divergence operators on
unbounded strongly Lipschitz domains of R™, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 61 (2012),
81-129.

[31] D. Yang and S. Yang, Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces associated with operators and
their applications, J. Geom. Anal. 24 (2014), 495-570.

Dachun Yang

School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Laboratory of Mathematics
and Complex Systems, Ministry of Education, Beijing 100875, People’s Republic of China

E-mail: dcyang@bnu.edu.cn

Sibei Yang (Corresponding author)

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Gansu Key Laboratory of Applied Mathematics
and Complex Systems, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou, Gansu 730000, People’s Republic of
China

E-mail: yangsb@lzu.edu.cn



