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THE MUCKENHOUPT CONDITION

ZOE NIERAETH

ABSTRACT. The goal of this paper is to unify the theory of weights beyond the setting
of weighted Lebesgue spaces in the general setting of quasi-Banach function spaces. We
prove new characterizations for the boundedness of singular integrals, and pose several
conjectures and partial results related to the duality of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
operator. Furthermore, we give an overview of the theory applied to weighted variable
Lebesgue and Morrey spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The Muckenhoupt condition beyond weighted Lebesgue spaces. A funda-
mental problem in the theory of singular integrals is:

(P)

When the class of spaces is the class of weighted Lebesgue spaces L%(Rd) for exponents
1 < p < oo and weights w, a very satisfying answer to (P) can be given through the
Muckenhoupt A,, condition

Given a class of spaces X, under which conditions do we have T : X — X for
all Calderon-Zygmund operators T ?

[w]p = sgp (ﬁ /pr dw)g <ﬁ /Qw_p, dw)p < 00,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q C R?, p/ denotes the Holder conjugate of p,
and the average is interpreted as an essential supremum when the corresponding exponent
is infinite. Moreover, this condition is intricately linked the Hardy-Littlewood maximal

operator
1
Mf :=sup —/|f|dx 1o.
(g Q )10

When normalizing our weights using the multiplier approach (see [LN24a, Section 3.4]) in
the definition of weighted Lebesgue spaces

</Rd]wf\pdx>; if p < o0;

esssup |wf]| if p= o0,
Rd

we have the following classical characterizations:

”f”L{’U(Rd) = ”waLP(Rd) =

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p < 0o and let w be a weight. The following are equivalent:
(i) T : L (RY) — L5, (R?) for all Calderdn-Zygmund operators T
(it) R : LY, (RY) — LE(R?) for all Riesz transforms, Rj,j=1,....d;
(iii) M : Ly(RY) — LY,(R?) and M : LP _,(RY) — L¥ | (R%);
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(iv) 1 <p < oo andw € A,.

See, e.g., [Grald]. Note that we need to assume both bounds of M in (iii) to exclude
the exponents p = 1 and p = oco. If we had assumed initially that 1 < p < oo, then it
would suffice to only have M : L%, (R?) — L5, (R9).

To consider (P) beyond the setting of weighted Lebesgue spaces, we formally define
a quasi-Banach function space X to be a complete quasi-normed space of measurable
functions on R? which satisfies the ideal property: if f € X and |g| < |f|, then g € X and
llgllx < ||fllx; and the property that the semi-norm

lollx = s [ |fglds
Rd

I fllx=1

is a norm. The latter property is equivalent to the saturation property (see [LN24a] for an
overview). When the triangle inequality is satisfied, we say that X is a Banach function
space. We say that a quasi-Banach function space X satisfies the Muckenhoupt condition
if 1o € X and 1o € X' for all cubes @, and there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for
all cubes Q we have

g llxl1ellx < ClQI.

In this case we write X € A and denote the smallest possible constant C' by [X]4. Note
that for 1 < p < 0o and w a weight we have L{’U(Rd) € A if and only if w € A, with

d
(L7 (R4 = [wlp.
We say that a quasi-Banach function space X satisfies the Fatou property if:

e For every sequence 0 < f,, T f with sup,>; [|fallx < 0o, we have f € X with || f[lx =
Sup,>1 ||/l x-

It was shown in [Rutl6] that (i)-(iii) remain equivalent when replacing L}, (R%) by a
Banach function space X with the Fatou property in Theorem 1.1. However, rather than
(iv) being equivalent, the Muckenhoupt condition is now a strictly weaker condition. To
formulate the result, we say that a collection of cubes S is called sparse if there exists a
pairwise disjoint collection (Eq)ges of subsets Eg C @ satisfying |Eg| > 1|Q|, and write

1
Asf =Y (fheles (Ho= 15 [ fdr
QZE; ¢ |Q|/Q

Then we have:

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a Banach function space satisfying the Fatou property. The
following are equivalent:

(i) For all Calderon-Zygmund operators T there is a C > 0 such that
ITfllx < Clfllx, feXnLERY;
1) For all Riesz transforms R;, j =1,...,d, there is a C' > 0 such that
For all R f R; d, th C h th
IR; fllx < Clifllx, feXnLERY;

(iti) M : X - X and M : X' — X'.

(iv) As : X — X uniformly with respect to all sparse collections S;
Moreover, any of these equivalent properties imply

(v) X € A,

but the converse does not hold in general.
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Remark 1.3. Suppose T is a (sub)linear operator for which there is a C' > 0 such that
(1.1) ITflx < Clfllx. feXNLERY.

When X is order-continuous (for example, when X = L (R?) for p < oo or, more gen-
erally, when X is s-concave for some s < oo), this is equivalent to the boundedness of
T : X — X. The reason that the full boundedness of M appears in (iii) without this extra
assumption, is because in the case that T'= M, the Fatou property of X suffices to show
that (1.1) is equivalent to M : X — X.

The most difficult implication is (ii)=-(iii), a proof of which can be found in [Rut16]. The
implication (iii)=-(iv) is contained in [LN24b, Lemma 3.4], and the implication (iv)=-(i)
follows from sparse domination of Calderén-Zygmund operators, see [Ler13].

The implication (iii)=(v) only requires M : X — Xyeak; see [Nie23, Proposition 4.21].
Finally, a counterexample to (v)=-(iii) can be found in [DHHR11, Theorem 5.3.4], with an
explicit construction of an exponent function % < p(+) < 3 for which the variable Lebesgue
space X = Lp(')(R) satisfies the Muckenhoupt condition, but M is not bounded on X.

Under the additional assumption that X is r-convex and s-concave for some 1 < r <
5 < 00, i.e., there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all finite 7 C X we have

()| (). (Suws) <c|(Tir)

Rutsky proves in [Rutl4, Rutl9] that the conditions (i)-(iii) are also equivalent to the
assertion

e T : X — X for some Calderén-Zygmund operator T defined on L?(R?) for which
both T" and T™ are non-degenerate.

1
s

X7

Here, we say that an operator T is non-degenerate if there is a constant C' > 0 such that
for all £ > 0 there is an x, € R% such that for all cubes Q with £(Q) = ¢, all 0 < f € L1(Q),
and all z € Q + 2, U Q — xy, we have

Tf(x)] = C{fq-

We will show that the equivalence holds without the convexity and concavity assumption,
as long as we assume the weaker assumption that X is order-continuous. A quasi-Banach
function space X is called order-continuous if:

e For every sequence 0 < f,, | 0 in X, we have ||f,||x J 0.

Any quasi-Banach function space that is s-concave for some s < oo is order-continuous.
We will show that we only need T itself to be non-degenerate, and no further assumption
needs to be made on T™*:

Theorem A. Let X be an order-continuous Banach function space with the Fatou prop-
erty. Then any the following statements are equivalent to any of the equivalent statements
(1)-(111) in Theorem 1.2:
(vi) T : X — X for some non-degenerate linear operator T';
(vii) there is a C > 0 such that for all finite collections of cubes F and all sequences
(fo)ger in X, we have

(Satre)'], el Sret)

Moreover, in this case we have

X

sup || Asllxox Sa T x
S is sparse
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and C can be chosen such that

sup || As|lx=x Sa C% < | M| xox|| M| x/—x-
S is sparse
The equivalence of both (vi) and (vii) to the other statements are based on a deep result
in the theory of Euclidean structures in operator theory from [KLW23], and we present it
in Section 3.4.

Remark 1.4. Under the assumption that X is s-concave for some s < oo, the square
function estimate (vii) can be related to random sums through the Khintchine-Maurey
inequality [HNVW17, Theorem 7.2.13]. More precisely, this inequality says that if F is a
finite collection of cubes and (¢g)ger is a Rademacher sequence over a probability space
(©2,P), then for all 0 < p < co we have

1
3
H( > \fQ!2> > 5QfQ‘
QEF QeF
Thus, to prove (vii) when X is s-concave, it suffices to show that for some/all 0 < p,q < oo

we have
H > colfalale ‘
QeF

This condition is precisely the R-boundedness in X of the family of averaging operators,
see also [HNVW17, Proposition 8.1.3].

~X .
x bF LP(Q:X)

La(QX) S H QZE;EQJCQ‘ LP(QX)

1.2. Duality of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. When 1 < p < o0, the
bounds M : L5,(RY) — LL,(R?) and M : Lg,l(Rd) — Lg,l(Rd) are equivalent. Thus,
only one of them needs to be assumed in (iii) in Theorem 1.1. This opens up the problem
of characterizing the spaces satisfying this duality property:

Q) Given a class of spaces X, when is it true that if M : X — X, then
also M : X' = X'?

Several characterizations of this problem are scattered throughout the literature, and we
provide a list of some of them in Theorem 4.4 below.

Partial answers to (Q) do exist outside of weighted Lebesgue spaces: it was shown
by Diening in [Die05] that if X = LP()(R?) is a variable Lebesgue space with exponent
function p(-) satisfying

(1.2) 1 <essinfp < esssupp < oo,

then we have M : X — X if and only if M : X’ — X’. For this, he introduced a stronger
version of the Muckenhoupt condition that we call the strong Muckenhoupt condition
Astrong. We write X € Aggrong if there is a €' > 0 such that for every pairwise disjoint
collection of cubes P and all f € X we have

(1.3) | > ata | =cifix.

In this case we let [X]a,,,,, denote the smallest possible C. This condition reduces back
to the Muckenhoupt condition X € A if one only considers collections P consisting of
single cubes. Moreover, as the operator inside the norm on the left-hand side of (1.3)
is dominated by M f, this condition is weaker than M : X — X. Nevertheless, Diening
shows that if X = Lp(')(Rd) and (1.2) holds, then X € Agrong is equivalent to M : X — X.
For the proof of his duality result, it now remains to note that X € Agirong if and only if
X' € Astrong-
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This duality result of Diening was extended by Lerner [Lerl7] to weighted variable

Lebesgue spaces X = Lﬂ(')(Rd), under the additional assumption that w?() € Apy,
where we write w € Apw when

1
[w]pw = sgp o) /QM(w 1g)dz < oco.
It is unclear whether this condition on the weight can be removed or not. Moreover, Lerner
left open the question whether the boundedness M : X — X is equivalent to X € Agrong
in the weighted setting, see Section 5.2 below.

Generally, by the symmetry of the definition of the (strong) Muckenhoupt condition,
for any Banach function space X with the Fatou property, it is true that X € A or
X € Agtrong if and only if, respectively, X’ € A or X" € Agrong. Thus, any class of spaces
X for which X € Agyong implies M : X — X satisfies a version of Diening’s duality
result. This implication is not true in general: the space X = L'(R?) satisfies the strong
Muckenhoupt condition, but not boundedness of M. However, the maximal operator
is weakly bounded on L'(R?). In general, one can show that the strong Muckenhoupt
condition of X implies the weak-type bound M : X — Xyear, Where

[ £ Xyeare = SUP 1A Lizeras) (a))>ay 1
A>0

This result was already shown for variable Lebesgue spaces in [DHHR11]. Additionally,
for spaces satisfying a certain structural property introduced in [Ber99], one can show that
X € Ais equivalent to X € Agyrong. We write X € G if there is a C' > 0 such that for
every pairwise disjoint collection of cubes P and every f € X, g € X’ we have

> If1glixllg 1o llxr < CliflIxlglx.
QeP

The smallest possible constant is denoted by [X]g. This property holds for (weighted)
Lebesgue spaces by Holder’s inequality. Further examples include (weighted) variable
Lebesgue spaces with exponent functions satisfying global log-Ho6lder continuity. We refer
the reader to Section 5 for an overview. We also give a new characterization of the
condition X € G in Theorem 3.9 below.

The following result captures the relations between the various notions of boundedness
of the maximal operator and Muckenhoupt conditions:

Theorem B. Let X be a Banach function space over RY with the Fatou property. Con-
sider the following statements:

(a) M : X = X;

(b) X e Astrong;'

(c) M : X = Xyeaks

(d) X € A.

Then (a)=(b)=(c)=(d) with
[X]A S HM|’X_>X'weak Sd [X]Astrong S HM”X_>X
Moreover, if X € G, then (b)-(d) are equivalent, with
[X]Astrong S [X]Q[X]A
This result is proven in Theorem 3.14 and Corollary 3.16 below.
A condition that the known classes of spaces for which the implication in (Q) is true

have in common, is that they are all r-convex and s-concave for some 1 < r < s < o0.
This motivates the following formal conjecture:
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Conjecture C. Let 1 < r < s < oo and let X be an r-conver and s-concave Banach
function space. Then M : X — X if and only if M : X' — X'.

Additionally, we can ask if in this case we have M : X — X if and only if X € Agyrong-
If Conjecture C is true, then this removes the necessity of the condition w?() € A in
[Lerl7]. Not only would it simplify checking the conditions for (1.2), but it would also
simplify the assumptions required on the space where both M : X — X and M : X' — X'
are needed, such as in Rubio de Francia extrapolation results (see, e.g., [CMM22, Nie23)),
or as in the extrapolation of compactness theorem [LN24b, Theorem A].

This conjecture does not apply when dealing with spaces that are either not r-convex, or
not s-concave. The latter is the case, for example, for weighted Morrey spaces ijq(Rd):

1 1
I gy = sup (—= [ 7wl dz)”
e <9“@P5Q )

Indeed, as long as 1 < p < ¢ < oo, this space is p-convex, but not s-concave for any
s < 00. To be able to tackle spaces such as these, we also formulate the following stronger
conjecture more closely related to the formulation of (P):

Conjecture D. Let 1 < s < 00, and let X be an s-concave Banach function space. If
M:X — X, then M : X' — X'.

When X satisfies the Fatou property, X is r-convex or s-concave if and only if X’
is s’-convex or r’-concave, so the validity of Conjecture D would imply the validity of
Conjecture C (noting that any r-convex and s-concave space is reflexive, and, hence,
satisfies the Fatou property by [LN24a, Corollary 3.16.]).

As exemplified by X = L>®(R%), Conjecture D is false if the concavity assumption is
removed. Another example in the class of Morrey spaces is given in Example 5.11 below.

As a special case of [Nie23, Theorem 4.22], if an operator T satisfies

1701 ety e ey < B(lh)

for some increasing function ¢ and all w € Ay, then for all Banach function spaces X with
the Fatou property for which M : X — X, we have

1T 1 x7 (XY eme < 202/ M || x5 x)-
In particular, this implies that if M : X — X, then we also have

(1.4) M| x7 5 (X7 weme S 1M || x
and, uniformly in all sparse collections S,
(1.5) [As x5 (X7 ) geue Sa (1 +log [M | x—x) 1M | x-x

by the weak-type A; bound of [DLR16].

Since (1.4) already holds under the weaker assumption X € Agtrong by Theorem B, one
might wonder if (1.5) also holds under a weaker assumption. We show that this is indeed
the case under the assumption that there is an r > 1 for which X" € Aggrong, Where

1
£ llxr = 1F17 -
We obtain:

Proposition E. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space for which there is an r > 1 such
that X" € Agrong. Then As : X' — (X')wear uniformly in all sparse collections S, with

1
T

Sup FASH () (e S 7 (1 + 108 )M x5 (57) i X T
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The proof follows along the same lines of the one in [DLR16], but with a modification
at the end of the proof inspired by the one used in [Ler20]. It can be found below as
Theorem 3.11.

Remark 1.5. The condition of the existence of an r > 1 for which X" € Agrong is weaker
than M : X — X. Indeed, if M : X — X then it was shown in [LO10] that there is an
r > 1 (with v =4 | M||x-x, see [Nie23, Theorem 2.34]) for which also M : X" — X7,
and hence X" € Agtrong. Such a self-improvement condition does not exist for Agrong, as
is exemplified by the fact that L'(R?) € Astrong, but L'RY = Lt (RY) ¢ Astrong for any
r > 1.

1.3. Organization. This paper is organized as follows:

e In Section 3 we give an overview of several variants of the Muckenhoupt condition and
their properties, as well as their relation to the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal operator. Moreover, we discuss the notion of A,-regularity, and its connection
to vector-valued estimates.

e In Section 4 we discuss the question (Q)), prove characterizations of it, provide several
partial results, and provide a criterion for its failure.

e In Section 5 we give an overview of some of the literature and some applications of
the theory in (weighted) variable Lebesgue, Morrey, and block spaces.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We write A < B or B 2 A when there is a constant C' > 0 such that
A < CB. If the constant C depends on certain parameters aq, as, ..., then we sometimes
write A Saq.a0,... B to signify this. We write A < B when A < B and B S A. A similar
convention holds for the notation A =g, a,,.. B.

Throughout this paper d > 1 is an integer signifying the dimension of R?. By a cube

in R% we mean a cube with sides parallel to the coordinate axes.

2.2. Quasi-Banach function spaces. Let ({2, ) be a o-finite measure space, and let
L°(£2) denote the space of measurable functions on €.

Definition 2.1. Let X C L%(f2) be a complete quasi-normed vector-space. We say that
X is a quasi-Banach function space over § if it satisfies:

e Ideal property: If f € X and g € L°(Q) with |g| < |f], then g € X with ||g]lx < ||f|lx;
e Saturation property: For every E C ) with p(FE) > 0 there is an F' C E for which
u(F)>0and 1p € X.

We denote the optimal constant K > 1 for which

1f +gllx < K([Ifllx + llgllx)

forall f,g e X by Kx. If Kx =1, we say that X is a Banach function space over €.
By the ideal property we have f € X if and only if |f| € X, with

A 1lx = 11fllx-

The saturation property is equivalent to various other properties, such as the existence of
a weak order unit, i.e., a function u € X satisfying u > 0 a.e., or the property that the
seminorm

lgllxr == sup / Fgldu
Ifllx=1JQ

is a norm, see [LN24a, Proposition 2.5]. The space

X' :={ge L) : fgc L' (Q) for all f € X}
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equipped with || - ||xs is called the Kdéthe dual of X. If X is a Banach function space
over 2, then so is X’. However, X’ might not satisfy the saturation property if X is a
quasi-Banach function space over Q, e.g., X = LP(R%) with 0 < p < 1 satisfies X’ = {0}.
We define the following converge properties:
e Fatou property: For every sequence (fy,)n>1 in X and f in L°(Q) satisfying 0 < f,, 1 f
and sup,,>q ||fnllx < oo, we have f € X with || f|lx = sup,>y || fallx;
o Order-continuity: For every sequence (fp)n>1 in X satisfying 0 < f,, | 0, we have

[ fnllx 40

The Kothe dual of a quasi-Banach function space satisfies the Fatou property by the
monotone convergence theorem. By the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem, a Banach function
space X over () satisfies the Fatou property if and only if X” = X. Moreover, order-
continuity is equivalent to the canonical embedding X’ < X* being an isomorphism. In
particular, X is reflexive if and only if X satisfies the Fatou property and X and X’
are order-continuous, see [LN24a, Corollary 3.16]. Both the Fatou property and order-
continuity are sufficient conditions for the equality

Ifllx = sup /Q ol du,

gl xr=1

respectively due the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem and the Hahn-Banach theorem.
Proofs and further details related to these spaces and their properties can be found in
the survey [LN24a] and the book [Zaa67].

2.3. Convexity and concavity. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over ) and let
0 <r <s<oo. Then X is called r-convex if there is a constant M) (X) > 1 such that
for all finite F C X we have

1 1
r\" (r) r\"
[(ur) |, = 20 (3 1)
feF fer
and s-concave if there is a constant M, (X) > 1 such that for all finite 7 C X we have
1 1
(S I71%)" < M) (D 171)°
fer ferx

where the sums are replaced by a supremum when r = co or s = co. Any quasi-Banach
function space X is oo-concave with M (X) = 1 by the ideal property, and X is a

X?

Banach function space if and only if it 1-convex with M((X) = 1.
If X is r-convex or s-concave, then X' is respectively 7’-concave or s’-convex, with

M(r’)(X/) < M(r)(X)a M(Sl)(X/) < M(s)(X)
If a quasi-Banach function space X is r-convex and s-concave, then there exists an
equivalent quasi-norm on X for which M) (X) = M4)(X) = 1, see [LT79, Theorem 1.d.8§].
If X is s-concave for some s < oo, then X is order-continuous. If X is r-convex and s-
concave for some 1 < 7 < s < oo and M) (X) = M (X) = 1, then X is (super)reflexive,

and, hence, has the Fatou property, and X and X’ are order-continuous.
For 0 < p < oo, the p-concavification of a quasi-Bananach function space X over €0 is

defined as . .
XPo={fe L) |fl» € X}, |fllxe = lI1F]7 1%
Then X is r-convex or s-concave if and only if XP is respectively %—convex or %—concave
with
M»(XP) = MT(X)P, M) (XP) = M) (X)P.
If X is both r-convex and r-concave, then, by [Mey75], it is equal to L} (§2) for some
weight w.
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2.4. Factorization. Given two quasi-Banach function spaces X, Y over (), we define X-Y
as the space of f € L(Q) for which there exist 0 < h € X, 0 < k € Y such that |f| < hk,
with the seminorm
1fllxy := inf [[A]|x || K]y,
where the infimum is taken over all 0 < h € X, 0 < k € Y satisfying |f| < hk. This is
again a quasi-Banach function space over 2 with Kx.y < 2Kx Ky.
For any 0 < 6 < 1 and pair of quasi-Banach function spaces X, X7 over ), we call

1-6 [4
Xo - Xy
the Calderdn-Lozanovskii product of Xy and X with parameter 6. Using Young’s inequal-

ity, one can show that

Ky

5_9~Xf S K)l(gngﬁ‘
In particular, if Xy and X; are Banach function spaces, then so is X0170 -Xf . Moreover, in
this case the Lozanovskii duality theorem (see [Loz69, Theorem 2], [CNS03, Appendix 7])
states that

(Xo 7 XT) = [(Xo) )" - (X))
In particular, setting Xo = L°°(2), this implies that for any Banach function space over
Q we have

(2.1) (X7 = (X') - LYRY) = (X) - LT (RY).

2.5. Mixed-norm spaces. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R?, and let Y be
a quasi-Banach function space over 2, where (2, i) is a o-finite measure space. Equipping
RY x Q with the product measure, we define X[Y] as the space of those f € L°(R? x )
for which for which y + f(z,y) € Y for a.e. x € R? and z + ||y — f(z,y)|ly € X, with

1 vy = [l | = [z = lly = f @l || -

This space is a quasi-Banach function space over R4 x Q with K xy] < KxKy.

If X and Y are order-continuous or have the Fatou property, then X[Y] also has these
respective properties. If X and Y are Banach function spaces, it was shown by Bukhvalov
[Buh75] that

X[Y) = X"[Y".
Moreover, he showed in [Buk87] (see also [Mal89]) that if Xy, X1, Yp, Y1 are Banach func-
tion spaces and Yy, Y7 have the Fatou property, then for all 0 < 6§ < 1

(2.2) XolYo]' - xav1)’ = (X7 - X))y 0 - v/

The bounds of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M correspond to the bounds
of a certain linear operator M defined on a mixed-norm space. Indeed, let Q denote the
(countable) collection of cubes in R? with rational corners and define the map

M((fq)gea) == ({fl@1q)qeo-

Then we have M : X — X if and only if M : X[¢*°] — X[¢*°], where we have indexed ¢*°
over Q. As a matter of fact, we have the following result:

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R¢. Then the following
are equivalent:

(i) M : X — X;
(ii) M : X[{>*] — X[*°].
In this case we have
[M]|x-x = Ml xeoe)— x [
Furthermore, if X is a Banach function space with the Fatou property, then the following
are equivalent:
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(ii1) M : X' — X';
(iv) M : X[(1] — X[¢Y].
In this case we have
M| xr—xr = (Ml x[01)= x]01-

Proof. For (i)=(ii), let f = (fg)geo € X[¢*°]. Then
[M((f@)oea)lxpe) < || M (sup [fol)lx < IMIlxx|| sup |fol|
QeQ QEeQ

= [IM ][ x-x 1f | x1e00y-

Conversely, noting that for f € X we have (|f])geg € X[(>°] with [|(|f])geallx|e=] =
Il fllx, we have

IM fllx = IM([fDea)llxie=] < Ml x 001 x 1] f [ x

proving that (i)<(ii) with the stated equality.
For (iii)=>(iv), let f = (fg)geo € X[¢'] and g € X’ with ||g||x = 1. Then, since

[ tanatalslds = [ Ifolighote ds
R4 R4
for all Q € O, we have

/IQ\Z\J”Q Q\lew</ > 1fallg 1Q1de</ [ £l Mg da

QeQ ‘Qeo
< M xr—x [ xen-
Thus, |[Mf]p € X with

M llxpe) < M| x = x11fllx e
as desired.

Finally, for (iv)=-(iii), we use the fact that X'[(>°] = X[¢']’ so that, for g € X,

[Mgllx = 1({9)1,@ 1o)eallxje=]

/ S folloha 1o do
||f||X[zl]—1 R4

QeQ
= sup Z fo)olglglde
||f||X[zl]—1 R4 QeQ
< sup [IMUSD ey llgllx

|flx[g1]:1
< [IMlxgery—xqen gl x-
This proves the result. O]

By the interpolation formula (2.2) and Hoélder’s inequality, this yields the following
corollary:

Corollary 2.3. Let X be a Banach function space over R% with the Fatou property. Then
the following are equivalent:

(i) M: X - X, M: X=X
(i) M : X["] — X[0"] for all 1 <r < 0.
Moreover, we have

1 1
Ml x(er1=xe) < 1M1 x M50 x0
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Proof. Let f € X[¢"]. By (2.2) we have
(2.3) X[0") = X[ - X[0]r,

11
showing that we can pick 0 < g € X[¢*], 0 < h € X[¢!] for which |fg| < gé’ h¢, for all
Q € Q. Thus, by Hélder’s inequality,

1 T 1 i 1
(> el 1) < (X g (hada 1) < IMgli M.
QeQ QeQ
Hence, by (2.3),

1 1
IMFllxery < 1Ml gy [ MB]
1 1 o ;
< M g oy 1M s o 191 e 1P gy

Taking an infimum over all possible |f| < g% h%, the result follows from Proposition 2.2.

O

2.6. Weak-type spaces. In the same way the weak-type space LP:*°(€2) can be obtained
from LP(2), one can obtain a weak-type space Xyeax from a quasi-Banach function space
X.

Definition 2.4. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over ). Then the weak-type
space Xyeax is defined as the space of those f € L(Q) for which e f(z)>a) € X for
all A > 0 and

[ 1| X weare 2= SUP A Lz fa)>a) llx < o0
A>0

Since
Lzeaif@+e@)>Ar = Lzeo: p@)>2) T Lzenig@)> 2y

we have that Xyeax is a quasi-normed space with Kx__, < 2Kx. As a matter of fact, it
is also a quasi-Banach function space:

Proposition 2.5. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over Q). Then X yeak 15 also a
quasi-Banach function space over € for which X — Xeqr with

11 X ear < 1711 x

for all f € X. If X satisfies the Fatou property, then so does X yeqr. Moreover, for all
measurable sets E C Q we have 15 € X if and only if 15 € Xyear with
11 Xy = 1 1E [l x-

Proof. The first assertion can be found in [Nie23, Proposition 4.20]. For the final assertion,
note that
1 . 1 if)\e(O,l);
2€1p@>A 7 g A > 1
Thus, if 15 € Xyeak, then 15 € X and
11E Xy = sup M1e(x =[1e]x,

A€(0,1)

as desired. O
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3. A z0O OF MUCKENHOUPT CONDITIONS

3.1. The Muckenhoupt condition. The Muckenhoupt condition in a quasi-Banach
function space X over R? is closely related to the boundedness of averaging operators
over cubes. Indeed, for a cube @, the operator

TQf = <f>1,Q 1Qa
where (f)1.0 = (ﬁ fdf]dm), satisfies T : X — X if and only if 1o € X and 1 € X',
As a matter of fact, we have the following:

Proposition 3.1. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R* and let Q be a cube.
Then Tg : X — X if and only if 19 € X and 1g € X', with

ITollx-x =1Q1 I 1o lIxl 1o llx-

Proof. First suppose that 19 € X and 19 € X’. Then
IToflx = el lelx = (@17 1 lxl 1o Ix) I 1o 15 10 Il @
< (11 1q Ix /1 ) I .
proving that Ty : X — X with
(3.1) ITallx-x < 1Q1 1 lxl 1q l1x-.
For the converse, let 0 < u € X be a weak order unit. Fix a cube . Then we have
<u>1,Q 1g =Tou € X.

Since (u)1,g > 0, it follows that 19 € X. Next, we note for all f € X we have

Q| Q]
1710 1 me) = (fel@l = o= {fle 1o Ix = [ Tallx—x g IIfllx-
I1Qllx 11q llx
Hence, 1 € X' with
Q]
1o llx < 1Tl x—x 7=
e llx
proving the result. Moreover, combining this last inequality with (3.1) proves the desired
norm equality. g

Note that we can just as well have defined the averaging operators with respect to the
linearized averages

Tof = (Hale, (Mg = ﬁ /Q f da.

Indeed, this follows from the observation that |fQ fI<Tof = f@(| f|), and the fact that
I1flllx = llfllx by the ideal property.
Proposition 3.1 motivates the following definition of the Muckenhoupt condition:

Definition 3.2. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R?. We say that X satisfies
the Muckenhoupt condition A and write X € A when for all cubes Q we have 19 € X,
1g € X', and

[X]a = Sup QI I g lIx1 1 llxr < oo

Since
QI =11e1q lrire) < 1 1q Ix[l 1 [Ix/
for any cube @, we have [X]4 > 1. Moreover, since the Muckenhoupt condition requires
that 19 € X and 1g € X' for all cubes @, any space X € A has the property that X' is
saturated and, hence, is a Banach function space over R%. Indeed, this follows from the
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fact that we can pick a sequence of cubes that increases to R% combined with [LN24a,
Proposition 2.5(ii)].

By Proposition 3.1, the condition X € A is characterized by the uniform (weak) bound-
edness of the averaging operators Tp:

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R¢. Then the following
are equivalent:

(i) X € A;
(i1) T : X — X uniformly over all cubes Q;
(111) T : X — Xyear uniformly over all cubes Q.

Moreover, in this case we have

(3.2) [(X]a = Sgp 1Tl x—x = Sgp 1TQ1 X~ X year

Proof. The equivalence (i)<»(ii) and the first equality in (3.2) follow from the operator
norm equality in Proposition 3.1. The equivalence (ii)<(iii) and the second equality in
(3.2) follows from the fact that by Proposition 2.5 we have

1Tafllx = (Hielllellx = (Hiell 1o xww = 170 x e
for all cubes @ and f € X. This proves the result. O
Note that the equivalence (i)<(ii) was already shown shown in [Ber99].
We say that a (sub)linear operator 7' is non-degenerate if there is a constant C' > 0

such that for all £ > 0 there is an z; € R? such that for all cubes @ with £(Q) = ¢, all
0< feLY(Q),and all z € Q + 2, U Q — x4, we have

7)) > (o /Q f de).

Q|
Note that this includes, e.g., the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M with z, = 0,
C = 1, but also linear operators such as the Hilbert transform, or any of the Riesz

transforms. The proof of the following result follows the lines of the proof of [Gral4,
Theorem 7.4.7].

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R* with the Fatou property

and let T be a non-degenerate operator for which T : X — Xyear- Then X € A with
[X]a < C2ITI% S x

weak’

where C' is the constant in the definition of non-degeneracy.
Proof. Let f € X N LP(R?), let Q be a cube, and let 0 < A < C{f)1,9. Then for
P e{Q+ x40, Q — wyq)}
we have
P C{xeR:|T(|f|1g)(x) > A},
which, by the ideal property of X, means that 1p € X with
A1plx < ITMx - Xgeacllf 1@ llx-
Taking a supremum over 0 < A < C(f)1,Q, we conclude that
(3.3) (A1 1pllx < CTHITIx =X ewllf 1o [lx-

Note that since £(P) = £(Q), applying this with @ replaced by Q1 = Q + ) and
[ =1¢g, € X proves that

e llx < CTHIT x> Xyell Ly x
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where we used that Q4 — x4y = Q. Thus, by (3.3),

ITofx < CTHTlx o X [N 10 10y IIx < CTAITIR x0T Ix-

As for any f € X we can pick a sequence f, € X N L¥(RY) with 0 < f, 1 |f|, we can
extend this bound to all f € X by the Fatou property of X. By Proposition 3.3, we
conclude that X € A with

[X]4 < C2IT X o Xy
as desired. n

3.2. Generalized Muckenhoupt conditions. Several further operators related to the
boundedness of M and the Muckenhoupt condition with respect to more general averaging
operators have appeared in the literature. Given a collection of cubes P and f € L{ (R9),

loc
we define
Apf =) Tof=> (Melg.
QeP QeP
For 0 < n < 1 we say that a collection of cubes § is n-sparse if there exists a pairwise
disjoint collection (Eg)ges of subsets Eg C @ for which |Eg| > n|Q|. We will call S
1

sparse if it is 3-sparse.

Definition 3.5. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R%.

e We say that X satisfies the strong Muckenhoupt condition and write X € Aggrong if
there is a C' > 0 such that for every pairwise disjoint collection of cubes P and all
f € X we have

[Ap fllx < Cllfllx-

The smallest possible constant C' is denoted by [X] A, ong-

e We say that X satisfies the sparse Muckenhoupt condition and write X € Agparse if
there is a C' > 0 such that for every sparse collection of cubes § and all f € X we
have

[Asflx < Clflx-
The smallest possible constant C' is denoted by [X]4

sparse *

Since for pairwise disjoint collections P and 0 < 6 < 1 we have

Apf)p = S (010 < S Uf e le

QeEP QeP
by Holder’s inequality, we conclude that
0 0 0 0
[X ]A S [X]A7 [X ]Astrong S [X]strong'

By Theorem 4.2 below, a variant of this result also holds for the condition X € Agparse-

The strong Muckenhoupt condition was originally introduced by Diening in the context
of Musielak-Orlicz spaces — in particular for variable Lebesgue spaces — in [Die05]. The
sparse Muckenhoupt condition was used in the recent paper [LN24b] by Lorist and the
author to prove a dual self-improvement result related to the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
operator.

Since for each cube @ the collection P = {Q} is pairwise disjoint with Ar = Ty,
it follows from Proposition 3.3 that if X € Agirong, then X € A. Moreover, since any
pairwise disjoint collection of cubes is sparse (with Eg = @), any X € Agparse also satisfies
X € Agtrong. Thus, we have the chain of implications

X e Asparse =X € Astrong = X € A,
with
[(X]a < [X]Agwong < [X]a

— strong — sparse *
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In the definition of Agparse, it suffices to check the result for sparse collections contained
in a dyadic grid as follows from the 3%lattice theorem combined with the fact that the
sparsity constant % could be replaced by any other 0 < 1 < 1. For the definition of a
dyadic grid and related properties we refer the reader to [LN18]. This latter statement

about the sparsity constant follows from the following result:

Proposition 3.6. Let D be a dyadic grid, let0 <n <1, and let S C D be a finite n-sparse
collection. Then for all0 < v <1 and all f € Llloc(Rd) there exists a v-sparse collection
E C D such that )

n(l—v)

We point out that this is certainly known, but as we could not find a direct proof in
the literature, we have added a proof as part of Lemma A.1 below for completeness.
We have the following duality relations of the generalized Muckenhoupt conditions.

Asf Za Agf.

Proposition 3.7. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R*. If X € A, then X'
has the saturation property and, hence, is a Banach function space. Moreover, we have
X' € A with

(X4 < [X]a.
If X is a Banach function space over R% with the Fatou property, then X € A if and only
if X' € A with

[X']4 = [X]a.
Analogous statements hold if A is replaced by Agirong 0T Asparse-

Proof. The saturation property follows from the fact that we can pick a sequence of cubes
that increases to RY and [LN24a, Proposition 2.5(ii)].
For the next assertion, let f € X, g € X/, and P a collection of cubes. Then

IF (ApllLimey = D (H1.e9)10l@l = I(Ap gl e < 4P lIx-x1fx]lgllx

Qep
so that
(3.4) [Ap|x—x = IIfﬁlup 1f(APg)llL1(mey < | APl x—x-
x=1
llgll x =1

From this we conclude the first assertion. The final assertion follows from the fact that
the inequality (3.4) is now an equality by the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem. O

The strong Muckenhoupt conditoin Agirong appears to be a strictly stronger condition
than the Muckenhoupt condition A outside of weighted Lebesgue spaces. An example
where this is the case is given in [DHHR11, Theorem 5.3.4], where an exponent function
p(-) is given for which the variable Lebesgue space X = LP()(R) satisfies X € A, but not
X € Astrong-

Definition 3.8. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R?. We say that X satisfies
the structural property G and write X € G if there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all
pairwise disjoint collections of cubes P and all f € X, g € X’ we have

(3.5) > lIftelixlg i lix < Cliflixligllx -
QeP

We define [X]g as the smallest possible constant C' in the above inequality.

It is shown in [Ber99] that if X is a Banach function space over R? with the Fatou
property satisfying X € G, then X € A and X € Agirong are equivalent. Moreover, in this
case we have

[X] Agtrong < [X]g[X]a.
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Using Holder’s inequality, (3.5) holds if X is both r-convex and r-concave for some r > 1,
with C = M")(X )My (X). However, this example is very limited, as the Kolmogorov-
Nagumo theorem asserts that the only possible space that is both r-convex and r-concave
is X = L7 (R?) for some weight w.

In the setting of Ry = [0, 00) rather than R?, it was shown in [Kop04] that if (3.5) holds
with the collection P replaced by any collection of pairwise disjoint sets, then we must
be in the above situation where X = L7 (R4 ) for some weight w. However, non-trivial
examples of when (3.5) holds were also provided. Indeed, under a modified version of (3.5)
to the space [0, 1], this was shown to hold for the variable Lebesgue space X = LPO) ([0, 1))
with exponents p(-) satisfying

Ip(z) — p(y)||log |z — y|| < C.

An explicit counterexample in this setting is also constructed. We discuss further examples
in Section 5.2. The proof uses a Banach function space analogue of the average (f)1¢.
Indeed, defining

_ Ir1e]
e =g

for a cube @, we note that for X = L'(R?) we have [fllxg = (f)1,¢- In general, there is
a constant C' > 0 such that for all cubes Q and all f € X we have

{(F1.@ < Cllfllxq:

if and only if X € A, where the smallest possible C is given by [X]4. Indeed, this follows
from the observation that the above inequality is just a rewrite of the boundedness of the
averaging operator Ty, combined with Proposition 3.3.

We have the following sufficient conditions for the equivalence of X € A and X € Agtrong,
generalizing the ideas of [DHHR11, Section 7.3]:

Theorem 3.9. Let X be a Banach function space over R% with the Fatou property. Con-
sider the following statements:

(a) X € G;
(b) There are Cy,Co > 0 such that for for all pairwise disjoint collections of cubes P
and oll f € X supported in UerQ we have

Gl < | D2 I lxg Te | < Call s
QeP

(¢) There is a C3 > 0 such that for for all pairwise disjoint collections of cubes P and
all f € X we have

| > Wlxe o |, <l fix.

Then (a)&(b)=(c) with optimal constants satisfying
CQ = Cg, maX{C’Q,ég} S [X]g S C262.
If X € A, then (c)= X € Agyong, with

[X] < Cs[X]a.

Astmng —

Proof. For (a)=-(b), we define x as the Banach function space over P with the counting
measure as the space of sequences (ag)gep satisfying

l(a@)@erllex == sup H > aghqlo Hx =00
[Pllecox)<1 ™ gep



THE MUCKENHOUPT CONDITION 17

. 1 . -
For any f € X supported in UQeP Q, the sequence hg = m satisfies [|h||ge(x) = 1,
proving that
17l = || D2 I/ telixhe o || < I01f 1g Ix)aerliey-
QeP
Conversely, note that for any h € £*°[X] with |[A[|g[x) < 1 and any g € X’ we have

/Rdz If 1o Ixho 1glgldz < Y IIf 1o Ixlihelixllg Lo lx

QeP QeP
< XIgll fllxllgllx

Taking a supremum over g € X’ with [g]x» = 1 and h € £*°[X] with ||2[|gee[x] = 1, we
conclude that any f € X supported in Uer Q satisfies

1Fllx < I1(1f 1@ x)gerllex < [Xglfllx-
Setting F':= > ocp || flxq 1o and noting that [[F'1q [[x = [[f1¢ |/x, we have

[fllx < MI(1f 1g Ix)qerllex = IUIF 1g [ x)erllex < [X]glF|x,
and
[Fllx < I(IF1gllx)gerllex = [IUIf 1@ Ix)qerllex < [X]all fllx,

proving (b) with max{Cs, Cy} < [X]g, as desired.
For (b)=(a), fix f € X, g € X', and let € > 0. For each Q € P we pick hg € X with
llhollx <1 such that

lolollx < (1+¢2) /Q Ihollg) da.
Then
S i telxlolol < (1+9) Y [ 1glx /Q Ihollgl de

QeP QEP
<+9) X I 10 lxho Lo llglx:
QeP

<1+ D Iflxolihelx 1| lglx
QeP

< (142)C2Ca| flixllgllx-

Letting € | 0 proves the assertion.
As (b)=-(c) is immediate, it remains to prove the final assertion. Suppose X € A and

let f € X. Then, since (f)1,9 < [X]allfllx, for any cube @, we have

147 fllx < (XLa| D2 17l 1 |, < CalXTalfIx-
QeP

Thus, X € Agtrong With [X] < C5[X] 4, as desired. O

Astrong

Remark 3.10. In the literature, the condition (a) has been written as X € G(B) (see
[Ber99]), X € G(II.) (see [Kop04]), or just X € G (see, e.g., [DHHRI11, Section 7.3],
[CDH11]).

We will see below in Corollary 3.16 that if X € Agirong and X € A are equivalent in
a class of Banach function spaces with the Fatou property, then both of these conditions
are characterized by the weak-type bound M : X — Xear, and

||M‘|X‘>Xweak Sd [X]Astrong'
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Turning to the proof of Proposition E, we observe that if X" € Agyrong for some r > 1,
then also X € Agrong and thus X "e Astrong by Proposition 3.7. Hence,

1
HMHX,—)(X/)WQak Sd [X,]Astrong S [X]Astrong S I:XT‘:IT

Astrong :

Theorem 3.11. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R®. Suppose there is an
r > 1 for which X" € Astrong.- Then for all sparse collections S we have As : X' — (X')weak
with

1
T

oS [AS (x5 (7 e Sa 7 (L A+ 108 )M x5 (x7) [ X Ty

The proof follows along the same lines of the one in [DLR16], but with a modification
at the end of the proof inspired by the one used in [Ler20].

Proof of Theorem 3.11. By the 3% lattice theorem and Lemma A.l we may assume that
S C D for some dyadic grid D, and

1
(3.6) >, Q= 5lel
Q'echs(Q)

Moreover, by the Fatou property of (X)yeak, we may assume that S is finite. Let g € X’
and f € X with || f||x = 1. Then we want to show that for all A > 0 we have

1
AAd 1{A59>>\} |f| dz ,S 7',(1 + lOgTI)HMHXI_)(X,)weak [XT‘]A HgHX/

strong
By replacing g by 279, it suffices to consider the case A = 2. Set

E = {Asg > 2\{MPg > {}.
Then

[ tesalilar< [iflaes [ 10 0 islas
< /E I+ 4| MPg]| oy

Since MP : X' — (X')yeak, it Temains to estimate the other term.
Using the notation from Lemma A.2, we denote the maximal elements of S, by S,
and note that by Kolmogorov’s Lemma we have

S (el <2 / MP@)gde <+ (F)r00lQol.
QESm(Qo) Qo

Thus, it follows from Lemma A.2, Holder’s inequality, and the fact that
U QO C {MDg > 47(m+1)}7
Qo€ES;,
that

/]f]dm<24_ Z/ 17l

m=1 QESm

< 24 Lo DD W W fe]

QoES;, QESm(Qo)

_2m
ST’ZI’”Z 7> (F)rolQol
m=1

QoES;,
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[e.9]

<y 4—m2—£ 1 Ase (IfI")7 d

= 7| Harmgsa-oneny As;, (1) da

1
< 4 22 Mgy | A, ()

1

(1 + 108 P IM x5 (07) eate X Ao 191157

The assertion follows. O

strong

It is not true that if X € Agyong, then there is an r > 1 for which X" € Agirong. A
counterexample is the space X = L'(R%). However, this self-improvement is true for the
condition X € Agparse:

Theorem 3.12. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R%. If X € Agparse, then
there is an ro > 1 such that for every 1 <r <1y we have X" € Agpurse, and

1
[XT]A §d7KX [X]Aspm"se *
sparse

We will use the following result based on the sharp reverse Holder theorem of [HP13]:

Lemma 3.13. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R¢ for which M : X — X.
Then there is a dimensional constant Cy > 1 such that for any 1 < r < oo satisfying

r' > CyKx|IM|x-x

and each f € X, there exists a weight w > |f| satisfying |w|x < 2K%||M| x=x|fllx,
and

(w)rq Sa (W)1,Q
for all cubes Q.

Proof. As we will see in Proposition 3.18 below, for every f € X there exists a w € Ay for
which

lwllx <2KX0fllx,  [wh < 2Kx|[M]x-x.
By the sharp reverse Holder theorem of [HP13], any such w satisfies

(w)rq Sa (W)1,Q
as long as 7’ > Cy[w]pw for a certain Cy > 1. In particular, since
[wlrpw < [w]1 < 2Kx||M||x-x,
this is the case for r satisfying
' > 204K x||M||x-x,
proving the result. O
Proof of Theorem 3.12. Let S be a sparse collection, and let f € X", where r satisfies
' 2 CaKx || M| x-x =10,
Since M satisfies sparse domination, the assertion X € Agparse implies that M : X — X.
Hence, since |f|% € X, by Lemma 3.13 we can pick a weight w > |f|% satisfying

1
lwllx Skx 1flxr  (Wire S (whe
for all cubes Q. Since || - [|gr < || - ||¢1, we conclude that

HAsfor—H< L ele)’ <HZ ralel,

Sd HAstX < (X Agparee 0]l x
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1
SKX [X]Asparse HfH;(T *
Thus, X" € Agparse With
1
X7 Saicy [X]

as desired. m

Asparse Y

3.3. Bounds of the Hardy-Little maximal operator. The Hardy-Littlewood maxi-
mal operator M is defined by

Mf :=supTpf.
Q

Moreover, for a collection of cubes P we set M7 f = supgep 1o f. The generalized
Muckenhoupt conditions are directly related to boundedness properties of M. Indeed, if
X is a Banach function space over R% with the Fatou property, we have the following
chain of implications:

M:X X, M: X' - X'=XcApme = M: X - X
= X € Astrong = M 1 X = Xyeak > X € A
with
[(X]a S IMx - X e S [X]Astrons < 1M | x-x
Sd [ X awpare S IM | xox M| x—x-

More precisely, we have the following result:

(3.7)

Theorem 3.14. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R%. Then we have the
following assertions:

(a) If M : X — Xyeak, then X € A with
[(X]a < IM x5 X e

(b) If X € Agrong and X has the Fatou property, then M : X — Xyeqr with

M| x5 X peare S [X] Astrong-

(c) If M : X — X, then X € Agrong with
(X Actrong < M| xx -

(d) If X € Asparse and X has the Fatou property, then M : X — X with
M|l x-x Sa [X]A e

(e) If X is a Banach function space with the Fatou property, then

M:X =X, M:X =X
if and only if X € Agparse, with
(3.8) max { || M| x—x, M| x—x} Sa [X]agae S IM | x-x [|M]|x0-x-
The Fatou property is assumed in (b) and (d) so that

sup 17 fllx = 1M f1x,

where the supremum is over all finite collections of cubes F. It can be removed if the
conclusion is replaced by the boundedness of M7 uniformly over all finite F.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1/. Assertion (a) is [Nie23, Proposition 4.21]. For a slick proof, note
that by Proposition 3.3 and the ideal property of Xyeax we have

[(X]a = Sup ITQl XX eur < | SngQHXAxweak = 1M x - X e

as desired.

For (b), by the 3%lattice theorem, it suffices to prove the result for M for a dyadic
grid D. Moreover, by the Fatou property of Xyeak, it suffices to prove the result for M7
for a finite collection F C D. Let A > 0, f € X, and pick a pairwise disjoint collection
P C F so that (f)1,p > A for all P € P and

{reRY: M7 f(z) > \} = U P.
pPeP
Then

(39 M peroanrswen Ix = || 2o A1e || < ITpfllx < X agom I/ ]1x.
PeP

Hence, taking a supremum over \ > 0 yields
HM]:fHXweak S [X]AstronngHX’

as desired.

Assertion (c) follows from the fact that for each pairwise disjoint collection of cubes F
and f € LOY(RY) we have Trf < Mf.

To prove (d), we note that for any f € L (RY), each dyadic grid D, and each finite

loc

collection F C D, there exists a sparse collection & C F so that
M7 f<2Tsf.

Hence, the result follows from the ideal and Fatou properties of X and the 3%lattice
theorem.

For the final assertion (e), we note that the first inequality in (3.8) follows from (c) and
Proposition 3.7. For the second inequality, note that

I(AsHgllormay = Y ({90l < 2/Rd(Mf)(Mg) dz S [|M fllx[|Mgllx,

QesS
so that by the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem we have
[X]Asparse rs HM”X_LXHM”X/‘)X/
This proves the result. O]
Remark 3.15. From the proof of Theorem 3.14(b) we actually find that, if X € Agtrong,
then for every dyadic grid D in R? and A > 0, we have
(310) )‘H l{xeRd:MDf(a:)>)\} HX < [X]Astrong”f 1{J16Rd:MDf(a:)>)\} HX
To see this, note that since Tpf = Tp(f Lizere:m7 f(z)>a}) 0 (3.9), we can replace the
last estimate here with the more precise bound
”TPf”X S [X]Astronng 1{Z‘€Rd:M]:f($)>>\} HX
The assertion (3.10) then follows from the Fatou property of X.

Combined with Theorem 3.9 we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 3.16. Let X be a Banach function space over R% with the Fatou property. If
X € G, then the following are equivalent:
(i) X € A;
(i) X € Agtrong;
(i1i) M : X — Xyeak,
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with
[(X]a <M x5 X pour S [X ] Agron, < [X]g[X]a-

In fact, by Theorem 3.9, for this equivalence to hold it suffices to assume the weaker
condition that there is a C' > 0 such that for every pairwise disjoint collection of cubes P
and all f € X we have

| 2 1flxe e[, < CllfIx-
QEP

3.4. Ap-regularity. The notion of Aj,-regularity of a quasi-Banach function space was
widely studied in the works of Rutsky, see, e.g., [Rutl4, Rut19, Rutl5, Rutl6]. In this
section we will do a quantitative study of some of his results.

To streamline our notation, we will call a collection of weights B a weight class if there
is an associated constant [-|p with the property that w € B if and only if [w]p < .

Definition 3.17. Let B be a weight class and let X be a quasi-Banach function space X
over R4, We say that X is B-regular if there exist constants C7,Cy > 0 such that for all
f € X there exists a weight w € B with w > |f|, w € X, and

lwllx <Cillfllx,  [wls < Co.

We point out that our notation varies from that of Rutsky: since we have introduced
weights using the multiplier approach instead of the change of measure approach, a space

X is Ap-regular in the notation of Rutsky if and only if X v is A,-regular in our current
notation.

The notion of Aj,-regularity can be seen as a generalization of the boundedness M :
X — X. Indeed, we have the following result:

Proposition 3.18. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R%. Then
M:X - X
if and only if X is Aqi-regular. In this case, we can take
Cy =2K%, Cy=2Kx||M|x_x.

Proof. For the direct implication, set

(e o]

Mnf

w = ,
2 BRI oy

where we have recursively defined M?f := |f| and M1 f := M(M"f) for n > 1. Note
that by the Riesz-Fischer property of X, see [LN24a, Section 2.1], we have w € X with

S :
[wllx < Kx Z WHfHX =2Kx||fllx-
n=0

Thus, the result follows with C = 2K)2(, Cy =2Kx||M|x>x-
For the converse, note that for any f € X we have M f < Mw < Cyw so that by the
ideal property of X we have M f € X with

M fllx < Collwlx < C1Cal|f]|x-
Thus, M : X — X with ||M| x—x < C1Cs. The result follows. O
We also have the following result relating A,-regularity to bounds of M:

Proposition 3.19. Let 1 < p < oo and let X be a p-convexr Banach function space over
R?. If X is Ap-regular, then we have:

(a) M :[(XP)]r = [(XP)]F if p> 1;
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(b) M : X L' (R — X - LV (RY).
Moreover, if C1,Cy > 0 are the A,-reqularity constants, then

||MH[(XP) ]1£—>[(XP) 15 Sap Clcg > ||MHX.LP/(Rd)*)X.LP/(Rd) Sd pClCS.

Note that

’SM—‘

(X - L' (RY) = [(X7)]7.

Proof of Proposition 3.19. For (a), let g € [(XP)']» and f € XP with || f||x» = 1. Picking
a weight w € A, with w > |f| , Jwlx < Cq, [w]p < O, we have

1

p P < ol lnl? P’
([ (aorin1ae)” < Mgl Sa 'l lollzmn < 9CE Lol 3 Tl

)

<P'CiCy gl

(xPy]P
where we used Buckley’s bound [Buc93], so that

1

= sw ([ (Mgriniae)” sarcict ol

Mg 1
I HKX")’]P I £l xp=1

[(xPy]P’

as desired.

For (b), let f € X - LP(R%), pick 0 < h € X, 0 < k € L (R%) such that |f| < hk, and
pick w > h as in the definition of A, regularity. Then, using Buckley’s bound [Buc93] and
the fact that [w™!], = [w],, we have

M0y oy Sa P Ty gy < ORIy
where in the last estimate we used |f|w™! < hw_lk < k. This implies that
1M fllx.por ey < 1w lxIMFll o gay S pOLCS RN IR ot ey

Taking an infimum over all 0 < h € X, 0 < k € L’ (R%) such that |f| < hk now proves
the assertion. m

The notion of A,-regularity is closely related to the linearization of M. Indeed, let Q
denote the (countable) collection of cubes in R? with rational corners and define the map

M((fQ)eeo) = ()@ 1o)eeo-
By Proposition 2.2 we have M : X — X if and only if M : X[{*°] — X[¢(*°], where we
have indexed ¢*° over Q, and, if X is a Banach function space with the Fatou property,
M : X' — X' if and only if M : X[¢'] — X[¢']. Moreover, by Corollary 2.3 we have
M: X=X, M:X —X

if and only if M : X[¢"] — X[¢"] for all 1 <r < co. When X is r-convex, we can actually
expand this characterization to only requiring this bound for a single exponent:

Theorem 3.20. Let rg > 1 and let X be an rg-convex Banach function space over R¢
with the Fatou property. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) M: X - X, M: X' — X';

(ii) M : X[l"] — X[0"] for some 1 <r < ry;

Remark 3.21. Using Theorem 3.25 below, we point out that the implication (ii)=-(i) is
true for r = 2 without any convexity assumption on X.

Theorem 3.20 follows directly from a characterization proven by Rutsky in [Rut15]. We
prove a sharp version of it:
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Proposition 3.22. Let r > 1 and let X be an r-convex Banach function space over R¢
with the Fatou property. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) M: X[l"] - X["];
(i1) [(X")/]% is Ar-regular.
(iii)) M : X - X and M : X' — X'.
In this case we can take Cy = 27 in (11), and

Cy < 2- MU (X) M|l xirsxie) IMIxer—xpen < 27 MT(X)Cy.

The main ingredient in the proof is a version of a classical result by Rubio de Fran-
cia [Rub86]. The following version is proven in [ALV19, Lemma 3.4] (see also [Lorl6,
Corollary 6.1.4]).

Theorem 3.23. Let r > 1 and let X be an r-convex Banach function space over R® with
the Fatou property. Let I be a family of (sub)linear operator on X. Then the following
are equivalent:
(i) There exists a C > 0 such that for any finite index set T and (T,)ner C T,
(fn)nez € X, we have

(Tn fr)netllxier @) < Cl(fr)nezllxier @y
(1) [(XT)’]% is B-regular with Cy = 27, where
[w]p = sup | Ty (r4)- Ly (Re), B :={w:[w]p < oo}.
Tell
Moreover, in this case we have
Cy <2 MO(X)C, C < 2v MT)(X)Cy.

Note that for (ii) to make sense, one needs that X N L" (R?) is dense in L7 (R%) for any
weight w so that all T € T' uniquely extend to L? (R%). As noted by Rubio de Francia
[Rub86, Page 200], this follows from the Hahn-Banach theorem.

Remark 3.24. Instead of the Fatou property (which is assumed by Rubio de Francia
[Rub86]), one can assume that X is order-continuous (as is done, for example, in the
versions of this result by Rutsky [Rut14, Rut19]). Actually, the only requirement for the
result is that X’ is norming for X.

Proof of Proposition 3.22. For (i)=-(ii), note that this follows from Theorem 3.23 applied
to the family

[={To:QeQ}, Tof:=(felq-
Note that in this case we have Theorem 3.23(i) with C' = [[M| x{¢r)—x/er, and Theo-
rem 3.23(ii) with C; = 2%, where now B = A, by Proposition 3.3, and Cs as in Theo-
rem 3.23, as desired.

The implication (ii)=-(iii) follows from Proposition 3.19, where the Fatou property of X
is used so that Y = [(X")/]% satisfies [(YT)’]% = [(Xr)”]% = X by the Lorentz-Luxemburg
theorem.

Finally, (iii)=-(i) follows from Corollary 2.3. O

We end this section with the proof of Theorem A. This requires a version of Theorem 3.23
without any convexity assumption on the space. The following is [KLW23, Theorem 2.3.1]
(see also [Lorl6, Theorem 4.6.2]):

Theorem 3.25. Let X be an order-continuous Banach function space over R® with the
Fatou property, and let I' be a family of bounded linear operators on X. Then the following
are equivalent:
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(i) There exists a C1 > 0 such that for any finite index sets T and (T),)nez C T,
(fu)nezr € X, we have

[(Tn fr)nerl x ez < Crll(fo)nezl xpe2 @y
(ii) For every fi, fa € X there exists a weight w such that

fpu?HT”L%U(Rd)—w%U(Rd) <O Nfillezmey <1312)f1llx,  [Ifellx < 1312)|f2] 2 (ra)-
S

In this case Cq and Cy can be chosen such that C7 =~ Cs.

Proof of Theorem A. First, we show that (i)=-(vi)=- (iii), proving the equivalence of (vi)
with (i)-(iii).

For (i)=(vi), pick any non-degenerate Calderén-Zygmund operator 7', such as one of the
Riesz transforms. For (vi)=-(iii), by Theorem 3.14(e) it suffices to show that X € Agparse-

By the Grothendieck theorem (sce, e.g., [Kri74, Theorem 3]), we have T : X [(2] — X[¢2],
where T((fn)n>1) = (Tfn)n>1. Thus, by Theorem 3.25 with T := {T'}, we find that (i)
also holds. Since T : X — X, by Proposition 3.4 we have X € A and, for any w constructed
as in (ii),

[wlo STl 22, me)—r2,me) S Nl x (2= x102) S N T x> x-

Since X € A, for any finite sparse collection of cubes S we have Asf € X when f € X.
For fixed f € X we apply (ii) with f1 = f, fo = Asf. Then, by the As-bound for sparse
operators,

1As fllx S I1Asflla, ey Sa [wBlIFllcz mey S T 1% x| £1lx

By the Fatou property of X, we can extend this result to any sparse collection S, proving
that X € Agparse With
2
[X]Asparse rgd HTHX—)X
The assertion follows.
To prove the equivalence of (vii) with (i)-(iii), we first prove (iii)=-(vii). By Corollary 2.3
we have . .
Ml x1e215x102) < 1M1 5o x 1M1 %0 x0
Since we can take C' = || M||x{s2)— x2) in (vii), this proves the assertion. Conversely, we
proceed analogous to the implication (vi)= X € Agparse above, except this time we take
the family
I''={Tp:Qacube}, Tof:=(folg-.
For this family, Theorem 3.25(i) is precisely our assumption (vii), with C' = C;. Thus,
since

Sgp HTQHL%U(Rd)HLa(Rd) = [w]s

by Proposition 3.3, proceeding as above yields
[X]Asparse rgd 02

The assertion follows. O

4. DUALITY OF THE HARDY-LITTLEWOOD MAXIMAL OPERATOR

The general duality question (Q) is posed for Banach function spaces rather than the
more general quasi-Banach function spaces. It is worth noting that it is not true that if
M is bounded on a quasi-Banach function space X, then X can be renormed to a Banach
function space. For example, the Lorentz space X = LP4(R%) for p € (1,00) and ¢q € (0,1)
is a quasi-Banach function space on which M is bounded that is not a Banach function
space. However, we claim that solving (Q) as posed is sufficient to also conclude the
result for any quasi-Banach function space X. Indeed, if M is bounded on X, then X’
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is a Banach function space, and thus X" is also a Banach function space. It is actually
possible to show that then M is also bounded on the Banach function space X”. Since
X" = X', we can now simply replace X by X” in (Q)) to obtain the desired conclusion.

This duality result was originally shown in [Nie23, Proposition 2.27], and we give a brief
proof based on the linearization M here:

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R% with the Fatou property.
If M: X — X, then also M : X" — X" with

1Mo < 1M xx.

Proof. By the second assertion of Proposition 2.2 and the fact that X" = X', the conclu-
sion is equivalent to
M X[ — X[,
But, with the same proof as the one of (iii)=(iv) in Proposition 2.2, this follows from
M : X — X with
Ml x1)—x0) < [[M || x=x,
proving the result. O

To pass bounds of M from X to X', we note that by the original result of Fefferman
and Stein [FS71], we have

1 1
(41) ([ arpiala)” savf( [ 1PO1g) )’
d Rd)
for all p > 1 and all f,g € LL _(R?). This can be used to establish that M : (X")? — (X')?

for any 0 < # < 1. As a matter of fact, we have the following general duality results:

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R¢ with the Fatou property.
Suppose that M : X — X. Then the following assertions hold:

(a) M : (X" = (X" for all 0 < 0 < 1 with

1
1Ml xryo(x1ye Sa 7= 0||MH§(—>X§
(b) M : (X)) — [(X)] for all 0 < 6 < 1 with
1
1M ooy ooy Sa glMIx—x;
(c) (X)? e Agparse for all 0 < 0 < 1 with

[(x")] T IMIX5

A‘:pm"‘;e Nd 6 1 X=X

Qualitatively, these statements follow from extrapolation, see [Nie23, Theorem 4.16,
Remark 4.17]. We will give an alternative direct proof of (a) using (4.1), and an alternative
proof of (b) using Proposition 3.19. Note that (a) also follows from Proposition 3.19, but
we would get a worse dependence on the operator norm.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. For (a) and (b), note that by Theorem 4.1 we may assume that X
is a Banach function space by replacing X by X”. Moreover, by the 3%lattice theorem,
it suffices to prove the result with M replaced by MP for a dyadic grid D. We also set
p = % > 1.
To prove (a), let g € (X")?. Then, by (4.1), we have
1 1
Mgl = swp ([ (MgP|flde)” Sap' sup ([ |glF(M[)dz)”
Ifllx=1"*J/R4 fllx=1 /R

1

HM||X—>XH9|| X1\
1 —

1 1
<PIMI% - x g% =
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as desired. )
For (b), note that by (2.1) we have [(X")] = X» - LP'(R%). Thus, the result follows

1
from Proposition 3.19 applied to the space X7, using the observation that since X is
Aj-regular with constant Co < [[M||x—x and for any w € A; we have

1
[wrlp < fwh
1

the space X7 is Ap-regular with Co S [ M5, -
To statement (c) follows from Theorem 3.14(e) applied to the space (X')", combined
with (a) and (b). The assertion follows. O

/)9

We point out that (a) and (b) in Theorem 4.2 imply that if M : X — X then, for any
0 < 6 < 1, the space Y := (X')? satisfies

(4.2) M:Y—=Y, M:Y =Y

This observation results in the following characterizations for boundedness of M on a
space and its K6the dual, which were originally proven in [LN24b]:

Corollary 4.3. Let X be a Banach function space over R* with the Fatou property.
Consider the statement

(i) M: X - X and M : X' — X'
If X is sg-concave for some 1 < sg < 0o, then (i) is equivalent to
(i) M : (X)) = [(X")*] for some sg < s < 0.
If X is ro-convex for some 1 < ro < oo, then (i) is equivalent to
(ii1) M : (X") = (X") for some 1 <r <rg.
Moreover, in these situations we respectively have
1
1M sx S 8 I oy ooy IMxrxe SasIMIT G o,
and

1
1Mo Sa I ey oy 1M Imsxr Sa vl My oy

Proof. For (ii)=(i), apply Theorem 4.2 to the space [(X')*']’ with 6 := L. For (iii)=(i),
apply Theorem 4.2 to the space (X") with 6 := %

For (i)=-(iii), by Theorem 3.14(e) we have X € Agparse. Then by Theorem 3.12 we can
pick an 1 < r < rg for which X" € Agparse. Another application of Theorem 3.14(e) now
proves (iii). By symmetry, the implication (i)=-(ii) can be proven analogously, replacing
X by X’ and r by s’. The result follows. O

Thus, in relation to (Q), we find that if M : X — X and X is sp-concave for some
1 < s < oo, then M : X' — X' if and only if M : [(X")*] — [(X')*) for some
So < s < 00.

Next, we provide a list featuring several known characterizations of (Q)). For this, we
define the sharp maximal operator

Mﬁfzsgp <6/Q|f—<f>cg|dx> 1q, <f>Q:ﬁ/Qfdl"

Theorem 4.4. Let X be a Banach function space with the Fatou property. Suppose that
M : X = X. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) M: X' — X';
(i1) X' is Apw-reqular;
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(i4i) there is a C > 0 such that for all f € X satisfying |[{z € R? : |f(z)| > \}| < o0
for all A >0

1£1lx < CIIMPP £l x;

(iv) M : (X?) — (X9 for some 0 < 6 < 1;

The equivalence of (i)<(ii) follows from [Rutl19, Proposition 7], where Rutsky proves
that if a Banach function space X over R? is Apw-regular and there is a 0 < 6 < 1
for which M : X? — X% then also M : X — X. Since M : X — X implies that
M :(X")? — (X")% for all 0 < # < 1 by Theorem 4.2, this proves the assertion.

The characterization (i)<(iii) is contained in the work of Lerner [Ler10, Corollary 4.3].
Perhaps interestingly, one can also prove the implication (ii)=-(iii) directly by using the
weighted Fefferman-Stein inequality

112y, rey S IMEFll L, ety

valid for any w € Apw. As a matter of fact, since this bound is true for any weight w € C,
for some p > 1, one can weaken (ii) even further.

The equivalence (i)<>(iv) can be shown using a different characterization of Lerner
obtained in the very recent note [Ler24]. Here, he shows that (i) is equivalent to the
unboundedness of a certain function

ox 1 (0,1) = [1,00)

that satisfies ¢x» = (¢x)P for any p > 0. In particular, this means that (i)& ¢x is
unbounded < ¢y is unbounded. Sincd M : X — X also implies M : X% — X?, this last
assertion is equivalent to (iv), as desired.

Finally, we give a criterion for when the implication in (Q) fails:

Proposition 4.5. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R® for which X' # {0}.
If 1ga € X, then we do not have M : X' — X'.

Proof. If M : X' — X', then for all g € X’ we have Mg = (Mg) 1gs € L*(R?), which is
only possible when X’ = {0}. The result follows by contraposition. O

This result applies, in particular, when M : X — X, since then X’ is saturated. Thus,
we get the following corollary:

Corollary 4.6. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over R® for which M : X — X
and 1ga € X. Then we do not have M : X' — X'.

5. EXAMPLES OF CLASSES OF SPACES

5.1. Unweighted variable Lebesgue spaces. Given 1 < p < oo, we define
Gp(t) = L, Poo(t) 1= 00 1(1,00)(1).

For an exponent function p : R¢ — [1,00] and

Pp( (f) = Rd%u)(!f(w)!)dx,

the variable Lebesgue space LP()(R?) is defined as the space of f € LO(R?) for which
there is a A > 0 such that p,.)(A~"f) < oo, with the Luxemburg norm

Hf”LP(')(Rd) = inf{)\ >0: pp(_)()\flf) < 1},
Then Lp(')(Rd) is a Banach function space over R% with the Fatou property, and
LPORY = LV O(RY),
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1 . 1__1 i
where ok 1 R Setting
p— :=essinfp(x), py :=esssupp(x),
zER! r€R4

the space Lp(')(Rd) is p_-convex, and pi-concave.

The following is a deep result by Diening [Die05, Theorem 8.1], which implies that
Conjecture C is true in the class of variable Lebesgue spaces:

Theorem 5.1. Let p : R — [1,00] with 1 < p_ < py < oo. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) M : LPO)(R?) — LPO)(RY);

(’”) Lp() (Rd) € Astrong-

Since LPO)(R?) € Agirong if and only if LP'O)(R?) € Agrong by Proposition 3.7, this

result directly implies that
M:IPORY) - PORY) o M:PORY = LPORY,
verifying Conjecture C in this class of spaces.

As a matter of fact, Conjecture D is also true in this setting. Indeed, [DHHRI1,
Theorem 4.7.1.] states that if M : LPO(R?) — LPO)(R?), then we must have p_ > 1.
Thus, since Lp(')(Rd) is s-concave for some s < oo if and only if p; < oo, we are in the
setting of Theorem 5.1, proving that M : LP'O)(R?) — LP'()(RY), as desired.

We note that a different characterization in terms of the exponent function p(-) was
obtained by Lerner in [Ler23al], which yields an alternative proof of this duality result.
The question of whether Theorem 5.1 is valid even if py = oo is still open.

As shown in [DHHR11, Theorem 5.3.4], it is not true that LP()(R?) € A implies that
M : LPO(RY) — LPO(R?). Nonetheless, it was shown by Kopaliani in [Kop07] that if
p:R?— [1, 00] satisfies 1 < p_ < p; < oo and is constant outside of a bounded set, then
actually X € A suffices to conclude that M : X — X:

Theorem 5.2. Let p : R? — [1,00] with 1 < p_ < py < oo be constant outside of a
bounded set. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) M : LPO)(R?) — LPO)(RY);

(ii) LPO)(R?) € A.

In particular, using Theorem 3.14 we conclude that for an exponent function as in the
above theorem, the boundedness M : LPO)(R%) — LPO)(RY) is characterized by any of the
following conditions:

o M : LPO(RY) — LPO)(RY)yeak:

e X € Astrong;

e X € A
And thus, by Proposition 3.7, also by any of these statements with Lp(')(Rd) replaced by
the Kéthe dual LP'O)(R9).

Following [DHHR11, Section 4.1], we say that an exponent function p : R? — [1,00] is
globally log-Holder continuous, if it is local log-Hélder continuous, i.e., there is a Cq > 0
such that

1 1 Cq
FERrTIE :
p(z)  p(y)!~ log(e + 47)
for all z,y € R?, and it satisfies the log-Hélder decay condition, i.e., there exist Co > 0,
Doo € [1, 00] such that

1 1 Oy
o 1<
p(®)  pool ~ log(e+ |z)
for all z € R4,
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Global log-Holder continuity of an exponent function serves as a sufficient condition for
the strong Muckenhoupt condition. As a matter of fact, we have the following result:

Theorem 5.3. Suppose p : R* — [1,00] is globally log-Hélder continuous. Then the
following assertions hold:

(a) Lp() (Rd) € AStTOng U}lth [X]Ast'mng §d7cl702 17’
(b) If p_ > 1, then M : LPO)(R%) — LPO)(RY) with
IM fll o) Rty Lr0 (1) Saicr,ca =) 1F o) (mea)-
The first result is proven in [DHHR11, Theorem 4.4.8]. Note that by Theorem 3.14(b)
this also implies that
M : IPO(RY) — LPO(RY) year-
The second result, as well as a history of this problem, can be found in [DHHR11, Theo-
rem 4.3.8] and the paragraph that follows it.
Global log-Holder continuity implies the structural property X € G of Theorem 3.9

related to the equivalence of the Muckenhoupt condition and the strong Muckenhoupt
condition. Defining

0 1o e
S EEY P
the following result follows from Theorem 3.9 and [DHHR11, Theorem 7.3.22]:

Theorem 5.4. Suppose p : R — [1,00] is globally log-Hélder continuous. Then for every
pairwise disjoint collection of cubes P and any f € LPO)(R?) supported in UQeP Q we have

| 32 100010 | gy =100 15150
QEP

5.2. Weighted variable Lebesgue spaces. Given a weight w, we define Lfv(')(Rd)
through

171560 ey = 1 F0ll o sy
It was shown in [Lerl7] that Diening’s duality theorem still holds in weighted variable
Lebesgue spaces under the assumption that w?() € Apw:

Theorem 5.5. Let p: R — [1,00] with 1 < p_ < py < oo, and let w be a weight for
which wP) € Apy. If M : IO (RY) — LI (RY), then M : IV W) (RY) — LPO)(RY).

This leaves open the question of whether we can remove the condition w?() € Apw or
not. Should Conjecture C be true, then this condition can be removed. If the exponent
function is globally log-Holder continuous, then it is shown in [CFN12, Lemma 3.4] that

if Lﬁ(')(Rd) € A, then wP() € Apw, and thus, in this case, this condition is superfluous.
In view of Theorem 5.1, we pose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 5.6. Let p: R — [1,00] with 1 < p_ < py < oo, and let w be a weight for
which wP() € Apy. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) M : LY (RY) — LAO(RY);
(ii) LY (RY) € Agtrong-
Global log-Holder continuity serves as a sufficient condition for the equivalence of

Lﬁ,(')(Rd) € A and boundedness of the maximal operator. In this setting, the Muck-
enhoupt condition is given by

L5 (R = Sup 1w 1 | 20 ey 1w ™ 1 ll o (ray
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and is usually written as w € Ap.). The following result is proven in [CFN12, Theorem 1.5],
[CDH11, Theorem 1.3]:

Theorem 5.7. Suppose p : R? — [1,00] is globally log-Hélder continuous. Then the
following are equivalent:

(i) M : IO RY) — L2 (RY) years
(ii) L) (RY) € A,
If 1 <p_ < py < oo, then, additionally, the above conditions are equivalent to
(iii) M : LB (R — L20(RY).

In view of Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 3.16, one can ask if the condition qu(')(Rd) €
Agtrong is also equivalent to (i)-(ii). This is indeed the case, as follows from Theorem 3.9
combined with several observations in the literature:

Proposition 5.8. Let p: R — [1,00] be globally log-Hélder continuous. IfLﬁ,(')(Rd) €A,
then also qu(')(Rd) € Astrong-
Proof. By combining Theorem 5.4 with the observation of [CDH11, Lemma 2.1] (which

notes that if X € G holds in the unweighted space, then it automatically also hold in the
weighted space by applying the unweighted estimate to fw, gw™! instead of f, g), we find

that for any global log-Holder exponent p(-) and any weight w we have qu(')(Rd) € G with
(LD (RY))g = [LPO(RY)]g.
Hence, by Theorem 3.9, Lfv(')(Rd) € A implies Lfv(')(Rd) € Astrong, as desired. O

5.3. Morrey Spaces. For 1 < p < ¢ < oo we define the Morrey space MP7(R%) as the
space of f € L°(R?) for which there is a C' > 0 such that for all cubes Q we have

3 11
([1opas)” < i,
Q
Moreover, the norm || f{| /r.q(re) is defined as the smallest possible C'. Then M4 (R%) is a
Banach function space with the Fatou property. When p = ¢ we have MPP(RY) = LP(R?),
and when ¢ = oo we have MP>°(R%) = L>°(R) by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem.
Moreover, by Holder’s inequality we have
LY(RY) € MP9(RY).

The space MP4 (Rd) is p-convex, but, if ¢ > p, not s-concave for any s < oo.

For 1 < p < ¢ < oo we define the block space B‘”’(Rd) as the space of functions
g € L°(R?) for which there exists a sequence A € ¢! and a sequence of functions (b, )n>1
with the property that for each n > 1 there is a cube @Q,, such that suppb, C @, and

1
@ ( [ atras) <1,
Qn

such that, pointwise a.e., we have

g= i Abn-
n=1

The norm |[|g||ge.r(re) is defined as the smallest possible value of [[Alls for which such

a representation exists. The space BYP(R?) is a Banach function space with the Fatou
property. Moreover, it is g-concave, but, if p > ¢, not r-convex for any r > 1.
We define weighted variants of Morrey and block spaces by setting

1 fllrzemay = [l fwllpmamay, 119l syr@may = lgwll porma)-
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These spaces relate to each other through the Kothe duality
d 'q d
MPYR®Y) = BZ,qI(R ).

Remark 5.9. Different weighted Morrey and block spaces can be obtained by changing
the underlying measure space to a weighted one, which results in the Lebesgue measure
|@Q| being replaced by w(Q) in the definition. In this section we only consider the spaces
where the weight is added as a multiplier, which results in the so-called weighted Morrey
spaces of Samko type [Sam09].

Conjecture D in this setting becomes:

Conjecture 5.10. Let 1 < p < g < oo and let w be a weight. If M : BZ/qul(Rd) —
BY4(RY), then M : MEI(RY) — ME(RY).

The converse implication is false. The following counterexample was communicated to
us by Andrei Lerner, and is adapted from [NS17, Remark 1.12]:

Ezample 5.11. Let 1 < p < ¢ < oo. It is shown in [Tanl5, Proposition 4.2] that M is
bounded on MY (R?) with power weights w(z) = |z|*® if and only if —% <a< %. In
particular, this holds in the case a = —%, i.e., for

_4d
w(x) == |z| " a.
However, since for this weight we have 1ga € MY (R?), it follows from Corollary 4.6 that
we do not have M : B? qul(Rd) — BP9 (RY).
w w
As noted in the above example, Tanaka showed in [Tanl15] that for any power weight
w(z) = |z|*? with with —% <a< %, we have M : MY (RY) — MEY(R?). Moreover, he

showed that in this case, this is precisely the Muckenhoupt condition M5 (R?) € A.
Example 5.11 shows that we don’t have

(5.1) M : BP9 (RY) - BY4(RY)

d
when w(z) := |z| ¢, which leaves open if this bound is true for the power weights in the
A, range, i.e., for —% <a< %. It was shown in [Nie23, Theorem 3.7] that (5.1) holds for
any weight w satisfying

sup(w)q (™)@ < oo
This is satisfied by the power weights w(z) = |z|*? with

1 1
——<a<—,
q p

leaving the question of what happens in the range 1% <a< % open. We now show that
this bound is true. This can be deduced from Theorem 1.2 and a result of Duoandikoetxea
and Rosenthal from [DR20]:

Theorem 5.12. Let 1 < p < q < oo and let w(z) := |z|*? for —% <a<

have the following assertions:
a) T : MBEYRY) — MEYRA for all Calderéon-Zygmund operators T';
(a) yg P ;
(b) M : MEY(R?) — MEUR?) and M : BY%(R%) — BY% (RY).

1
.

2 Then we

Proof. The statement (a) follows from [DR20, Theorem 1.1], which asserts that this bound
holds for any operator bounded on L?U(Rd) with respect to all w € As. The second
assertion (b) follows from (a) and Theorem 1.2. O
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As can be deduced from [DR20, Theorem 1.1}, the above result actually holds for a
more general class of weights.

For more general weights w satisfying M5 ?(R?) € A, Tanaka provides several sufficient
conditions for the boundedness M : ME?(RY) — MEY(R?) in [Tanl5, Theorem 4.1].
Moreover, Duoandikoetxea and Rosenthal show in [DR21, Theorem 5.1.] that if 1 < p <
q < oo, and MEY(RY) € A, then we have M : MY (RY) — MEY(RY) if w satisfies the
condition w(- + a) € Ap o for some a € RY, where w € Ap1oc is defined through

[W]p 1o = sup<w>p73<w*1>p/73,
B

where the supremum is taken over all balls B = B(z;r) with r < %|z|. A similar result
also holds for p = 1 when the boundedness of M is replaced by the weak-type analogue.
The following question is still open:

Question 5.13. Let 1 < p < g < 0o and let w be a weight. Is it true that MBI(RY) € A
if and only if M : MEY(R?Y) — MEY(R?)?

Partial results are given in [DR22, Ler23a]. Given 1 < p < ¢ < oo and a collection of
cubes P, we define the weighted Morrey space with M5 (R%;P) analogous to ML (RY),
but this time with the defining property only being required for all Q € P, and

1

—(i_1 =

1z map) = sup Q7 q)</\fw!pdm>".
QEP Q

Moreover, we set BY /qul(Rd;P) = MEI(R;P). The following was shown by Lerner in
[Ler23b]:

Theorem 5.14. Let (z,,)n>1 be a sequence of points in R? with the property that there is
a v > 1 such that for all n # m we have
max{[z,l, [tm|} < v|zy — om),

and let P be the collection of cubes centered at the points {x, :n > 1}.

If 1 <p<q< oo andw is a weight, then the following are equivalent:

o M : MEYRYP) — MY (REP);

o MIRELP) € A.

When {z,, : n > 1} = {0}, the collection P =: Py is the collection of all cubes centered
at 0, and this result was already proven by Duoandikoetxea and Rosenthal in [DR21,
Theorem 6.1]. As a matter of fact, in [DR22, Theorem 4.1] they showed that all Calderén-
Zygmund operators are bounded on ML (R%; Py) if and only if

(5:2) Sup QI w1 llgrameazpo) v ™ M(1Q) | o ot (raspy) < 00

Combining this with Theorem 1.2, we obtain the following characterization:

Theorem 5.15. Let Py denote the collection of cubes centered at 0 and let 1 < p < g < 00.
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) T : MEY(RYPy) — MEYRE;Py) for all Calderdn-Zygmund operators T';
(i) R;: MEI(RY;Py) — MEYRE;Poy) for all Riesz transforms Rj, j =1,...,d;
(i) M : METY(RE;Py) — MEYRY Py) and M : Bg’,qll(Rd;Po) — Bg’,ql/(Rd;Po);
(iv) MY (R Py) € A and M : Bg’,qll(Rd;Po) — Bglql/(Rd;Po);

(v) (5.2) holds.

Proof. By Theorem 1.2 and [DR22, Theorem 4.1], it suffices to prove (iv)=(v). For any
cube Q we have

1w 1q llargs wezpo) 0™ MO gt o meipyy = | 1@ sz et IM (1) oo gy
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= ”MHBZZ“{ (RePo)— B % (Re:Po) (X argo wetip) QL

as desired. m
This leads us to the following question:

Question 5.16. Can we replace the collection Py in Theorem 5.15 by the more general
collections of Theorem 5.147

Considering the local nature of the Muckenhoupt condition, we conjecture that to glob-
alize the result one would actually require the stronger condition Mﬁ’,’q(Rd) € Astrong:

Conjecture 5.17. Let 1 < p < ¢ < oo and let w be a weight. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) T : MEY(RY) — MEYRY) for all Calderdn-Zygmund operators T
(ii) Rj : MEY(RY) — MEY(RY) for all Riesz transforms R;j, j =1,...,d;
(iii) M : MEY(RT) — MEY(R?) and M : B" % (R%) — BY%(RY);
(iv) M (RT) € Agtrong-
By Theorem 1.2, statements (i)-(iii) are equivalent, and (iii)=(iv) follows from Theo-
rem 3.14(c). Hence, the conjectured statement is (iv)=-(i).

APPENDIX A. WEAK-TYPE BOUNDS FOR SPARSE OPERATORS

Lemma A.1. Let D be a dyadic grid, let 0 < n < 1, and let S C D be a finite n-sparse
collection. Then for all 0 < v < 1 and all f € L}, (R?) there exists a collection & C D

loc
such that )
Asf Sq ————Asf
n(l—v)

and, if for each Q € € we denote the collection of maximal cubes in &€ strictly contained
in Q by che(Q), we have

Yoo QI<a-v)Ql
Q’EChg(Q)
In particular, £ is v-sparse with Fg := UQ/echg(Q) Q.

Proof. Let & denote the maximal cubes in §. Then we have
Asf =Y Asqol;
Qoc&o
where S(Qp) :={Q € S: Q C Qo}. Fix Qo € & and let
K= ﬁHASHLl(Rd)ale(Rd)
so that

E:={x € Qo: Asqy)f(x) > K(f)1,00}

satisfies |E| < (1 — v)|Qol. Using, e.g., [NSS24, Lemma 4.4], we obtain a pairwise disjoint
collection of cubes chg(Qg) of cubes in D contained in Q) for which

E= |J @
QGChg(QQ)
and @\E # @ for all Q € chg(Qo), where @ denotes the dyadic parent of Q. Then
Y Q=B < (1-1)IQl,
Qechg(Qo)

as desired.
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Next, note that
(A1) Asof < K(fhaola+ Y, (Asiof) le
Qéechg(Qo)
Fix @ € chg(Qp) and pick T € @\E Then

> Asuhle= > Y (helet+ D Asgf

Qechg(Qo) Qechg (Qo) Q'€S(Qo) Qechg (Qo)
QCQ’

< Z Aso) f(@) 1 + Z As)f
Qéeche (Qo) Qéechg (Qo)

SK(fhglot+ Y, Asolf
Qéechg(Qo)
Combining this with (A.1) yields
Asuyf = 2K (f)1,Q0 1o + Z As@)/f-
Qeche(Qo)

Now define & = UQ0€50 che(Qo). Tterating this procedure with & replaced by &, we
inductively obtain a collection & = |J; o & for which

Asf<2K Y (fole.
Qee
Noting that | As||11(ge) L1 me) Sd % now proves the result. O

The following lemma is extracted from the proof of the main result in [DLR16], and is
used in the proof of Proposition E:

Lemma A.2. Let D be a dyadic grid, let 0 < v < 1, and let S C D be a finite collection
satisfying

(A.2) Yo RI<-v)Q|
Q'echs(Q)

for all Q € S, where chs(Q) denotes the collection of the maximal cubes in S strictly
contained in Q). Setting

Sm={Q €8 : 47" < (f)1g <47}
form > 1, for each Q € Sy, there exits a subset F,,(Q) C Q for which
1Fn(Q)] < (1-2)""(Q),

and for each g € L (R?) we have

loc

dm<24_ Z/ |g| da.

/{Asf>2}\{MDf>1} =1 Q€S 7/ Fm(Q)
Proof. Set
B = {Asf > \MPf > 1}
If x € E, then for any Q € S with x € Q we have (f)1.9 < MPf(z) < %. Hence, we have

Asf(x Z As,, [,

where

Sni={QeS:47mD < (f)1o<4™)
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for m > 1.

Now fix m > 1. We let S, o denote the maximal cubes (with respect to inclusion) in
S;n- Note that these exist, as S was assumed to be finite. Moreover, we iteratively define
Sm,n as the maximal cubes in S\ Uz;é Smk- Again since S is finite, this means that
there is an N > 0 for which

For Q@ € S we set E(Q) = Q\Ugres,, ., @ so that the collection (E(Q))ges,, is
pairwise disjoint.
Fixing n > 0, for Q € S,,, , we define

Fn(Q) = U Q

so that, by (A.2),

Fa@l<0-n] U @<

Qlesm,n+2m —1

and

Q\Fon( U U E@)

k=0 Q eSm,n+k

Q'CQ
Then we have
/ 2m_1
> rg\dx<z DD / o] da
QESm ENQ\Fm(Q n=0QESm.n k=0 Q'€S ENE(Q")
QCQ
<2m Z / |g|dx
O'cs, Y ENEQ
<2 [ glas
E
which implies
[ sl <1fj/<A Plgld
g1ar =~ 5 SmJ )19 4T
E 2 E
S—Z4 "y / lg| dz
m=1 QESH
S—ZQ”/\g[dx—i— 24_ Z/ lg| dx
m=1 QESm
= /|g|dm+ 24’”2/ |g|dx.

The result follows. O
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