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CONTINUOUS CHARACTERIZATIONS OF INHOMOGENEOUS
BESOV AND TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN SPACES ASSOCIATED TO
NON-NEGATIVE SELF-ADJOINT OPERATORS

QING HONG AND GUORONG HU*

ABSTRACT. Let (M,p, ) be a metric measure space satisfying the doubling, reverse
doubling and noncollapsing conditions, and let .Z be a nonnegative self-adjoint operator
acting on L?(M,du) whose heat kernel satisfies the small-time Gaussian upper bound,
Holder continuity and Markov property. In this paper, we establish new characterizations
of the “classical” and “nonclassical” Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated to .Z
introduced by Kerkyacharian and Petrushev. More precisely, we obtain characterizations
of these spaces in terms of continuous Littlewood-Paley and Lusin functions associated
to the heat semigroup generated by .Z, for complete range of indices. This extends
related known results in the classical Euclidean setting to our general setting, and extends
corresponding results in [Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 367 (2015), 121-189] to complete
range of indices.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

In the last two decades the study of function spaces associated to operators attracted
significant attention. This direction of study was initiated by Auscher et al. [1], who
introduced the Hardy space H:(R™) associated to an operator L with pointwise heat kernel
bound. Later Duong and Yan [13, 14] introduced BMO space associated to operators and
investigated the duality between H} (R") and BMOp«(R"), where L* is the adjoint of L in
L*(R™). For Hardy spaces associated to operators without pointwise heat kernel bound,
we refer to the works of Auscher et al. [2] and Hofmann and Mayboroda [23], in which
Hardy spaces associated to the Hodge Laplacian on Riemannian manifolds, and Hardy
spaces associated to second order divergence form elliptic operators on R™ with complex
coefficients, were developed respectively. Motivated by these two works, Hofmann et
al. [22] further established the theory of the Hardy spaces H7(X), 1 < p < oo, on a
metric measure space (X, d, i) associated to a general nonnegative self-adjoint operator L
satisfying Davies-Gaffney estimates. For further developments concerning Hardy spaces
associated to operators, we refer to [3, 10, 11, 12, 24, 28 3237, 38], among many others.

It is well known that Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces form a unifying class of function
spaces encompassing many well-studied classical function spaces such as Lebesgue spaces
L?, Hardy spaces HP, the space BMO, Sobolev spaces, Hardy-Sobolev spaces and various
forms of Lipschitz spaces. While the classical theory of these spaces on R™ was developed
primarily by Peetre, Triebel, Frazier, Jawerth and many other authors (see for instance
[16, 17, 18, 29, 33, 34]), there have been many efforts of extending it to other domains and
nonclassical settings. In particular, Kerkyacharian and Petrushev [25] recently developed
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Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated to nonnegative self-adjoint operators. To
recall the definition of these spaces, let us fix the setting. Assume that (M, p, p) is a metric
measure space, locally compact with respect to the topology induced by the distance p(, -),
satisfying the following conditions.

(H1) Doubling condition: There exists a constant ¢y > 1 such that

(1.1) 0 < u(B(z,2r)) < copu(B(z,7)) < 00

for all z € M and r > 0, where B(z,7) :={y € M : p(x,y) < r} is the open ball centered
at = of radius 7.
(H2) Reverse doubling condition: There exists a constant ¢; > 1 such that

p(B(x,2r)) = eyp(B(x, 1))

forallxeMandO<r§W.
(H3) Non-collapsing condition: There exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that

1 >
Inf pu(B(2,1)) 2 e

Assume further that the geometry of (M, p, u) is related to a nonnegative self-adjoint
operator .Z acting on L*(M, du), mapping real-valued functions to real-valued functions,
such that the associated semigroup P, = e~ consists of integral operators with (heat)
kernel p(t, z,y) obeying the following conditions.

(H4) Small time Gaussian upper bound: There exist constants C, ¢ > 0 such that

(1:2) p(t, 2, )] < < exp{_w}
(Bl VD) (B, V)

forz,y € M and 0 <t < 1.
(H5) Holder continuity: There exist constants C, ¢, a > 0 such that

‘p(t,l’,y) —p(t,ﬂ?,y/)|
(1.3) <c(Pyy) ¢ 1 exp _cp’(z,y)
() V(B VDB, V) .

for x,y,5 € M and 0 < t < 1, whenever p(y,y’) < V1.
(H6) Markov property:

/Mp(t, z,y)du(y) =1

forall z € M and t > 0.

In what follows, we always assume that (M, p, ) is a metric measure space, locally
compact with respect to the topology induced by the distance p(-,-), satisfying (H1),
(H2), (H3), and .Z is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on L?(M, du) with heat kernel
satisfying (H4), (H5), (H6). This setting is quite general and covers a wide range of
situations, including Lie groups of polynomial volume growth and complete Riemannian
manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded from below and satisfying the volume doubling
condition. In particular, it covers the classical Euclidean setting. See [9] and [25] for more
details.

We now recall the definition of Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated to .2,
introduced by Kerkyacharian and Petrushev [25]. Denote by S’y the class of distributions
associated to ., which was introduced in [25] and will be recalled in Section 2 below.
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Definition 1.1. Let ¢g, ¢ € C§°(R) be even functions such that

(1.4) suppy C {A € R: A <2} and |@o(A)| > ¢ > 0 for |\ < 234

and

(1.5)  suppp C{AeR:1/2< |\ <2} and |p(N)] > ¢ >0 for 27%/* < |\ < 2%/,

(i) Let s € R, 0 < p < oo and 0 < ¢ < co. The “classical” Besov space B, (£) is
defined as the collection of all f € S, such that

1/q
1fllzs. .2y = l0o(VZ) flliw + (ZWHw J‘@)f\\ip) < o0,

with the usual modification when ¢ = co. See Section 2 for the definition of ¢o(vV.Z)f
and ¢(277v.Z) f. The “nonclassical” Besov space B} (.£) is defined as the collection of
all f € 8, such that

1135, ) = IBC DI o0 (V2 £()

’ HLP

1/q
(ZH\B 2N/ o277V L) f Hm> < .

Here, n is the “dimension” of (M, p, 1) as in (2.1) below.
(ii) Let s € R, 0 < p < 0o and 0 < ¢ < oo. The “classical” Triebel-Lizorkin space
Fy () is defined as the collection of all f € ', such that

1/q
1£lles. ) = Noo(VL) flle + <Z2m!w M?)Jf}q) < oo.

Lp

The “nonclassical” Triebel-Lizorkin space F;q(f ) is defined as the collection of all f € S,

such that
117,z = 1BC D0V £

o] 1/q
<Z |B(-,2‘j>|‘8q/"\so(2—f@>f(-)}q> < o0

Lp

As pointed out in [25], the main motivation for introducing the “nonclassical” Besov
and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated to .Z lies in nonlinear approximation. These “non-
classical” spaces seem more suitable for the possibly anisotropic nature of the geometry
of (M, p, ).

Homogeneous Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated to nonnegative self-adjoint
spaces have been introduced and studied by Georgiadis et al. [19, 20], and their weighted
extension were studied by Bui et al. [0]. It is worth noting that in [6] neither the Holder
continuity nor the Markov property for the heat kernel of the operator is assumed.

The main purpose of the present paper is to derive characterizations of the inhomoge-
neous spaces By (£), By (£), F};,(£) and F} () in terms of continuous Littlewood-
Paley and Lusin functions associated to the heat semigroup generated by .. Charac-
terization of the classical Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces on R™ via the continuous
Littlewood-Paley function associated to the heat semigroup were studied by Flett [15],
Peetre [29], Triebel [35], Bui et al. [3, 4, 5], and many other authors. Kerkyacharian and
Petrushev [25] proved such a characterization for By (.Z), E;vq(o?), F; (&Z)and ﬁ;q(o?),
but with the restriction p > 1 in the Besov case, and with the restriction p > 1 and ¢ > 1
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in the Triebel-Lizorkin case (see [25, Theorems 6.7 and 7.5]). In [27], Liu et al. obtained
the heat semigroup characterization of more general scales of functions/distributions as-
sociated to .Z, called Besov-type and Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces associated to .Z, for
complete range of indices. However, the heat semigroup characterization for complete
range of indices in [27] is a discrete version, rather than a continuous one (see [27, Theo-
rem 5.7]). The continuous version of heat semigroup characterization obtained there still
needs the restriction p > 1 (see [27, Theorem 5.8]). Only recently, Bui et al. [6] proved
continuous characterizations of (weighted) Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated
to £ for complete range of indices in terms of Littlewood-Paley and Lusin functions.
Compared with [0], the novelty of our work lies in the following aspects. First, we treat
both “classical” and “nonclassical” spaces, while [6] only treated “classical” ones. Obvi-
ously the “nonclassical” spaces are harder to handle than the “classical” ones. Second, in
our work we focus on the inhomogeneous spaces, while [6] only treated the homogeneous
spaces. The continuous characterizations of inhomogeneous spaces are more difficult to
prove. This is because in many parts of the argument, the inhomogeneous term need to
be treated separately.
The main results of the present paper are the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose s € R and 0 < g < oco. Let m be the smallest integer such that
m > max{s/2,0}. Then the following statements are true.
(i) If 0 < p < o0, then for f € Sy, we have the quasi-norm equivalence:

1 dt
(1.6) ||f||B;,q<g>~||e—ff||Lp+(/ 02|ty me 1 )
0

and

115 2y ~ NIBC DI e O

(1) (/ [1B(, V%)) e 2 £ ()|, dt)

(i) If 0 < p < o0, then for f € Sy, we have the quasi-norm equivalence:

Es

1 d 1/q
08 Wleger~ e Tl + | ([ oPle2yme %)

0 P
and

Iz 2y ~ [1BC DI e £
1.9
( ) (/ |B t1/2)|—sq/n}(t$)m —ti”f }th>
Ly

Theorem 1.3. Suppose s € R, 0 < p < oo and 0 < g < oo. Let m be the smallest integer
such that m > max{s/2,0}. Then for f € Sy, we have the quasi-norm equivalence:

1f1

) ~ e e

O ey

Lr
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and

1llz, o~ IIBC D" 1O,

(1.11) ) // By t1/2)|,sq/n‘(tg)meftzf(y)‘qM@ 1/q
Lloc(.) ’ |B('at1/2)| t ,

Lr
where T¢(x) == {(y,t) € M x (0,1] : p(z,y) < t'/2}.

A few words about our proofs are in order. We point out that the approach in [25]
to derive continuous characterizations in terms of square functions can not be used to
treat the case p < 1. To achieve our goal, we shall adapt the ideas developed by Bui
et al. [3, 4, 5], Rychkov [31] and Ullrich [36]. A central estimate of our approach to
derive continuous characterizations of Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated to
operators is a “sub-mean value inequality” involving ¢ (see Lemma 4.1 below), which
generalizes the corresponding inequality on R™. We also need to make good use of the
smooth functional calculus developed by Kerkyacharian and Petrushev in [25] and the
“off-diagonal estimates” proved in Section 3. It is worth mentioning that the continuous
characterizations of inhomogeneous spaces do not follow directly from the approach for
the homogeneous spaces in [6]. Indeed, in many situations it is not a trivial matter to
handle the inhomogeneous term. For example, to prove the sub-mean value inequality
for the inhomogeneous term, a separate nontrivial argument is needed (see the proof
of Lemma 4.1). Moreover, note the in the continuous norms of inhomogeneous spaces,
the inhomogeneous term is independent of t. Thus, to prove that the discrete norms
can be bounded by the continuous norms, we need to construct a Calderén reproducing
identity in which the inhomogeneous term is independent of ¢ (see (4.30) in the proof of
Lemma 4.3). Finally, we emphasize that our proof of continuous Lusin characterization
of “nonclassical” inhomogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin spaces (Theorem 1.3) is significantly
different from the method used in [6].

It is worth pointing out that Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces associated to some par-
ticular operators were earlier studied by some authors. For instance, Besov and Triebel-
Lizorkin spaces in the context of Hermite were studied by Petrushev and Xu [30] and
Bui and Duong [7], while these spaces in the context of Laguerre were studied by Kerky-
acharian et al. [20] and Bui and Duong [$]. The spaces in [7] and [8] were introduced via
continuous Littlewood-Paley functions associated to the heat semigroup (or Poisson semi-
group) and, in some restricted cases (e.g., ¢ = 2), their Lusin function characterization
was obtained.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give some notions and
preliminary results which will be needed in the proofs of our main results. In Section 3 we
present off-diagonal estimates, which could be regarded as refinements of the previously
known ones. Section 4 and Section 5 are devoted to the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.3, respectively.

Notation. Throughout this article we shall use the notation |F| := p(F) for any mea-
surable set £ C M. The set of all nonnegative integers is denoted by Ny, while the set of
all strictly positive integers is denoted by N. For any positive number «, we denote by |« /|
the largest integer less than or equal to . We shall also use the notation LP := LP(M, du).
In some cases “sup” will mean “ess sup”, which will be clear from the context. We will
use ¢, C, ¢, C" to denote positive constants, which are independent of the main variables
involved and whose values may vary at every occurrence. By writing f < gor g 2 f, we
mean f < Cg. The notation f ~ g will stand for C < f/g < C".
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

We start by noting that the doubling condition (1.1) implies the following strong ho-
mogeneity property: there exists C' > 0 such that

(2.1) |B(z, A\r)| < CA\"|B(x,r)|

for all z € M, r > 0 and A\ > 1, where n is a constant playing the role of a dimension,
though it is not even an integer. There also exit C' and n’, 0 < n’ < n, so that

(2:2) B <0 (14220 )

uniformly for all z,y € M and r > 0. Indeed, property (2.2) with n’ = n is a direct con-
sequence of the triangle inequality for the metric p and the strong homogeneity property
(2.1). In the case of the Euclidean space R™ and Lie groups of polynomial growth, n’ can
be chosen to be 0.

Using the doubling condition (1.1), it is easy to show (cf. [9, Lemma 2.3]) that for any
o > n, there exists a constant C' such that for all x € M and ¢ > 0,

(2.3) /M (1+ Pl t y))  duly) < C|B(x.1)|

To save space we shall use the following abbreviation borrowed from [25]:

Dyo(z,y) = (|B(x, 0)|| By, 1))~ (H/)(ty)) -

for t,0 > 0 and x,y € M. Combining (2.2) and (2.3) we see that for any o > n + n'/2,
there is a constant C' (depending on o) such that

(2.4) '@Dwmwwm§c

uniformly for all ¢ € (0,00) and z € M.
The following lemma is standard and thus we skip the proof.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose 0 > n +n'. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all
locally integrable functions f on M, t >0 and x € M,

f()]
v By, t 1+t 1p(x,y))0d’u<y) < CM(f)(z).

Here M is the Hardy-thtlewood maximal opemtor on (M, p, ) defined by

M(f)(z) =sup /If Ndu(y

where B ranges over all balls containing x.

It is well known that the Fefferman-Stein vector-valued maximal inequality also holds
on metric measure spaces satisfying doubling condition (see, e.g., [21]). Tt is stated as
follows.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that 1 < p < co and 1 < q < oo. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for all sequences {f;} of locally integrable functions on M,

1/q 1/q
(Z |M(fj)|q> <C (Z |fj|q>

Lr J Lr
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The Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces introduced in [25] are in general spaces of dis-
tributions. So let us recall from [25] the notions of test functions and distributions on M
associated to .Z.

Definition 2.3. (i) If (M) < oo, the test function space S¢ is defined as the collection
of all functions f € (¢, Dom(&Z *) with topology induced by the family of seminorms

Pe(f) = 1L*fllr2, K € N,.

(i) If (M) = oo, the test function space S¢ is defined as the collection of all functions
f € Nien, Dom(L*) such that

(2.5) Pro(f) := sup (1 + p(z, 10))"|-L* f(x)] < 0o for all k,¢ € Ny,

xeM
where zo € M is a fixed point. In this case S¢ is endowed with the topology induced by
the family {P¢}rren, of seminorms.

In either case, S¢ is a Fréchet space (see [25, Section 5]). Moreover, in the case where
(M) = oo, a different choice of x( in the above definition yields the same space S with
equivalent topology. Thus, we fix the point x¢g € M once and for all.

The space S, of distributions associated to £ is defined as the space of all continuous
linear functionals on S¢. The duality between the spaces is denoted by the map

(,): Sy xSy — C.

Given a bounded Borel measurable function ¢ on [0,00), one can define the operator

»(VZ) by the spectral theorem, according to the prescription

o(V D) = / T S(VN)E,

where dFE) is the projection valued measure associated to .Z. Note that if ¢, are two
bounded measurable functions on [0, 00), and ¢ := 1), then

PVLWNVL) = (VL)p(VL) = o(V.L).

Moreover, if p(v.Z) and ¢(vV.Z) are integral operators with kernels Kz (z,y) and

K WP) (k:f, y) respectively, then (V. Z)(vVZ) is also an integral operator whose kernel
is given by

(2.6) K@p(\/_?)d)(\/y)(l‘?y) = /M K{p(\/_?)(x7 Z)Kw(\/y)(za y)du(z).
Given N € N and ¢ € CN(R), we introduce the seminorm
(2.7) Il == sup (1+ DM (Y],
AER,0<v<N

where ¢*) is the v-th order derivative of ¢.
The following result concerning smooth functional calculus plays an important role in
our approach. This was developed by Kerkyacharian and Petrushev [25].

Lemma 2.4. ([25, Theorem 3.4]) Let N € N and N > n+ 1. Suppose ¢ € C¥(R) is an

even function such that ||¢]|(ny < 0o. Then for anyt > 0, ¢(tV L) is an integral operator,
and its integral kernel Kd)(t\/f)(x? y) satisfies

K 0y (2, 9)| < Clloll vy Dew (, y),
where C > 0 is a constant depending on N and the constants cy, C*,c* from (1.1)-(1.3).
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Remark 2.5. This lemma implies that if ¢ is an even Schwartz function on R and ¢ > 0,
then both K /) (-,y) and K /7 (z, ) belong to the test function class Sg. Thus, for
[ €8y, it is natural to define

¢<\/§)f<x) = (f7 K¢(\/§)<x7 ))7 reM,

which plays a role similar to the convolution of a test function and a distribution in the
Euclidean space R".

Givena >0,y e€ R, t > 0, f € S’ and an even function ¢ € S(R), we introduce the
Peetre type maximal functions:

[6(tV2)]’ f(x) == su 6(tVZL) ()

yerr (L+ 61 p(, y))*
VD). f(a) = sup EL VDI )]

verr  (L+170p(z,y))e
Observe that [¢(t\/§)]2f(x) = [(b(t\/y)}zof(x)

The following lemma follows from the Peetre type inequality (cf. [25, Lemma 6.4]),
Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality and Fefferman-Stein vector-valued maximal in-
equality (Lemma 2.2 above). See also the proofs of Proposition 6.3 and Proposition 7.2
in [25].

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢y, p € C5°(R) be even functions satisfying (1.4) and (1.5).
(i) ForseR,0<p<o0,0<g<o0,a>7 and f € 8y, we have

Jj=1

| otV

[p(2V2)]

. 1/q
\M) < Cllfl33, 2,

[e%¢) 1/q
ot (Z |l V), .0 ) <]

(ii) Forse R,0<p<o0, 0<qg<o0,a>——and f €Sy, we have

min{p,q}
Jsq
L+ (22

|lesV ;.8

a,—s/n

By (Z£)°

| ooV

a

[(p@IVEL) f

. 1/q
) < Ol f g, o)

Jj=1 Lpr
00 1/q
|V, + (Z)[cp(ﬁ\/?)};_s/nf ) < Ollf 7y, 0y
j=1

Lp
We will need the following fundamental lemma from [31].
Lemma 2.7. ([31, Lemma 2]) Let 0 < p,q < 0o and 0 > 0. Let {g;}52, be a sequence of

nonnegative measurable function on M and put

[e. 9]

Gylz) =) 27 (x), zeM, (eN,
j=0

Then, there is a constant C' depending only on p,q,d such that
H{Gé}?ingq(Lp) < CH{gﬂ' JO'.;OHZ‘I(LP)

and
IKG 3 Zoll 1oy < ClHG}5Z0ll 1o oy
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Here, the (1(LP) quasi-norm and LP({9) quasi-norm are, respectively, given by

00 1/q 0o 1/q
ol g = (z uhju%p) o {2l = (zw) |
=0

Jj=0 I

for any sequence {h;}52, of measurable functions on M.
The following simple lemma will also be needed.

Lemma 2.8. Let 0 < p,q < oo and § > 0. Let {g;}52, be a sequence of nonnegative
measurable function on M and put

fla) =) 27g(z), ze€M.
j=0

Then, there is a constant C' depending only on p,q,d such that
£l < € {05012,

Proof. First assume ¢ > 1. By Hélder’s inequality we have
[eS) 1/q' 0o 1/q
f(@)] < (Zz—ﬂq) (ng(x)w) <c|{g0,
j=0 =0

Taking the LP-quasi-norm on both sides yields the desired estimate.
If 0 < ¢ <1, we use the inequality (3_;u;)? <>, |u;|? to obtain

00 oo 1/q 00 1/q
£ < D22 g < (meq) < (Z |gj<x>|q> .

Taking the LP-quasi-norm on both sides yields the desired estimate. (l

vall e

@’

Finally, we record a Calderén type reproducing formula.

Lemma 2.9. ([25, Proposition 5.5]) Suppose ¢o, ¢ € C5°(R) are even functions such that
supp o € {A € R: [N\ <2}, suppp C{AeR:1/2 < |\ <2} and

do(\) + > 6(27)) =1
j=1
for all x € R. Then for all f € Sy, we have

f=oVL)f+ Z 62VL)f

with convergence in the topology of S'.

3. OFF-DIAGONAL ESTIMATES
First, we establish the following fundamental estimate:

Lemma 3.1. For any o > n+n/, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all t,s > 0
and all x,y € M,

(31) / Dt,a<x7 z)Ds,o(Za y)dﬂ<2) S CDt\/s,afnfn/ (SL’, y)7
M

where tV s := max{t, s}.
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Proof. By symmetry, we only need to show (3.1) for t > s. To do this, we decompose

/ Duo(2,2)Ds o (2, y)dn(2) </ﬂ /ﬂ) Dus(,2) Da o2, y)dp(z) = T + I,

where Q :={z € M : p(y,2) < p(z,y)/2} and Qy :={z € M : p(y,z) > p(z,y)/2}. By
the triangle inequality for the distance p(-,-) we have p(x,z) > p(z,y)/2 for all z € Q.
From this and (2.2) we see that for all z € {2y,

Dyo(x,2) = (|B(z, OBz, )) (1 + 1t p(x,2)) 7
< (1B, 0)1By, 0)]) (1 + ¢ ply, ) (1L + 7 pla, 2)
< (\B x,t)||B(y, t) 1+t p( :U,y))_”"'/2
= Dy oowy2(7,y).

This along with (2.4) yields that

(3.2)

)
) 1/2

(33) Il S Dt,ofn’/Q(xa y) Ds,a(zay)du(z) S Dt,ofn’/Q(xay) S Dt,a—n—n/(xa y)
951

Next we estimate 5. Note that by (2.2) and the elementary inequality
L+t p(y, 2) S L+t pla,y)) (1 + 7 p(z, 2)),

we have, for all z € ,,

Dyol(2,2) = (|B(x,1)||B(z,0)) (1 + " p(a, 2))
(3.4) < (1B, 0)||By, 1)) (1 + 7 ply, 2))" 2 (1 + t pla, 2)) ™7
< (1B, 0By, 1)) (1 + 7 plar, )" /2.
Hence
(3.5) LS (1B, 0)|By,t)) (1 4+t p(a,9))"? | Dyol(zy)du(2).

Qo

To proceed we consider two cases: p(z,y) <t and p(z,y) > t.
If p(x,y) <t, then 1+t 'p(z,y) ~ 1, and hence it follows from (3.5) and (2.4) that

(3.6) I < (1B, )| B(y,1)l)
If p(z,y) > t, we decompose the set Qq into Qy = |J;-, By, where

By :={z€ M:2""p(z,y) < p(z,y) < 2°p(z,y)}.
Then by (2.1), (2.2) and the fact that ¢ > s, we have

D)) S 1B )| [ (157 ) ()

< By, s |”"/QZ/ (o)~ 2 (2)

1/2
/ ~ Dt,a—n—n’ (l‘, y)

Qo

o—n' - - —o+n’ B Y 2k LY
k=0 ’

- o (2 "
< 57 2 ey o (22

S
k=0
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S tafnfn’/2p<x’ y)fo+n+n’/2 Z 27k(ofnfn’/2)
k=0
S (7 pla,y) TR (Lt ()T,

Inserting this estimate into (3.5) we obtain

(37) 12 5 Dt,a—n—n’(l‘a y)
Therefore, in either case we have Iy < Dy 5y (2, y), which together with (3.3) yields
(3.1). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose ¢, are even Schwartz functions on R such that (-)~¢(-) € S(R)
for some positive integer k. Then, if s < t, we have

(38) Koy 0] < IO 60w 1060, (
where || - ||y is defined by (2.7).
Proof. Since

SNDWVZ) = (3) (V) (VD) [PV D),

by (2.6), Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 3.1, we have

S

2k
;) Dt,N—n—n’(xay)a

’K¢<s@>w<t@) (,9)|
= (3)
< O[OS | OOy (;)2RA4DS7N($, ) Doy (2, y)dp(2)

< OO 12Ol (;)2’“ Dy (2,y),
as desired. 0

/M Koyz)-24sv2) (T 2) K oy zyn oy (2:y)dp(2)

Remark 3.3. Compared with [27, Lemma 2.1 (ii)], the advantage of Lemma 3.1 is that
it avoids the appearance of the factor max{(s/t)", (t/s)"} on the right-hand side of (3.1).
Consequently, the factor (t/s)"” does not appear on the right-hand side of (3.8). (Compare
with [27, Proposition 2.14].) This simple but important refinement yields the sufficiency
of the condition m > max{s/2,0} in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

Remark 3.4. Obviously, if we assume in addition that (-)~2%(-) € S(R) in Lemma 3.2,
then for all s, > 0, we have

Ky 2yswv?) (@ Y)]

< C'max { H(')%‘b(')H(N) “(')2k¢<')“(N)v H<')2k¢<')H(N) H<')72kw('>H(N)}

s " 2k
S A Ds —n—n/\+4yY9)-.
(t s) Vt,N (z,y)

As a consequence, for all 7, ¢ € 7Z,
‘qu(ﬁ V-tV z) (T Y) |
< C'max { H(')%‘b(')H(N) ”(')2k¢<')”(N)v H<')2k¢<')H(N) H<')72kw('>H(N)}

—2k|j—¢
x 272 |D2_1A£,anfn’(l‘7 y)
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Let s € R and let m be the smallest integer such that m > max{s/2,0}. Throughout
this section, wy and w are two fixed even Schwartz functions on R given by

(4.1) wo(\) i= e and w()):= A", NeR.
Thus we have wy(v.Z) = e~ and w(t'/?V.L) = (tL)me 7.

The central estimates of our approach is in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let r > 0 and N € N. Then there is a positive constant C = C(r, N) such
that for all f € S'y, v € M, t € [1,4] and { > 1,

(42) }w(Z_ftl/Z\/_ < CZQ 2Nr]/ |B —(3+0) t1/2\/§)f(2’)|r du(z)

“UO[(1 + 2p(x, 2))N

and
r wo(VZ) f(2)]"

woVL)f(x) <C / du(z

" alV 21 @) ( w TBG DI+ o, 2 )
' 2 ]t1/2 / r
+22 2Nrj w Z)f(2)| d,u(z) '
v B2+ pla, 2) 7

Proof. The ideas of such estimates in R™ were originated in [3, 4, 5]. We will follow these

ideas. Our proof is also inspired by [31, 30].
Choose nonnegative even functions 1y, 7 € S(R) such that

n(A) #0 <= |A| <2 and n\)#0<=1/2< |\ <2.
Then set

CA) == m(Nwo(A) + D n2"Nw(@N), AR

Note that ((A) > 0 for every A € R. Put ¢o(A) := 19(N)/C(A) and () := n(N)/C(N).
Then 1), ¥ are even Schwartz functions on R satisfying that supp ¢y C {\ € R : |A| < 2},
suppyy C {A e R:1/2 < |\ <2}, and

(4.4) wo(A\)bo(N) + iw@j)\)w@j)\) =1, VAER

Setting w;(A) := w(277\) and ¥;(\) := ¢ (279)) for j > 1, we rewrite (4.4) as

(4.5) iwj(k)wj()\) =1, VieR.

Replacing A with 27%1/2)\ in (4.5), we get that for all £ € Ny and t € [1,4],
Zw 272N (272N =1, YA EeR.

It then follows from Lemma 2.9 that for all f € &'y,

f Z w] ét1/2 ) j<272t1/2\/§>f
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with convergence in the topology of S%,. Hence, for every ¢ € Ny, we have the pointwise
representation

(4.6) wi(t'*VL)f( Zw 12V L (27N LY, 27V L) fly),  y e M.

For j,¢ € Ny, we define

we(27N), j =0, ¢ €Ny,
0j0(N) = (27 J 0
we(A), j €N, £eN.
One can check that
we(t P N)w; (274Y2N) = 0, (82 N )w; o (B2N), Vi, £ € Ny, t € [1,4].

Hence we can rewrite (4.6) as

VDS 5) = L T Pl D)0
(4.7)
B Z /M Ky, @-t0/2v@yp; /22 (Y 2w (1P L) f(2)du(2).

Let N € N with N > n + 3n//2. Note that (-)2Yw(t'/2-) € S(R), (-)~2Ny(t/2.) € S(R)
and there is a constant ¢y such that

sup H 2N t1/2 H <c¢ny and tSE}Z]H w<t1/2-)H(N)§CN.

Hence, by Lemma 3.2, we have

(48) ’ij(2_et1/2\/§)9j,z(t1/2\/§) (y, Z)’ S CIN272NJ‘D27Z7N,n,n/<y, Z), VJ, g € No.

Inserting (4.8) into (4.7), and using (2.2), we obtain that for £ € Ny, t € [1,4] and y € M,

wi (£
|wg(t1/2\/§) ()‘<CNZQ 2N]/ | J (t \/_) ()| d,u(z).

j=0 | B(z,27)|(L+ 2'p(y, 2)) N3/

Obviously, this implies that for any N € N;

w 1/2
(4.9) we(t'*V2L) f(y)] <CN22 2Nj/ IB| M()tl(li;)p(;,)z'))fvd“(z)’

where Cy := C| N-tnsan’ /2] +1- Replacing ¢ by ¢+ ¢ (i € Ny), and multiplying on both sides
| N4+n-+3n’ /2] +
of (4.9) by 272N we get

27N wi (VL) f ()]
<C Zz 2N(]+Z)/ |B ‘w]JrlJrf t1/2\/_) ( )‘ d,u(z)

2T+ 2+ p(y, )

(4.10) —CNZQ o |w; +gt/2\/_) f(2)]

v 1Bz 2 EO)[(L + 2+p(y, 2)°

dp(2)

Z (t'2V2)f ()
<Cv) 2 v | B(z,2- (J” (L + 2%p(y, z))NdM(z)
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We divide both sides of (4.10) by (1 + 2p(z,y))", and use the inequality
(1+2%(z, )M (L +2°p(y, 2)™ > (1 +2°(x, 2))",

to obtain

wirelt /2\/_) wrset2V2) ] (2)
A1) 2 e <“’Zp2mﬂu3z/5mme%waW

du(z).

To prove the desired estimates we first consider the case 0 < r < 1. Define

. —2Ni |Wi+€(t1/2\/-§)f(y)|
Meon(e) = qup b 2 (1+2%(z, )N

Then (4.11) implies that

teNy, te[l,4], N>0, z € M.

1 —r ONT; w; (VL) f ()"
(4.12) My nf(2) < On[Meen f(x Z 2" /M Bz, 2. GrB[(1 1 2o, 237 ()
Thus, if My nf(x) < co, we conclude that
t1/2
(@13)  [Myf@)] < Cn Z Ll e e

a | B(2,2709) (1 + 2%p(, 2))N7

We claim that for any f € S, there exists a positive number N/ (depending on f)
such that My, yf(z) < oo for all N > N/, ¢ € Ny and ¢t € [1,4]. Indeed, since f is a
linear functional on S¢, there exist kg, ¢y € Ny such that

‘ng t1/2\/_ ‘ = ‘ w1+g(t1/2\/_)< ))‘
< Cf” W2+l(t1/2\/7) y’ ' Hpko,m
Kﬁ’“owiw(tlm\/g)(yv Z)}(l + p(z, $0))£0

= Cysup
zeM

Setting n(\) := A?*0w()\), by Lemma 3.2, (1.1) and (2.2) we have

‘ = (2(i+£)t—1/2 2’“0}K2-<i+e)t1/2\/g)%oww(tl/?\/?)(?/>Z)‘

UK ey (9:2)], 2L,

= ( —1/2 2ko}K t1/2\/_)( ) 1+4=0

< o(i+6)2ko ]B (y, 27(1”)751/2)} (1 + 2*(z‘+é)t1/2p(y, z))—zo

< 2(i+g)2k02(i+£)n|B<y7 1)|—12(i+z)30(1 + p(y, z))*éo

< 2Okt | B2 1) 711 + p(z, y))™ (1 + p(y, 2)) .
Hence, if N > max {ko + [(¢o/2) + (n/2)] +1, [l +n'] + 1} := N7, we have
My N f(x)

K o, 1297 (¥ 2)

— sup sup 22N |wire(t2V2) fy)]
i>0 yeM (14 2p(x,y))N

< C'sup sup sup 2~ 2Nigli+0)ko+lo+n) y|B(z, 1)~ Y+ pla,y)™ (L4 p(y, 2)) (L + p(z,20))
T >0 yeM zeM (1 + 2 (2, y))N
< 0280+t B2 1) 71 + p(a, o))"

< 00.
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Thus (4.13) is valid provided that N > N/. This along with the obvious inequality
w242/ L) f(x)| < My nf(x) implies that for any f € S, there exists a positive
number N7/ (depending on f) such that if N > N/ then for all £ € N,

Wi 1/2
(4.14) |wg(t1/2\/_ <CZQ 2N7’j/ ‘B ‘ J+ t \/_) <>| d,u(z),

FO(L+ 2 (e, )™

where ¢ = Cly is a constant depending on N but independent of x, f,¢ and ¢. Observe
that the right-hand side of (4.14) decreases as N increases. Therefore, (4.14) is valid for
all N > 0 with the constant

o CNf if 0 < N < N7,
Cc = =
NITYEy iEN > NS

depending on N and f.

However, our goal is to obtain (4.14) with ¢ independent of f. To do this, let N be an
arbitrary positive integer. We may assume that the right-hand side of (4.14) is finite, for
otherwise (4.14) is trivial. From (4.14) with ¢ = C'y it follows that

Wj+ite 1/2
(Meen @] <0Nfiz%322 B e

(PVB) )
< 2Nrj |wj+5
CNfZQ | 1B 2+ 2,

< 00.

Then (4.12) along with the finiteness of My, v f(x) for all N € N yields (4.14) with the
constant ¢ independent of f. Thus we have proved (4.14) in the case 0 < r < 1.
Next we show (4.14) for » > 1. Indeed, we start with (4.9) (with N + |[n+n'] + 1

instead of N), use Holder’s inequality first for the integrals and then for the sums, and
apply (2.2) and (2.3), to obtain

|Wg(t1/2\/§)f($)| < éN io: 2*2(N+Ln+n/J+1)j / ‘Wj+£(t1/2\/§)f(z)’ d,U,(Z)

= vt 1Bz 20| (L + 20p(a, 2)) VTt 41

o0

/ w 1/2 " v
Z AN+ |ntn’ |+1)j (/ ’B | j+£t 1\:;2(( )|))Nrdu(2)>

7=0

* </M B(z.2 0)|(1+ 2@2

1/r
0o o ny t1/2\/§ 2|
< Cry (]Z%Q 2Nrj / | B(‘Z’g”,f)m +2@?OJZ;,)Z:))Nrd“(Z)) :

1/r
(z, 2)) [+ T+ D7 d“(z)>

M

which implies (4.14) since |B(z,27)| > |B(2,27U+9)| for j > 0.

In summary, we have proved that (4.14) holds for all £ € Ny and ¢ € [1,4]. Obviously,
(4.14) covers (4.2). However, it does not cover (4.3). Indeed, taking ¢ =0 and t = 1 in
(4.14), we get

(415)  |w(VZ ’"<222N’“ / |BZ'§’Z ffﬁfi'rz)w dp(2),

which is different from (4.3).
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We thus need a separate argument to prove (4.3). Fix an arbitrary to € [1,4]. Let
Xo(A) = wo(A) and x(A) := w(tl/*N), and set x;(A) :== x(279X) for j > 1. Then there
exist functions g, ¥ which satisfy similar properties as g, ¥ such that

in()\)%(/\) =1, VAER,

where @Zj()\) = @Z(Z*j A) for j > 1. Based on this identity, we can argue similarly as in
the proof of (4.14) to get

(£1/2
| <t1/2\/_ r <22 2Nr]/ ‘B ‘X]Jrgt \/_) ( )| du(z),

F(L+ 2, )™

Letting £ = 0 and ¢ = 1, and recalling the definition of x, and x;, we obtain
\wO L))"
W dp(z

N w2t L) f(2)]
+22 20T B 1+p(x,z))Nrd“<Z>’

with the implicit constant independent of ¢y. Since {j is an arbitrary number in [1,4], the
estimate (4.3) is established. Thus the proof of Lemma 4.1 is complete. O

The following two lemmas also provide key ingredients of the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 4.2. Let @y, ¢ be two even Schwartz functions on R satisfying (1.4) and (1.5).
Let s € R and a > 0. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that

|Bla, 27|21 AV.2) f(2)]
S 27%po(V2)], +Zz eIV f@), Ve

a s/n

(4.16)

and

|B(x, )|/ |wo(V-2) f ()

(4.17) < [on(\/g Z s/n +ZQ J5 (27 J\/_)]a s/nf(ﬂf).

Proof. In the proof of Lemma 4.1 we have seen that there exist even Schwartz functions
Yo, on R such that supp ¢y C {|A| < 2}, suppy C {1/2 < |A| < 2}, and

(4.18) wo(A\)ho(A) + iw@j)\)@b@j)\) =1, VAER

Then it follows from Lemma 2.9 that for any f € Sy,

f=v(VZ)p0 f+Zw @V in S,
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Hence, for £ > 1 and ¢ € [1, 4], we have

w2 VL) f(z) = w@ VLY (VL ) o (VL) f ()
+Zw 212\ LY (27 L) p(27IV Z) f ()

(4.19) / -ty Py ) (T V)0 (VL) f(y)dp(y)
*Z /M K mri2y ooy (0 0)0(2 VL) f(y)dp(y)
and .
(V2 () = 0oV )oYV L)oo (VZ) (@)
; i (VLY D)2V D) f(a)
(4.20)

_ / K o200 (@ 9)20(V L) (1) dpa(y)

¥ Z / K iz v @ )92V D) () duly).
Let N € N such that N —n —n' —|s|n//n —a > n+n'/2, and let m' € N such that
2m’ — max{—s,0} —a > 0. If £ > 1 and j </, then since (-)"*"w(t'/?.) € S(R) and
sup [|() (82|, < e
te(1,4]

by Lemma 3.2 we have
(421) ’Kw(Q*Ztl/Q\/c?)w(Q*j\/g) (l‘, y)’ S 2_2m(€_j)D2—j,anfn’(x7 y)7 vt € [17 4]

If ¢ > 1 and j > ¢, then using the fact that (-)">™4(-) € S(R) (since ¢ vanishes near
the origin) and Lemma 3.2 we get

(4.22) | K ya-er1/2y@yp2-sv7) (1) S 272 G0=OD, oy w(,y), VEE[L,4],
Also, for all £ > 1 we have
(423) } w(2— G2/ ¢ wo(f)(xay)} S 272sz1,N—n—n’(xay)7 Vi € [17 4]

Inserting the estimates (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23) into (4.19), we obtain that for all £ > 1
and t € [1,4],

|B(x, 27 42) |7/ w (274N L) f ()]
< g2t /M |B(x, 27 2) /" 00 (VL) f ()| D1n - (2, y)dpa(y)

J4
(4.24) +2272m<z—j> /M |B(x, 27 %)=/ 027V L) f ()| Do e (2, ) dpa(y)

T Z 9-2m'(j @/ |B(z, 27 42) |7/ 027V L) f ()| Dyt 5 (2, ) dpaly).

j=l+1
If 0 <j </, we have

| B(x, 27412 |7s/n < gU=imaxd{s 0} By 977)|5/n
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< 201 By, 279)| /7| (1 4 2p(a ),
while if j > ¢+ 1, we have
| B, 27 12) 7" S By, 277" (1 + 2°plar, )7/
< Um0 By 270)| (1 + 2 p(a, )
Using these facts, we deduce from (4.24) that for all £ > 1 and ¢ € [1,4],

|Bla, 27 42) |7/ w2 V.2 f(2))

S 27(2m7max{s,0})5 /]\/[ |B<y, 1)|*S/n|(po<1 /.,g/ﬂ)f(y)‘Dl,N—n—n’—\SW'/n('r’ y)du(y)

4
£ 3 gl maxtso) / 1By, 277)[*/"e(279V.ZL) fy)
j=1 "

X DQ*J'N n—n/—|s |n’/n('r y)dﬂ( )
2221%(] 220 £) max{— SO}/‘ByQJ s/n|g0(2]/ ) ()|

j=l+1
X DQ_Z,anfn’f|s\n//n<x7 y)d,u<y>

mmaxisone [ 1B DT 0o(VZL) f(y)]
o / 1 + plz,y))*

+ZQ 2m(L— ])2@ Jj max{sO}/ |B y72 ])| s/n|s0(27]\/§)f(y)|
=1 (14 2p(z,y))"

X DQ*J' JN—n—n'—|s |n'/n—a($>?/)d#(?/)

Z 92— 2m/ (j— 2)20 £) max{— 50}2(] Oa / |B Y,2” J)|78/n|(p(27jv°g)f(y)|

P (14 2p(z,y))
X DQJ,N_n_nf_\sm'/n—a(xa y)du(y)
J4
S 2o oy (V) f ) 4 327 Crmm D o2V 2)] L f (@)
j=1

+ZQ(2m max{so}a(af[@J\/_)} flx).

j=l+1

Dl,anfn/an’/nfa(xa y)d:u(y)

where we used the elementary inequality
(1+2p(z,y)" £ 20791 + 2p(x, )" forj >,
and (2.4) (taking into account that N —n —n'—|s|n'/n—a > n+n'/2). This gives (4.16)
with 6 = min {2m — max{s, 0}, 2m' — max{—s,0} —a} > 0.
In a similar manner we can deduce (4.17) from (4.20). The proof of Lemma 4.2 is thus
complete. O

Lemma 4.3. Let @g, ¢ be two even Schwartz functions on R satisfying (1.4) and (1.5).
Let s € R and a > 0. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that

|B(,27) " 0(27V.2) )!

4.25
(4.25) S22 VD, ) +Zz IRl VL) ), Ve
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and

Bz, )|~ |po(VZL) f ()]

(4.26) < (VD) I +Z2 (2 at1/z\/_)}a ol (@)

Proof. As before there exist even Schwartz functions 1o, ¢ on R such that supp ¢y C {\ €
R:|A <2}, suppy C {AeR:1/2 < |\ <2}, and

(4.27) Yo(Nwo(N) + f: YERINw@A) =1, VAeR.
Define
(4.28) O(\) =1— i VRINWE2TIN) = ho(Nwoe(N), X ER.

Observe that suppf C {A € R : |A] < 2}. Since wo(A) > 0 on {\ € R : || < 2}, there
exists an even function ¢ € S(R) such that

(4.29) 6(\) =

1
when [\ < 2.
NEY Al <

We now set
or(N) == d(N)O(Y2N), te[l,4], AeR.

Then the fact that supp0(t-) C {\ € R : |\ <2} (Vt € [1,4]) along with (4.29) implies
that

Yo (Mwo(X) = (NI Nwo(N) = (t2N), Wt € [1,4], VA € R,
From this, (4.27) and (4.28), we deduce that

Yot (Nwo(N) + Zw 27 2N w((27t2N) =1, Vte[l,4], VA eR.

7j=1

Hence it follows from Lemma 2.9 that for any f € S,
(4.30) f = (VLY (VL) f+ > v@ VL w@ VL) f in Sl
Consequently, for £ > 1 and y € M, we have
p(27VL) [ () = 027V L)oo (VL )wo (VL) f (x)
+ Z P27V LY (2P LY (27 L) f(x)

431
(4.31) :/MKw(z_e@)wo’t(@)(x,y)wo(\/?)f(y)dﬂ(y)

=S /M K o nuts oz (0020 2) () du(y)
j=1
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Analogously,

VD@ = [ Ko sznsivn o0l VP) )duty)
(4.32) |
5 /M K 21000 2 0020 Z) £ 3l

Since both ¢ and v vanish near the origin, we have (:)"%%¢(-), (-)"2*¢(-) € S(R) for
arbitrarily large k € N. Hence by Lemma 3.2 we have sufficiently good estimates for the
kernels in (4.31) and (4.32). Therefore we can argue similarly as in the proof of Lemma 4.2
to obtain the desired estimates (4.25) and (4.26). O

We are now in position to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We shall only give the proofs of (1.7) and (1.9) for “nonclassical”
spaces; the proofs of (1.6) and (1.8) for “classical” spaces are easier and will be omitted.
In what follows, let ¢g, ¢ be even Schwartz functions on R satisfying (1.4) and (1.5).

Step 1. We are going to show that for any @ > 0 and f € S,

1/q
[1BC, DI™""o0(VL) F ()|, + (Z!HB 2792V L) f HLP>
a dt
N

1/q
1BC, D eo(V2) f O] 0 + (ZIB DI _j\/-?)f(ﬂq)
(4.34) I

st | ([ v, o )

a,—s/n
We first prove (4.33). To do this, we consider two cases.

Case 1: 1 < ¢ < oo. We take the norm (f14| : |q%)1/q on both sides of (4.25) and
(4.26) in Lemma 4.3 (noting that the left-hand sides of these inequalities are independent
of t), and use the Minkowski’s inequality to obtain

(B2 o2V Z) (@)
1/q
<29 (VR +Z? o (/ w2V s/nf@”)(q@)

t

(4.33)
S H [Wo(@)]*

~ a,fs/n

o ([ Tz,

and

Lp

(4.35)

for all £ > 1, and
B, D" |po(VZL) f(2)]

(436) S [(Ak)(\/g a s/n +22 ]5(

w2V L)Y ol (@)

t

Put

Gy(z) = 1B S/"\%\/?)f(x), (=0,
T UB(@, 27 e VD) f()], £=1,2,---
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and

[wo(\/y)]: s/nf<x)7 j =0,

1/q
9;( dt
(/ w2tV Z )]a o x)‘q?) L i=1,2,.
Then (4.35) coupled with (4.36) implies

'T) 5 ZQiUiéng('r)? (= 07 1727 )

Applying Lemma 2.7 in LP(£9) then yields

1/q
(Z |B(-,277) 7" p(2 _j\/?)f('ﬂq)

[1BC DI 0oV ) +
¢ dt 1/q "
S |V, A, + < w2 f 7)
—2(i— 1/q
otV @ ]|+ (z [ e, %)
q 1/q
o R W (/} WD) f %)

This proves (4.33) in the case g > 1.
Case 2: 0 < ¢ < 1. Using the inequality (3_;u;)? < >~ |u;|?, we deduce from (4.25)
and (4.26) that

|B(z,27°)[ " (27 V2) f ()|

(4.37) 52—45‘1‘[w0(\/§)]* m‘ +22 = e|6q/ ‘ (2~ Jt1/2\/_)]a S/nf(m)‘q@

a,—s/n t
for all £ > 1, and
|B(x, 1)| 700 (VL) f ()|

<438) 5 )[WO(\/?)};_S/nf(l‘) q _jéq/l “w(z_jtlﬂ\/g)};—s/nf(x) q %
Put
Goe) = LB@ DI oV [, =0,
ST B 2 e V2 @), (=12,
and
o )[wow@)}; @l i=o,
9;(x) = /1 [ (2" Jt1/2\/_)]a s/nf(@q%, -1,

Then (4.37) coupled with (4.38) implies

Y

(439) ég(l’) SJ Z 27U7€|5q§j<x)7 (= 07 17 27 U
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Applying Lemma 2.7 in LP/9(¢') then yields

o] 1/q
B¢ DI eo(VZ) O + <Z|B(-,2j)|S"/”\@(?j\/?)f(-)\q)

1/q
= [I1BC DI 00 (V2) £ E, + N2V L) f())
p/a
q||M/4 q dt Ha
S [z L Y e
Lp/a
4|4 e 1/2 ad Ha
= [Iov@; 11+ Z / SV, 1]
Lp/a
* q||M 1/2 @ dt ||
o (1202 M e e o i
* 1/2 AN
= lotv@; ], + ([ V@] )

This proves (4.33) in the case 0 < ¢ < 1.
Next we prove (4.34). We still consider two cases.

Case A: 1 < p < co. In this case, we take the LP norm on both sides of (4.42) and
(4.43) and use Minkowski’s inequality to get

[IBC 2 me2 V2 1)

(4.40) . K
§2755H[WO<\/§>}a,fs/n +ZQ li— é\é” (2" Jt1/2\/_)]a s/nf . (>1
and
IBC DI po(V2) £ HLp
(4.41) < H[WO(@ Z S/n +ZQ 3o ) (2~ jtl/Q\/_)]a S/nf o

Applying Lemma 2.7 with respect to the variable ¢ (and noting that the left-hand sides
of (4.40) and (4.41) are independent of ), we then obtain

[1BC, DI~ 00(V-2) f ()

' HLP(M)

+H{H\B<w2‘j>\‘s/n @V f

Flwan |

S H [wo(@)]*

~ a,—s/n

AT

LP(M) La([1,4],dt/t) }jzl B

Lp(M)

This gives (4.34) by direct computation.
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Case B. 0 < ¢ < 1. Rasing (4.25) and (4.26) to the power p, using the inequality
(22 )P < 32 |uyf?, and then integrating both sides on M, we obtain

IBC 2791 @V FO L
4.42
(4.42) SQ-(&)H[WO(@ ol +22 l5— zlapH (2~ j’fw\/—)h ol ’;W 0> 1,
and
I1BC DI 0 (V) O,

4.4
(4.43) < H[WO(@) N s/n +ZQ jop w(2” ]t1/2\/_>}a S/nf i .
Again, using Lemma 2.7 with respect to the variable ¢, it follows that
186D oV Ol + {18620V O} |
< [fwovn; o W’ (27 ‘

RIS { e 200 e

J=1 fa/p

From this we can also get (4.34) by direct computation.

Step 2. We show that if a > "JE" ; then for f € Sy,

([ v, 5

< H‘B \*s/"WO(\/E)f(')HLp (/ H|B t1/2 |,S/n (t1/2\/_ Hmit)

(] e q%)”q
</01 ]B(-,t1/2)]—8q/n{w(t1/2@)f(.){q%>1/q

It should be mentioned that these inequalities do not follow from Lemma 2.6, since wy and
w do not have compact support.

We shall only give the details of the proof of (4.45); the proof of (4.44) is analogous
and will be omitted.

To prove (4.45) we will use Lemma 4.1. Let a >

H [WO(@)] :,fs/n
(4.44)

and

H [WO(@)]:,fs/n
(4.45)

SIBC DI wo (VL) FC)]| o +

Lp

n+n’

Let r be a positive number

min{p,q} -
satisfying ar > n 4+ n’ and r < min{p, ¢}, and let N € N be sufficiently large such that
(4.46) Nr—|s|rn'/n >ar and 2Nr —|slr —n > 0.

Let £ > 1 and ¢ € [1,4]. Replacing = by y in (4.2), then multiplying on both sides by
B(y, 2~ 4Y2)| /(1 4 242 p(, )",
and using the inequalities
By, 2-4Y2)[7/m < | B(z, 2-42) |7 /n(1 4 24~ Y2 p(y, 2)) eI/
S 2B (e, 20RO (1 2y, 2) P
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|B(2,270+0)|71 < 27| B(2,27%)| 7! and (4.46), we obtain
‘B<y’ 2—£t1/2 |—sr/n‘w —Etl/Qf( )‘r
T 209wy

< 3 g n>ﬂ/ B(-, (2P (2 IRV 2) ()]
7=0

(4.47)

~dp(2).

(1 +2°p(y, 2))* (1 + 24712 p(, y))*r
Taking the supremum over y € M on both sides, and using the fundamental inequality
(1+2%p(y, 2)™ (L + 2712 p(a, )™ > C(1+ 2'p(, )™, VE=>1, Vit € [1,4],
we arrive at
Hw(z—ftlﬂx/@)}z o f(x)}r

< Zz (2Nr—slr— n)J/ |B(z,2”UH0t2)|- ”/”Iw(2*W>t1/2\/$)f(2)|Tdu(z)
B 200 + (@, )"

(4.48) S | B(z, 277941/2)|=57/7|w (2734122 f(2)]"
3 [ ot et

= vt [ B2 D))
S | e )

Analogously, we can deduce from (4.3) in Lemma 4.1 the following estimate for the
inhomogeneous term:

[wOw?)}: @]
| |
/ L % VD))
(1 + pla, 2)r

+Zz (2Nr—|s|r— n)j/ |B(Z 2- Jt1/2 |*S7’/n|w(2 Jtl/QV ) ( )|
|B(z, D1+ plx, 2))r

(4.49) du(z)

du(z).

Taking the norm (f14 | - [#/746)7/9 on both sides of (4.49) (noting that the left-hand side
is independent of ¢), and using Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 2.1, we obtain

\[wo<@>]: @)

|B(z, 1)|~*"/"|wo (VL) f(2)]"
/ |le At pa)r M)

vty [ (B 27912) o273 22 f(2) o)
+22 /M 1B(z, D|(1+ plz, 2))

M [|B<-,1>|-8T/"|WO<@>f<->|f] (x)

(2N ; 4 4172 $1/2 "
+22_( r—lslr—n)i A4 [(/1 |B(-, 2771/2) |0/ (2794 \/c?)f(-)|q—) ] ().
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Since p/r > 1, ¢/r > 1 and 2Nr — |s|r —n > 0, the last estimate along with Lemma 2.8
and Lemma 2.2 yields that

[z W Y 202 e |
S| fise o @ror]] )
r/q] Y 1/r
+ |{,/\/l [(/14‘3(.72%1/2)‘sq/n|w<2jt1/2\/§)f(.>|q%) /]}
3=\ gasr || po/r
(450) S |1BCD[ wo(V2)FOI ||
! r/q) r
+ ‘B(.’2*jtl/2)|fsq/n|w<27jtl/2\/§)f<_)‘qﬁ }
i )L

= |IBC, V)" (V2) £ )|,
. dt\ "
([ 1Beemeoevz) o)

+
t

Lp

Similarly (using Lemma 2.7 instead of Lemma 2.8) we deduce from (4.48) that

T

Lp

(4.51)
S

Lp

Combing (4.50) and (4.51) we obtain (4.45).

Step 3. We show that for any a > 0,

“|B(.,1)|78/nw0(\/§)f(.) Lp+ (/01 |B(-,t1/2)\7s/nw(t1/2\/§)f(,> qu %)1/11

(4.52) N \/a
< |tV Lt + (Z |V, .0 )Zp) (Vf € S)
and
i 1 Csaim gt 1/q
(1B DI a2 10|+ ( | BCa @ 2210 7> )
(4.53)

S H [@0(@)]2,—s/nf

1/q
) (Vf e Sy).

Lp

ot (Z @ VDN, |
j=1

We shall only give the details of the proof of (4.53); the proof of (4.52) is analogous
and will be omitted.



26 Q. HONG AND G. HU

Applying the norm (f14| : |q%)1/q on both sides of (4.16) in Lemma 4.2 (and noting
that the right-hand side is independent of t) gives

(/\szfﬂﬁwwmw<fﬂﬂ¢‘3<>\“)

t

(4.54)
52_%[900(@ a s/n _|_22 li— €|6 \/_)]a s/nf('r)'
We now put
|B(z, 1)~/ |wo(VZ) f ()], =0,
Gg xT) = 4
( ) (/1 |B(:L,’2—£t1/2)|—sq/7L|w( ftl/Q\/_) ( )| Cit) , 0=1,2,---
and

g;(x) = {[@o(\/c?)}z S/nf(x), j=0,
o o2 ]\/_)j|a _s/n flx), 7=1,2,---.

Then (4.17) in Lemma 4.2 coupled with (4.54) implies
x)522—|j—f\5gj(x)’ 62071a27”'

Applying Lemma 2.7 in LP(¢9) then yields (4.53).

Now combining (4.33), (4.44), (4.52) and using Lemma 2.6 (i) yields (1.7), while com-
bining (4.34), (4.45), (4.53) and using Lemma 2.6 (ii) yields (1.9). The proof of Theorem
1.2 is thus complete. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

We shall only give the proof of the quasi-norm equivalence (1.11) for “nonclassical”
spaces; the proof of (1.10) for “classical” spaces is easier and will be omitted.
The key step to prove (1.11) is the following estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let s € R, 0 < p < 00, 0 < ¢ < 00 and a > 22 Then for f € Sy,

min{p,q}
/ ’ t1/2 )]a s/nf 7)
P

(//r< # BRI <t”2¢§>f<z>|q%%)w

where w is defined by (4.1) and T'(x) := {(y,t) € M x (0,1] : p(z,y) < t*/?}.

I

Lp

Proof. Let r be a positive number such that » < min{p, ¢} and ar > 2n + 2n’ + 1. Let
N € N such that Nr — |s|rn’/n > ar and 2Nr — |s|r — 2n > 0.
Note that for any integrable function g on M and any u > 0, by Fubini’s theorem we

have
Aﬂ@@@zﬂﬁ@(@%@“Aﬁmm®WQOW@

:/M(/Mg(z)|B(z,u)| X By (2)dpal 2 )) du(y).
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Using this identity, we can write (4.47) as follows: for all £ > 1 and ¢ € [1,4],

w2 f@)|
= ey [ ([ B2 a0 ) )
sy ST (/ B 2011+ 2w, )

=0
XB(y,2-+011/2)(2)
><|B(z, 2—(j+z)t1/2)|d'“<z) dp(y).

Set
[B(2, 2 00012) 57 (20002 ) () g0y (2)
[B(e, 20 /(1 + 2%p(z, 2))7 D] B, 2-U072)]

Hy(z,y,z) =

and

1
B, D0 a(1 + 2 p(z, 2)) 7
Then from (5.2), Holder’s inequality and (2.4), it follows that

[we e 2Ve)); S/nf@c)\”

Hy(z,2) =

< ZQ‘(ZNT—LS\T—TL)J (/ Hy(z,y,2)Ha(x, 2)dp(z )) du(y)
j=0
00 r a—-r
q 9 a
s>z et [ (] ot ) ([ 1m0 e ) T )
j=0
<y 2—<2Nr_|s\r_n>j / |B(z 2 G+0 tl/?)\ /(2= G012 2) £ (2|0
szo )|(1_|_2Z ( T, )) q—(n+n'+1)q/r

XB(y,2- (J+f)t1/2)( z)
|B(z,2-G+0¢1/2)|a/r

/4
d (z)) du(y), V€>1,te][l,4].

Taking the norm ( f14 |- |/ "%)T/ ? on both sides, and using Minkowski’s inequality, we get

([t v e >q%)r/q

< 3 o / / / |B(z, 27 +O£1/2)|=5a/n)y (2~ GHO11/2/2) £ ()]0
TS [B(2,270)[(1 + 20p(w, 2))ea— (' Dafr

(5.3)

% XB(yQ (J-H?)tl/z)( ) d ( )@ T/q d ( )
|B(z,2-0+0 t1/2)]q/” T Hy

o0

_Z —(2Nr—|s|r—n)j / / / |B(Z 2- (j+£)t1/2)| sa/n
I (.)<a-G+0g/2 | B(2,270)|(1 + 2¢p(, z))aa—(ntn'+1)a/r

7=0
lw(2-U+O/2\/ 2) f(2)]2 dp(z) dt r/q )
8 |B(z,2-0+0¢1/2)|(a/r)=1 | B(z,2-+0¢1/2)| ¢ 1(y)-

Note that if p(y, z) < 270+0¢1/2 then

1 = (L4 20p(y, 2))ea-tn+balr L
(1+2/(z, 2))oa— s 0a/r > (14 2fp(z, ) )aa—CrbnsDalr ~ (14 2p(x, y))ea G +Dalr
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Also note that for all £ > 1 and t € [1,4],

1 o2l
|B(z,279)||B(z,2=0+0¢1/2)|(a/r)=1 ~ | B(z,2-¢)|9/r

i1 4 2 ply, )0 e

~ By, 200" ~ 1By, 2 O

Inserting these estimates into (5.3), we get
4 . d\ "4

( / w2V, @) 7)
1 ’

S ZQ—(QNT—MT—TL)JQM / [(/1 /( S ‘B(Z, 2—(]+€)t1/2)‘—sq/n‘w(Q—(]—f—é)tl/Q /.f)f(z)]q
pY,z) <27

j=0 M
dp(2) dt\"/
1B(z,2-G+01172)] ¢

1 dp(y)
|B(y,27)|(1 + 2£p(x7y))a7“f(n+n’+1) HAY)-

Since ar — (n +n' + 1) > n + n’, we further apply Lemma 2.1 to conclude that for all
(>1,

4 g dt\""
o
1 b
0 4
sZQ_(ZN“'“_Q"”MK/ [ B O ) ()
1 Jp(,2)<2-G+0¢1/2

7=0
du(z) dt)r/q] (@)

|B(z,2-GH0¢1/2)| t
<§:2*|J*€\5M /4/ |B( 271t1/2)‘fsq/n‘ (gfjt1/2\/§)f( )‘qd“—(z)@ e (x)
= v oz ? B2 o

where § := 2Nr — |s|r — 2n > 0. Then, since p/r > 1, ¢/r > 1 and 2Nr — |s|r — 2n > 0,
we apply Lemma 2.7 in LP/"(£%/") and Lemma 2.2, to get

H (/01 V@) ¢ @)yq

t

* th T‘/q o0
- {(/ “w(%ztl/z\/?)];,s/nf(x) 7) }
1 /=1 LP/T([q/r)
r/a] ) >
4 | | ) )
" K/ / ()< 'B<Z’””2>lsq/"lw@%”?@)f(z)iq%?g ”
Pz Jtl/2 ’

j=1
4 (=) dt\""
(/ / Bz, 279 Y/2)| =50/ (27312 2 f () B )
1 Jp(,z)<2-9t1/2

1/r

1/r

N

A
N T

Lp/r(ga/r)
1/r

o0

|B(z,2-9t1/2)| t

J=1lpp/r(ga/r)

r/q L/r
0 2—2(j—1) )
Z/ B(z’t1/2)sq/nw(t1/2\/§)f(z)qd,u()dt)

9-2j p(2)<t1/2 B(z,t/2)] t

Lp/r
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/g
5 1/2 fsq/nw 1/2 Py qd'ui(z)@
(//W(_) Bl VA lt V) F t) .

This implies (5.1) since |B(z,tY/2)| ~ | B(z,t*/?)| when p(z, z) < t'/2. The proof of Lemma
5.1 is complete. O

The next estimate is a converse of the one stated in the previous lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let se R, 0 <p <00, 0<q<o0 anda > 0. Then for f € Sy, we have

L 1/2)|-sa/n) (412 o dn(z) dt e
M]L%yﬂx VB

(/ V2N, Lt q%)l/q

Proof. Observe that for all a > 0, t € (0,1] and x € M,

1 —Ssq/n
B, 0] Sy B NPV [N (2
9 l‘,tl 2

< sup B t)[w(t AV 2) f(2)]0 < 20

2E€B(x,t1/2)

Lp

(5.4)

Wt VL) S|

Taking the norm fo £ on both sides gives the pointwise estimate
du(z) dt a dt
t1/2 sq/n t1/2 & q — < 9w 75_1/2
S 1Bt By o) el 6 < vz
which readily yields the estimate (5.4). O

Now we are in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let a > %’;/;}1. Then, using Theorem 1.2, the obvious esti-

mate |B(z, t'/2)| =/ w(t!2V L) f(2)| < [wt/*V L], _onf (@), Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2 and
(4.45), we have

£l ) ~ I1BC DI "an(V2)FOl 0 +

Lp

< IBC, D)7 wo (VL) Ol o +

1 1/q
([ e svzops )
0
S IBC DoV ()

</‘ WAV, ot q%>l/q )
' HLP

1/q
. 1/2 —sq/nw 1/2 Py qd’u'i(z)ﬂ
(MQMMJ It ﬁ%“”meWt> .

([l %))

1/q
(AWB«JU%r”mWQV%@%foV%)

_|_

S BEDIT 0oV O +

SIBC DI wo (VL) O] o +

Lp
~ HfHﬁ;’q(_g)a
which yields (1.11). The proof of Theorem 1.3 is thus complete. O
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