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TWO INEQUALITIES FOR COMMUTATORS OF SINGULAR
INTEGRAL OPERATORS SATISFYING HORMANDER CONDITIONS
OF YOUNG TYPE

YURU LI, JIAWEI TAN, AND QINGYING XUE*

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we systematically study the Fefferman-Stein inequality and
Coifman-Fefferman inequality for the general commutators of singular integral operators
that satisfy Hérmander conditions of Young type. Specifically, we first establish the
pointwise sparse domination for these operators. Then, relying on the dyadic analysis,
the Fefferman-Stein inequality with respect to arbitrary weights and the quantitative
weighted Coifman-Fefferman inequality are demonstrated. We decouple the relationship
between the number of commutators and the index e, which essentially improved the
results of Pérez and Rivera-Rios (Israel J. Math., 2017). As applications, it is shown
that all the aforementioned results can be applied to a wide range of operators, such as
singular integral operators satisfying the L"-Hormander operators, w-Calderén-Zygmund
operators with w satisfying a Dini condition, Calderén commutators, homogeneous sin-
gular integral operators and Fourier multipliers.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The main purpose of this paper is to investigate the weak type endpoint estimates with
arbitrary weights and the quantitative weighted Coifman-Fefferman inequality for the
general commutators of singular integral operators satisfying LA-Hoérmander conditions of
non-convolution type.

1.1. Definitions and notations.
The singular integral operator T of convolution type with a kernel K, defined as

Tf(x) = pv. . K(z —y)f(y)dy,
and bounded on L?, is widely recognized as a cornerstone of the classical Calderén-
Zygmund theory. The properties of T' are intimately tied to the smoothness of the kernel
K, with any variation in the smoothness condition directly influencing the behavior of
T. Consequently, investigating the properties of T under different kernel conditions has
become a significant area of research in Harmonic analysis. Below, we will review the
development in this field based on the research progress under different kernel conditions.
In 1972, Coifman [10] showed that if the kernel K satisfies the Lipschitz condition:

ya
(1.1) |K(x —y) — K(x)| §C|x||0|{+n,0<oz<1, |z| > 2y,
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then the following Coifman type estimate holds,
(1.2) / ITf(x)Pw(z)dx < C/ (M f(z))"w(z)dz, for any 0 < p < 00, w € As.
R R

Here A, denotes the classical Muckenhoupt A, class of weights, which will be introduced
in Section 2.

The Lipschitz condition for the Coifman type estimate (1.2) can be weakened to a class
of Dini condition [28]. Recall that the homogeneous kernel K (x) = Q(x/|z|)|x|™" is said
to satisfy the Dini condition (denoted by Hpiy;) if

1
/ woo(t)@ < 09,
0 t

where weo(t) := sup{|Q(01) — Q(02)] : 61,02 € S*7L, |01 — 65| < t}.
To introduce more known results, we need to introduce the definition of L"-H6rmander
condition.

Definition 1.1 (L"-H6érmander condition, [28]). A function K is called to satisfy L"-
Hormander condition if there exist positive constants ¢ and C such that for any y € R™
and R > cly|,

o0 1

(QmR)%(/ !K(x—y)—K(x)\rdx)F§C<oo, 1 <7r<oo;
| 2mR<a|<2mHIR
> (@2"R)" sup K(z—y) - K()] < C <00, =00,

m—1 {z: 2mR<|z|<2m+1R}

Let H, be the class of kernels satisfying the L"-Hormander condition, then the following
including relationship holds:

HDiniCHOOCHrCHSCHl, l1<s<r<oo.

It was Kurtz and Wheeden [28], who first studied the weighted norm inequalities of the
operator T" with K satisfying L"-H6rmander condition. Surprisingly, Martell, Pérez and
Trujillo [43] showed that inequality (1.2) no longer holds if K € H, for 1 <r < oo.

In 2005, Lorente et al. [41] introduced the following LA-Hoérmander condition by replac-
ing the L" norm in Definition 1.1 with a more general Orlicz norm. Let A be a Young
function (see Section 2.5). K is said to satisfy the LA-Hérmander condition if there exsit
¢>1and C > 0 such that for any y € R” and R > cly|,

o0

(13) Z (QmR)n H(K( - y) - K('))XQmR<|m|§2m+lR(')HA7B(072m+1R) <C.

m=1

When the kernel satisfies the LA-Hérmander condition, the Coifman type estimates,
the weighted weak type endpoint estimates and two-weight estimates were established
in [40], [41] and [42]. More related works about L"-Hérmander condition can be found in
the references [56,59]. It is worth noting that the L"-Hormander condition also plays a
crucial role in studying rough singular integral operators in the works of Watson [59].

Consider now the singular integral operator T' of non-convolution type. It is known
that many important operators in Harmonic analysis are of non-convolution type, such
as Calderén communators, non-standard singular integral operators, Coifman-Meyer type
operators. Let T be a bounded linear operator on L?, and for a bounded function f with
compact support, we always assume that T can be represented in the form that

(1.4) T(f)(x) = - K(z,y)f(y)dy, « ¢&supp f,
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where the kernel K : R" x R"\{(z,z) : x € R"} — R is a locally integrable function. In
2008, Guo et al. [24] introduced the following non-convolution type L"-Hérmander kernel
condition in studying of the Riesz transform associated with the Schrédinger operators.

Definition 1.2 ( [24]). Let K be a locally integrable function, we say that K satisfies the
L"-Hormander condition:
(1) when 1 <r < oo,

oo
1 1/r
sup sup E ‘QkQ’<’2kQ‘ ‘K(l’,y) _K(Zay)’rdy> < 00,
x,zE%Q k=1 2kQ\2F-1Q

o.]
1 1/r
k
sup sup » |2 Q!(,QkQ‘ o \K(y,w)—K(y,Z)!rdy> < 003
Q 7,2€5Q =1 2FQ\2F1Q

(2) when r = oo,

o0
sup sup Y [2"Q| esssup |K(x,y) — K(z,y)| < oo,
Q z,263Q1—1 ye2kQ\2F-1Q

oo
sup sup Z 128Q|  esssup  |K(y,z) — K(y,2)| < oc.
Q z261Qk—1 ye2kQ\2k—1Q

In multilinear setting, it was Li [37] who showed that the operators with the multilin-
ear L"-Hormander condition can be dominated pointwisely by a finite number of sparse
operators and satisfy the quantitative weighted estimates. Recently, Cao and Yabuta [8]
obtained the quantitative weighted estimates for Littlewood-Paley square functions satis-
fying the multilinear L"-Hérmander condition.

This paper focuses on the following non-convolution type LA-Hormander condition,
which is an essential extension of the LA-Hérmander condition (1.3).

Definition 1.3 (L4-Hérmander condition of non-convolution type). Given a Young
function A, define

oo
Hian=sup sup S [2°Q] [(K(@) = K(zxarooia | oo
Q z,2eiQ k=1 A,2°Q
2

oo
Hiaz=swp sup Y 12Q1|(K(2) K)o, s
Q x,zE%Q k=1 A2RQ

if Hxk o = max{Hg a1, Hi a2} < 00, then we call K satisfies LA-Hérmander condition.

Let 74 be the class of kernels satisfying the LA-Hérmander condition (without ambi-
guity about the kernel function K, shorten Hg 4 to H4). An operator T' for which the
kernel K € H 4 satisfies (1.4) and the size condition K(x,y) < Cklr —y|™, = # y, is
called an A-Hormander operator.

1.2. The general commutators.

The study of commutators of Calderén-Zygmund operators can be traced back to the
celebrated work given by Coifman, Rochberg and Weiss [11], in which they defined the
commutator [b, T| by

[0, T f(x) = bT(f)(x) = T(bf)(x),
where T is the standard Calderén-Zygmund operator and b is a locally integrable function.
Although the initial interest in studying such operators was related to the generalization of
the classical factorization theorem of Hardy spaces, many applications in other areas have
also been discovered, especially in partial differential equations, as referenced in [18,23].
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It is worth noting that the weak (1,1) estimate for [b,T] does not hold. However, it still
enjoys certain weak L log L type estimate (see [48]).
In [50], Pérez and Pradolini introduced the high order commutator of T' defined by

T, f(z) = [b, "] f(2), Ty f(z) = b, T]f(2),
and they established the weak type endpoint estimates for 7T;" with arbitrary weights.

Theorem A ( [50]). Let T' be a Calderdn-Zygmund operator and m € N. Assume that
b € BMO, then for every weight w and 0 < e < 1,

(15) w({s €R": [T f(z)] > A}) < Cur /R G YA———

holds for all X > 0, where ®p,(t) = tlog™ (e +1).

In 2002, Pérez and Trujillo-Gonzalez [52] first defined the general commutator as follows
(1.6 T (@) = [ TL0i0) = b)) s )y,
j=1

where b = (b1,...,by) is a finite family of locally integrable functions. It is worth men-
tioning that weighted strong as well as weak type endpoint estimates for Tj; were given
in [52].

Remark 1.4. Note that when m = 1, T} coincides with the classical linear commutator
b, T];Ifb; =b,i=1,...,m, then T; exactly is m order iterated commutators T;"; Assume
that @ = (aq,...,qm,) € N if we take by = -+ =bgy,..., by = -+ = bg,,, in this case,

Tof(0) = Tyaf (@)= | T(0s60) = b 1w
j=1

Recently, using extrapolation techniques, the weighted boundedness results for T; - have
been obtained in [6].

1.3. Historical background.

In the weighted theory, the Fefferman-Stein inequality and Coifman-Fefferman inequal-
ity have attracted the attention of many researchers. Now we briefly review the background
of these two inequalities.

e Fefferman-Stein inequality. The origin of the Fefferman-Stein inequality can be
traced back to the celebrated work of Fefferman and Stein [19]. They obtained the following
endpoint estimate for the classical Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M,

A

where w is an arbitrary weight and the constant C), only depends on the dimension n.
Later on, Muckenhoupt and Wheeden conjectured that a similar estimate holds for any
Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator T, namely, there exists a constant C' such
that for any weight w and A > 0,

(1.7) w({z e R": [Mf(z)| > A}) < Cy ’f(x)’Mw(:c)d:ﬂ,
R™

(1.8) w({z e R": [T f(z)| > A}) < C/Rn ’f()\x)’Mw(x)dx,

which is known as the Muckenhoupt-Wheeden conjecture.

Recall that w satisfies Muckenhoupt A; condition (or belongs to the class A;) if there
exists ¢ > 0 such that Mw(x) < [w]a,w(z), a.e. x € R™, then (1.8) implies that for any
wE A,

(1.9) w({z € R": [Tf(2)] > A}) < Clula, /

n A
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which is referred to as the weak conjecture of Muckenhoupt and Wheeden.

In recent decades, Numerous significant investigations have been made in these field
from different perspective. It was Chanillo and Wheeden [9] who verified that the in-
equality (1.8) holds when T is a square function; Later on, (1.8) was shown to be true by
Buckley [7] if ws(z) = |2|~"(179, 0 < § < 1; However, in 2011, Reguera [54] demonstrated
that the dyadic version of the Muckenhoupt-Wheeden conjecture is not valid for the Haar
multiplier. Building upon this, Reguera and Thiele [55] proved that (1.8) does not hold for
the Hilbert transform, which disproves the Muckenhoupt-Wheeden conjecture. It was not
until 2015 that Nazarov et al. [45] constructed a “smooth” weight function for the Hilbert
transform and proved that (1.9) is not valid, consequently refuting the weaker version
of the Muckenhoupt-Wheeden conjecture. Further studies on the Muckenhoupt-Wheeden
conjecture can be found in [14,34] and the references therein.

Based on the above extensive studies of Muckenhoupt-Wheeden conjecture, people be-
gan to pay attention to the deformation of Fefferman-Stein inequality and its dependence
on the weight constant, as follows:

e If M in (1.8) is replaced by a slightly larger operator, does (1.8) hold?
e What is the dependence between the constant in (1.9) and the A; weight constant?

An affirmative answer to the first questionwas given by Pérez. In [47], he proved that if
the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M on right-hand side is replaced by M? (M? =
M o M) or even by the operator My jog )= With any € > 0, then (1.8) remains valid, that
is,

w({z e R": |Tf(z)] >A}) <C - ’JC(—;)’MQw(:U)d:U.

For the second question, Lerner, Ombrosi and Pérez [35] based on a particular case of the
Coifman type estimate, proved that for any w € Ay,

w({e € B 7f(@)] > A}) < Clla, loge + fula,) |

no A

It was shown by Lerner et al. [33] that the logarithm type dependence on the constants of
the weight is necessary.

As mentioned above, the commutators exhibit more singularity than the operators
themselves, so the Fefferman-Stein inequality with respect to commutators naturally be-
come a subject worthy of intensive study. After Pérez and Pradolini [50] obtained (1.5)
in 2001, Pérez and Rivera-Rios [51] further considered the weak type endpoint estimates
of multilinear commutators 7y, the results are as follows:

Theorem B ( [51]). Let T' be a Calderon-Zygmund operator and m € N. Assume that
b= (b1,...,bm) € BMO™, then for every weight w and 0 < e < 1,

b
(1.10) w({z e R": |T:f(z)| > A}) < gm% /]R" <I>m<HHL§)W)ML(1ogL)m+Ew(x)dm,

where O, (t) = tlog™(e +t) and Hﬂ’BMO = [T:%, [|bill BMO-

It is observed that the right-hand side of (1.10) has an exact estimate with a constant
e. In particular, when the weight function w belongs to Ay or Aj, utilizing the reverse
Holder inequality immediately yields a quantitative weighted estimates for the commuta-
tors, which coincides with [46, Theorem 2.9]. By examining (1.10), we can also note that
the exponent of € depends on the iteration number m of the commutators and when m = 1,
the constant on the right-hand side is 6% In 2017, Lerner, Ombrosi and Rivera-Rios [36]
proved that the result still holds for % when m = 1, which improved (1.10).

e Coifman-Fefferman inequality. The inequality of the form (1.2) is called the
Coifman-Fefferman inequality. The estimate can be viewed as a certain control of the
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Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M with respect to the operator 7', which implies
that M can be used to characterize the weighted boundedness of T" in some extent. One
of the most usual techniques for proving such results is to establish a good-\ inequality
between T" and M, which leads to an unavailability of the constant C with respect to
the dependence of the weight w or the parameter p in the detailing. To overcome this
shortcoming, many experts have considered the alternative approaches to prove (1.2). For
instance, the proof presented in [1] uses a pointwise estimate involving the sharp maximal
function; The proof in [16] utilizes an extrapolation techniques avoiding good-\ inequality
that enables the derivation of estimates like (1.2) for any A; weights.

Due to the fact that the Coifman-Fefferman inequality can be utilized in the proofs of
numerous other weighted norm inequalities, it plays a crucial role in the weighted theory.
Firstly, as mentioned above, (1.2) can be used to characterize the weighted boundedness of
T, ie., if T satisfies (1.2), then T" is bounded on LP(w) for any weight w € Ap,1 < p < oco.
It is not widely known that the inequality (1.2) has been proven to be the crucial estimate
in establishing the following non-standard two-weight result for 7' [47], namely, for any
weight w, it holds that

(1.11) | rr@reis < [ |@psi s

where |p| denotes the integer part of p and M P41 means the (|p]+1)-fold composition of
M. In fact, (1.11) is actually a strong type Fefferman-Stein inequality, and this discovery
also illustrates the connection between two inequalities. Another essential consequence of
inequality (1.2) is the crucial role it plays in the solution of Sawyer’s conjecture, see [15]
for more details. In addition, (1.2) is closely related to the C, theory, which has been
explored in [44] and [57].

In recent years, how to specify the dependence of the implicit constants on the weight
w of the Coifman-Fefferman inequality has become an interesting topic. In this direction,
Lerner et al. [35] obtained the explicit dependence of the constant with respect w € A,,1 <
p < oo. Later on, the quantitative Coifman-Fefferman inequalities were proved for a
variety of singular operators, including vector valued extensions and multilinear Calderén-
Zygmund operators in [46]. In 2019, the quantitative Coifman-Fefferman inequality about
rough singular integral operator Tq with Q € L®(S"~1) was established in [38]. Since no
good-\ estimate relating T, and M is known to hold, instead, the proof of this result is a
consequence of the sparse domination for T together with the technique of principal cubes.
Very recently, Lerner [31] gives a sufficient condition to describe the Coifman-Fefferman
inequality of the non-degenerate singular integral operator.

The Coifman-Fefferman inequality of the commutator of Calderén-Zygmund operator
with a BMO function was given in [49]:
1067117y < ellbllEnioll M £l o for any w € Ax.
In 2012, Ortiz-Caraballo et al. [46] derived the following quantitative weighted inequality,

which was achieved via establishing a pointwise domination of commutators.

Theorem C ( [46]). Let T be a Calderdn-Zygmund operator, b € BMO and w € Ay,. For
the m-th (m > 2) commutator T;", there exists a constant ¢, 1 such that

1T fll oy < enr2™ max{, p™ ol 3T Bl1Eo M ™ fll 2oy, 0 < p < o0

1.4. Motivation.

It is universally acknowledged that sparse domination, owing to its localization and
sparseness, has become a crucial and effective tool in quantitative weighted Fefferman-
Stein inequality and Coifman-Fefferman inequality over the past few decades. One of its
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remarkable improvement was Lerner’s demonstration [29,30] that the Calderén-Zygmund
operator can be dominated by the sparse operators Ag as follows:

Asf@) =) ﬁ /Q 1 (@)ldexg (),

Qes

where each @) is a cube with its sides parallel to the axis and S is a sparse family. This
crucial fact facilitates a streamlined and alternative approach in proving the Ay theorem
which was initially established by Hytonen [26]. Subsequently, Lerner and Nazarov [32],
Conde-Alonso and Rey [13] independently demonstrated that the Calderén-Zygmund op-
erator 1" can be dominated pointwisely by a finite number of sparse operators in the way
that

3n
ITf ()] < ey As, f(x).
j=1

The ideas of sparse domination have been applied extensively to a wide range of extensions,
such as commutators [36], rough singular integrals [12], Bochner-Riesz multipliers [5] and
so on. We refer the interested reader to [4,8,37,58] and the references therein.

As mentioned above, Lerner, Ombrosi and Rivera-Rios [36] obtained the Fefferman-
Stein inequalities by establishing the pointwise sparse domination of [b,T], as stated in
the following theorem.

Theorem D ( [36]). Let T be an w-Calderdn-Zygmund operator (for the definition, see

Section 2) and w satisfies Dini condition: fol w(t)% < o0. If b € BMO, then for every
weight w and 0 < € < 1,

w({z € R": |[b,T)f(x)| > A\}) < é/ @(WLW)MLML)HEM(@M

In particular, when w € Aq,

w({z € R : [[b,T]f(2)| > A}) < [w]a, ®([w]a) / @(HZ)HL?W)w(x)dx,

where ®(t) = tlog(e +t).

Our motivation orginates from the following three aspects:

(1). The study of A-Hérmander operators and their commutators has drawn significant
attention due to their deep connections with weighted inequalities. In 2008, Lorente et
al. [42] made substantial progress by establishing the Coifman-Fefferman inequality for
commutators associated with A, weights. Subsequently, they further extended these
results [40] by proving the Fefferman-Stein inequality under the framework of maxi-
mal functions dependent on a Young function A. More recently, Ibafiez-Firnkorn and
Rivera-Rios [27] employed the sparse domination technique to obtain various quantitative
weighted results for A-Hormander operator 7" and the m order iterated commutators 7",
including strong weighted estimates, Coifman-Fefferman inequalities, weak-type endpoint
estimates, and local exponential decay estimates. As a notable application, they gener-
alized prior results from [36] by proving Fefferman-Stein inequalities for 77", where T is
assumed to be an w-Calderén-Zygmund operator. These developments have significantly
expanded our understanding of the interplay between Hormander-type conditions, Young
functions, and the underlying properties of operators and their kernels.

While these advances are primarily focused on the commutators T;", it remains an open
problem whether these results can be extended to more general framework. In particular,
what kinds of sparse domination and weak type endpoint estimates with arbitrary weights
does T5 satisfy forms our first motivation.
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(2). A further challenge arises in understanding the precise dependence of the exponent
¢ appearing in Theorem B, particularly its relationship with the parameters m and the
number of functions b; involved in the commutators T;. Theorem B indicates that € is in-
herently tied to m and Theorem D holds only in the case m = 1, which limits the flexibility
and generality of the estimates, especially when dealing with higher-order commutators or
varying numbers of functions b;. This dependence becomes particularly problematic when
considering higher-order commutators or scenarios with varying numbers of functions b,
as it obscures the individual influence of these parameters on the behavior of €.

Our second motivation is to decouple the dependence of € on m. Such a decoupling
would not only provide deeper insight into the behavior of € but also allow for sharper
and more refined estimates that better capture the individual contributions of m and the
number of b;’s.

(3). Our third motivation is to improve the precision of the constants and to extend the
range of indices in the weighted Coifman-Fefferman inequalities for 7" or T;. By refining
the dependence of the constants on the parameters of the operators and the weights, as
well as expanding the scope of the inequalities to a broader class of indices, we aim to
provide a more comprehensive and flexible framework for understanding these inequalities.
This will help to understand the intricate relationship between the structure of Ty, the
weights, and the associated norm inequalities.

1.5. Main results.

In this paper, we first establish a pointwise sparse domination principle for the general
commutators of A-Hormander operators, providing a useful tool for their quantitative
analysis. As a key application of this framework, we derive the Fefferman-Stein inequality
in the context of arbitrary weights. Furthermore, we develop a quantitative version of the
weighted Coifman-Fefferman inequality, offering sharper constants and a broader range of
applicability. These results extend and unify many previous works, which contribute to
a more comprehensive and profound understanding of the theory of commutators in the
weighted setting.

Before stating our results, we need to give a definition as follows.

Definition 1.5. Let 1 < py < p; < co. Define the class of functions Y (po,p1) as the class
of functions A for which there exsit constants cap,, cap, andta > 1 such that

tho < CAJ,OA(t), t>ta; thr < CA,plA(t), t<ty.

We now present several examples of Young functions that belong to Y(po, p1):
(1) If A(t) =t", 1 <r < oo, then A € Y(r,r);
(2) Let A(t) =tlog®(e +t), & > 0, we have A € Y(1,1);
(3) When A(t) = tlog®(e + t)log? (e + log(e + 1)), a, B > 0, then A € Y(1,1).
The above examples essentially cover several types of Young functions that we want to in-
vestigate. Therefore, the requirement that A € )(pg, p1) does not constitute a substantial
constraint on our conclusions.
Now we are ready to state our main results. The first one is the following pointwise
sparse domination for the general commutators of A-Hormander operators.

Theorem 1.6. Let m € N and A be a Young function. Assume that T is an A-Hormander
operators. If A € Y(po,p1) (1 < po < p1 < ), then for any locally integrable functions

b= (b1,...,bp) on R™ and bounded function f with compact support, there exist 3™ sparse
families {Sj}j?il such that

g0
(1.12) T3 (@) < ComCr Y > Alg, (b, f)@), ae zeR",

j=1~€{0,13™
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where O = ¢p,pg,p; max{cap,, cAml}(HA + HTHLQHLQ) and

Z H Hzrll(bl - <bi>Q)fHA7QXQ(x)7 v = 67
AL g (b, f) (@) = O )
e os(w) = Goal | TT 05 = i) |, xa(e), 720

QES; siys=1

For the endpoint case, using Theorem 1.6, we establish the weak type Fefferman-Stein
inequality with arbitrary weights of the general commutator T5.

Theorem 1.7. Let m € N and b = (by, ..., by) € BMO™ with ||bs||pmo = 1,i = 1,...,m.
Assume that Ag, Ay, ..., Ap are Young functions satisfying Ag € Y(po,p1) (1 < po < p1 <
00) and A7Y()AL,()CTI(E) < ct,t > 1,0 = 1,...,m, where C(t) = ¢! — 1. If T is an
Ag-Hérmander operator and A; is submultiplicative, i.e., A;(xvy) < A;(z)A;(y), then for
any weight w and every family of Young functions pr:= @, 1,), 0 < lo <1y <m, it holds
that

w({z € R": |Tpf(z)| > A}) < Ko nm) /Rn Am(|f(>\$)|)Mwmym)w(x)dx

m [1—1
|f(z)]
+ Z Z K@(zl,z2) /Rn Am—h( h\ )M¢zl—z2°¢(zl,12)w($)d$a

11=112=0
with
-1 2
L () Am (1082 (e1))
B cn + floo (m, 12 10g3(6+t) , ll = l2 =1m,
(1.13) Kpq, ) = 0L, () Aty (log1+ ) (e41)

-1
00 P(iy,19) %1 -1
Cn+/8m,ll,l2+f1 = 7

2 10gT 72 (e 1) dt, others,

where Py 1,1, 15 an absolute constant and ®;(t) = tlog’(e +t).

Remark 1.8. We now make some comments on Theorem 1.7. First of all, let b; = b, i =
1,...,m, then the results of Theorem 1.7 cover the conclusions in [27, Theorem 2.7]. Sec-
ondly, if m = 0, that is, Ty = T', [40, Theorem 3.1] proved that the Aop-Hérmander operator
T satisfied the following Fefferman-Stein inequality under some certain conditions:

(1.14) w({z eR":|Tf(z)] > A}) S /Rn MMAOw(x)dx.

We note that the conclusions of Theorem 1.7 are complementary to (1.14). Indeed, Martell,
Pérez, and Trujillo [43] demonstrated that the H, condition is not sufficiently indicative
of the validity of the A; conjecture. In particular, the weak-type A; estimate for the
operator 1" cannot be directly deduced from (1.14). This limitation stems from the fact
that the Orlicz maximal operators on the right-hand side of (1.14) are constrained by
the choice of the initial Young function Ag. In contrast, the Orlicz maximal operators
considered in our results are not subject to such restrictions. Moreover, in Theorem 1.7,
the Young function Ay is coupled with the function f, which is in stark contrast to the
scenario in (1.14), where f remains independent of Ay. This distinction underscores a
key difference: the dependency of the weight on the Young function in (1.14) imposes
limitations on flexibility, whereas our results exhibit greater generality by avoiding such
dependencies. Therefore, these two results can be viewed as complementary.

Finally, comparing Theorem 1.7 with [40, Theorem 3.8|, our results establish a con-
nection between the boundedness constant and the family of Young functions ¢ :=
P(12)» 0 < l2 < Iy < m, which lays the groundwork for deriving the subsequent The-
orem 1.9.

Using Theorem 1.7, we can obtain the Fefferman-Stein inequalities for the general com-
mutators of w-Calderén-Zygmund operators with arbitrary weights.
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Theorem 1.9. Let m € N and b = (b1,...,by) € BMO™. Assume that T is an w-
Calderon-Zygmund operator with w satisfying the Dini condition: folw(t)% < 00. Then

for any weight w and every 0 < e < 1, we have
(1.15)

1 b flx
’LU({I' e R"™: ‘Tgf(.%')‘ > )\}) S g /n (bm (M)ML(logL)m(loglogL)l‘FEw(x)dma

where @, (t) = tlog™(e + ).

Remark 1.10. First of all, in terms of operators, note that when w(t) = ° for some
0 < 0 < 1, the w-Calderén-Zygmund operator coincides with the classical Calderén-
Zygmund operator, which means that our results is an essential extension of Theorem
B. Secondly, in terms of constant, compared with [51], (1.15) completely separates the
dependence between the crucial constant € and the number m of the commutator, that is,
the constant em% in (1.10) has been improved to % Finally, in terms of weight, the fact
M (1o Lym (log log L)+ W (%) < CeM (105 pym+-w(x) shows that Theorem 1.9 generalizes the
results of [51].

As an application of Theorem 1.9, we can directly obtain the following two classical
forms of weak type endpoint estimates.

Corollary 1.11. Let m, T and b be as the same as in Theorem 1.9, then for any weight
w and every 0 < € < 1, there exists a constant C. independent of m such that
(1.16)

Crm.Ce b
w({z e R" : |T:f(z)] > A}) < % /n D, (HHL)(W>ML(IOgL)m+Ew(x)dx,

where C. = elog'™ (e + log(2¢)) 4+ 21+5(1 + 1/¢) =,
More generally, we can even obtain the following estimate:

(1.17)

Crm b
w({z € R": [Ty f ()] > A}) < ’T’T /n @m<M)MLUOgL)m+Ew($)d$.

Corollary 1.12. Let m, T and b be as above. If w € A%k (see Section 2.4), then
w({z € R : |T;f(z)| > A})

(1.18) b x
S K (w)[w]fyear log(e + [w] gyear) /n ®M<M>Mw(x)dx.
Furthermore, if w € Ay, then we have
w({z € R": [T;pf(z)| > A})
(1.19) b x
< K(w)|w) 4, [w]fgak log(e + [w] gyear ) /n @m<M)w(:ﬂ)d%

— 2(Tn [w]AWeak)_l . .
where K(w) = qe,e ES , Tn 15 as stated in Lemma 2.7.

Remark 1.13. We make some comments on Corollaries 1.11 and 1.12. If m = 1, then
T; = [b,T], which means that our results cover Theorem D; when b; = b,i = 1,...,m,
Theorem 3.1 in [27] is just a special case of Corollaries 1.11 and 1.12. In addition, since
the AY°K weight class is a broader class of weights than the A., weight class, and it fails
to meet the doubling condition (as exemplified in [2, Example 3.2]), the constant K (w) in
Corollary 1.12 is indispensable.

For the quantitative weighted Coifman-Fefferman inequalities of the general commuta-
tors, we have
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Theorem 1.14. Let0 < p < oo, m € N and b = (b1,...,by) € BMO™. Assume that A, B
are Young functions such that A € Y(po,p1) (1 < po < p1 < 00) and B~H(t)(C~Ht))™ <
cAY(t) for t > 1, where C(t) = et — 1. If T is an A-Hormander operator, then for any
w e As,

(EUNN N m<Ww«m<Hmmwo A w3 | (M f(2)Pw(e)de

Rn

Remark 1.15. It is clear that when b; = b,7 = 1,...,m, Theorem 1.14 coincides with [27,
Theorem 2.3]. In addition, in order to overcome the dependence on the A, constant
caused by extrapolation, we employ sparse domination to obtain the quantitative estimate
for the full range 0 < p < oo with a precise control of the A, constant. This not only
refines [27, Theorem 2.3] by extending the range of p, but also enhances the results in [42]
by relaxing the kernel condition and providing more precise quantitative estimates for the
weight constants.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.14, we obtain the following weighted Coifman-Fefferman
inequalities for L"-Hormander operators and their general commutators.

Corollary 1.16. Let m, p and b be as above. If 1 <r <oo and T is a singular integral
operator with kernel satisfying L"-Hormander condition, then for any 0 < ¢ < 1 and
wE As,

020 [ e S T ol 70 [ 0tser(o) e

Corollary 1.17. Let 1 < r < o0 and T be a singular integral operator with kernel satis-
fying L"-Hérmander condition, then for any 0 < p < 0o and w € Ao,

| rh@pe@ds £ = [ 06 @) e

oo Rn

Furthermore, if ' < p < 0o, then for w € A, .., T is bounded on LP(w) and

p/T
p

| r@pPuds < Wl fwl”, [ 17@Peds.

p/T

Remark 1.18. Corollary 1.17 gives the weighted norm inequalities for L"-Hormander
operators with an accurate weighted constant, which improves [43, Theorem 2.2].

As another corollary of Theorem 1.14, we have the following quantitative weighted
estimates for the iterated commutators of w-Calderén-Zygmund operators.

Corollary 1.19. Let 0 < p < 0o, m € N and b € BMO. Assume T is an w-Calderdn-
Zygmund operator with w satisfying the Dini condition: fol w(t)@ < 0o. Then for any

t
w e As,

12 [ i@ S e wi Wi [ 0@ s
R R”

In terms of the dependence on the weight constant, Corollary 1.19 is consistent with
Theorem C when p > 1, but when 0 < p < 1, Theorem C outperforms our result. This
phenomenon arises from the insufficient smoothness of the operators under consideration.
To address this issue, we impose more stronger smoothness conditions on the kernels of
operators and obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.20. Let0 < p < oo, m € N and b = (b1,...,by) € BMO™. Assume that A, B
are Young functions such that B=1(t)(C~1(¢t))™ < cA=L(t) fort > 1, where C(t) = €' — 1.
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If T is an A-Hormander operator with kernel K € HAm (see Definition 7.1). Then for
w € Ay and any bounded function f with compact support, it holds that

m
(1.23) 1T5f oy < C T I0illmno lw] 35 M a £l o).

i=1
Remark 1.21. We now make some comments on Theorem 1.20. Since the quantitative
weighted estimate of 77 is our primary interest, we do not track the dependence on p,
but it can be obtained according to our proof procedure; Moreover, compared to Theorem
1.14, Theorem 1.20 provides a more precise A,, constant independently of p, although it
has the additional restriction K € Hj,,; Furthermore, if b; = b,i = 1,...,m, then

175" fll ey < ClIbIBNo ]2 1M fll o)
which is the quantitative version of [42, Theorem 3.3 (a)].

Corollary 1.22. Let 0 < p < oo, m € N and b € BMO. Assume that T is an w-Calderdn-
Zygmund operator with w satisfying the log-Dini condition:

Lw(t I
(1.24) / w(t) (1 + log —> dt < oo.
o 1 t
If w € Ay, then for any bounded function f with compact support,
(1.25) 1 T3 ey < CH 16l B30 [w]G I f| Lo ) -
i=1

The organization of this article is as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some basic
definitions and present some known facts as well as lemmata needed throughout the rest
of this paper. Section 3 contains the proof of pointwise sparse domination (1.12) for the
general commutators, which plays a fundamental role in our analysis. The weak endpoint
type estimates with arbitrary weights are proved in Section 4 and the purpose of Section
5 is to prove Theorem 1.9. Section 6 is devoted to establishing the quantitative weighted
Coifman-Fefferman inequality based on the sparse domination. The proof of Theorem 1.20
is presented in Section 7. Finally, some applications, including Calderén commutators,
homogeneous singular operators and Fourier multipliers, will be given in Section 8.

Throughout this paper, we will use C' or ¢ to denote a positive constant, which is
independent of the main parameters and may vary at each occurrence. For a cube @
and a > 0, a@) denotes the cube with center as ) and whose side length is a times that
of Q. Given a function f and a cube @, (f)g denotes the average of f on @, that is,
(fo = ITBI fQ f(z)dz. For a fixed p with 1 < p < oo, p’ denotes the dual exponent of p,
that is, p’ = p/(p — 1). For a multi-index o = (a1,...,a,) € N, |a] = > | o;. Besides,
the nation A < B, we mean that A < CB for some constant C' > 0 and A ~ B stands for
A< B<A

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we present some definitions, fundamental facts and lemmas which will
be used later.

2.1. w-Calderén-Zygmund operators. Let w : [0,1] — [0,00) be a modulus of conti-
nuity, that is, a continuous, increasing, submultiplicative function with w(0) = 0.

Recall that 7 is called an w-Calderén-Zygmund operator if it is linear, bounded on L?
and admits the following representation

Tf(z)= - K(z,y)f(y)dy, = ¢ supp f,



TWO INEQUALITIES FOR THE GENERAL COMMUTATORS 13

where f € Li _(R") and K, defined away from the diagonal z = y in R", is a locally
integrable function, satisfying the size condition

CK
Kx7y §771-7éy7
Koy < 2

and a smoothness condition

K (2,y) ~ K(@',9)| + K (y,2) — K(,2)] < w(’@‘_;’)‘xfw

for |z —y| > 2|z — 2/|.

2.2. Sparse family. In this subsection, we will introduce a very useful tool named dyadic
calculus, which was systematically studied in [32].

Given a cube Q C R™, let D(Q) denote the set of all dyadic cubes with respect to
@, namely, the cubes from D(Q) are generated by repeating subdivision of @) and its
descendants in 2" cubes with the same length.

Definition 2.1. A family of cubes D is called to be a dyadic lattice if it satisfies the
following properties:

(1) if Q € D, then every descendant of Q is in D as well;

(2) for every two cubes Q1,Q2 € D, there exists a common ancestor Q) € D such that

Q1,Q2 € D(Q);
(8) for every compact set K C R™, there exists a cube Q € D such that K C Q.

Note that, if Qo € D, then every cube in D(Q) will also belong to D.

The following Three Lattice Theorem, a fundamental concept in dyadic calculus (as
outlined in [32, Theorem 3.1]), palys a crucial role in elucidating the intricate structure of
dyadic lattices.

Lemma 2.2 ( [32]). Given a dyadic lattice D, there exist 3" dyadic lattices {D;}]_; such
that

371
{3Q:QeD}=|]JD;
j=1
and for each cube Q) € D, there exists a unique cube Rg in some D; such that () C Rg
and 3lg = IR, -

Remark 2.3. Given a dyadic lattice D. For an arbitrary cube @ C R™, there exists a
cube Q' € D such that %Q <lg <lg and Q C 3Q'". It follows from Lemma 2.2 that
3Q" = P € Dj for some j € {1,...,m}. Therefore, for every cube @ C R", we can find a
P € D; for some j such that Q C P and [p < 3lg.

With the preceding definition and lemma in hand, we are ready to give the definition
of sparse family.

Definition 2.4. Let D be a dyadic lattice. S C D 1is called a n-sparse family with 0 < n < 1
if for every cube Q € S, there exists a measurable subset Eg C Q such that n|Q| < |Eg],
where the {EqQ} are pairwise disjoint.

2.3. Sharp maximal functions. For a locally integrable function f, The basic tools
we will use are the standard Hardy-Littlewood maximal function and the sharp maximal
function of Fefferman and Stein [20] defined by

— )|d
M(f)(z) = %1;12 |Q|/|f )dy,

and

# = inf — ~
M) = s int 0 170~ cldy = s [ 1760~ (ol

Qaz c€ER
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where the supremum is taken over all cubes ) containing x. For 0 < § < oo, denote M;
and M} by

T = g X 1/6— su 6 /
Ms(f) () = (M5 (1) () p,Q‘/If Pay) "

and

MF () (@) = (MH(f1°)())"/°.
If we restrict our considerations to dyadic cubes, we adopt the following notations accord-
ingly M#4, Mgl and Mf’d. The relationship between Mgl and Mg#’d is given in [46, p.10].

Lemma 2.5 ( [46]). Let0 < p < 00,0 <0 <1, andw € Ax,. Then there exists a constant
C only depending on n such that

M) oy < € max{L, pYw]an [MF ()l o,
for any function f such that the left-hand side is finite.

2.4. The classical weights. This subsection primarily aims to introduce the pertinent
definitions of classical weights and the weak A., class, along with their key properties.
Let us start with the Muckenhoupt weights.

We call that a nonnegative and locally integrable function w on R™ belongs to the
Muckenhoupt class A, with 1 < p < oo, if

wl, = (17 [ w@) (i [ o' @)™ <

For p =1, a weight w belongs to the class A; if there exsits a constant C' such that

x)dr < Cessinf w(x

[Ql / sipfu(@)

and the infimum of these constants C is called the A; constant of w, denoted by [w]4, .
Since the A, classes are increasing with respect to p, the A class of weights is defined in

a natural way by
A = [ Ap-

p>1

It is not clear how to characterize the class Ao in terms of a constant from the definition
of As. However, it was proved by Fujji [21] and Wilson [60] that a weight w € A if and
only if

[w]a,, =sup ———= /M wxQ)(z)dr < oo,
o w(

which is known as the Fujii-Wilson AOO constant. For A, weights, it turns out to the

following lemma can be regarded as a characterization of its quantitative version.

Lemma 2.6 ( [27]). There exists ¢,, > 0 such that for every w € A, every cube Q and
every measurable subset £ C @, it holds that

w(E) |E|\ eforas
v <@ ™

Now we introduce a class of weights which genuinely weakens the A, class. A weight
w is said to belong to weak A, class, written w € Agjoe“k , if there exist 0 < ¢,d < oo such
that the estimate
E]

w(FE) < C(\Ql

) w(2Q)
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holds for every cube and every measurable set £ C . Similar to the Fujii-Wilson A,
constant, w € A% if and only if
1
weak
4% = sup

Q w(2Q)
It has been demonstrated in [2] that the constant 2 in the average could be replaced by
any parameter o > 1 and the following reverse Holder’s inequality is valid.

[w]

/ M(wxq)(x)dz < oo.
Q

Lemma 2.7 ( [2]). Let w € A% then for all cubes Q in R™ with sides parallel to the

axes,
1 / r(w) ﬁ 2 /
— | w z)dx < — w(x)dx,
(@1 Jo )™ = g )

1

Tn [w] weak ’

with
r(w):=1+

oo

where T, is a dimensional constant that we may take to be 1, ~ 2".

2.5. Young functions and Orlicz maximal functions. In this subsection, we intro-
duce some fundamental facts regarding Young functions and Orlicz spaces. We refer the
readers to [53] and [25] for more related information.

A function A defined on [0,00) is called a Young function, if A is a non-negative,
increasing and convex function with A(0) =0 and A(t) — oo as t — oo. It is clear that if
A is a Young function, then A(t)/t is not decreasing. Given a cube @, the localized and
normalized Luxemburg norm associated with the Orlicz space LA (1) is defined by

, 1 |/ ()]
f :1nf{)\>0:—/A—d,u§1}.
H HA(M%Q ,U'(Q) 0 ( 2\ )
For convenience, if ;1 is the Lebesgue measure, we denote | f|la.0 = IIfllaq and if

@ = wdx is an absolutely continuous measure with respect to the Lebesgue measure, we

write || fll a0 = IIflla@w).q-
Now we review several useful conclusions about the Luxemburg norm. First of all, when

A(t) =t" with r > 1, we have || f]|a,0 = ||fllLr.0 = (ﬁ fQ |f(:c)|rd:v)1/r, which goes back
to the standard L" (Q, %) norm. In addition, it is easy to check that if A and B are

Young functions with A(t) < eB(t) for t > to, then || f]|a,g < ¢| f]|B,Q, which can be seen
as a generalized Jensen’s inequality. Another noteworthy property of Orlicz space is the
following generalized Holder’s inequality:

1
2.1) e /Q Foldu < 20 Flagy.@llol z.0

where A(t) = sup,-o{st — A(s)} is the complementary function of Young function A. For
instance, when A(t) = t/p with 1 < p < oo, then A(t) = t*'/p’ and if A(t) = t, a simple
calculation yields that

} 0, t<1
A(t) =s t—1y={" "=
(t) 21;18{8( )} {OO, -

Now we introduce an additional generalization of (2.1) that is beneficial for our work. If
A, B and C are Young functions satisfying A=!(¢)B~1(¢t)C~1(t) < ct for t > tg, then for
cube @Q C R"”, it holds

1f9lleq.e < cllfllag.ollglsuw.o;
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here A71(z) = inf{y € R : A(y) > z} with 0 < 2 < oo, where inf() = co. In view of
the average of the Luxemburg norm, it is natural to define a general maximal operator
associated to the Young function A as

Maf(x) = sup||fllaq:
Q>

where the supremum is taken over all the cubes containing .
We now give some examples of maximal operators related to certain Young functions.

(1) If A(t) =t" with 1 < r < oo, then Mg = M,;

(2) If A(t) = tlog®(e + t) with a > 0, then A(t) ~ et'’* — 1 and we denote My =
M7 10g 1y~ Notice that M < M < M, for all 1 < r < oo. Moreover, My ~ ML
where o =1 € N and Mt is M iterated [ + 1 times;

(3) If A(t) = tlog®(e+t) log® (e+log(e+t)) with ov, B > 0, then M, = M (10g 1) (log log L)# -
In addition, it follows from a detailed calculations that for every 0 < & < 1,

M7, (10g L)y™ (log log L)1+ W(T) < CeM (10 pym+ew(T),
where C. = elog™(2e) log ™ (e + log(2¢)) 4 21+ (1 + 1/¢)'*e.
We end this subsection by stating the Fefferman-Stein inequality for M4.

Lemma 2.8 ( [27, Lemma 4.3]). Let A be a Young function. For any arbitrary weight w
and A > 0, we have

w({z e R": Maf(z) > A}) < 3"/n A(M)Mw(m)dw.
If additionally A is submultiplicative, then
(2.2) w({z €R": Maf(x) > A}) < Con /R A(\f(;)\)Mw(x)dx.

3. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.6

In this section, we aim to establish the sparse domination for 7. We begin by giving
some notations and lemmas. Given a sublinear operator T', define the grand maximal
truncated operator M by

Mo f(z) := supesssup |T'(fxrm\30) (&)l
Q37 £€Q

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q C R™ containing x. Given a cube @, for
T € Qo, a local version of My is defined as follows

Mrgof(z) == sup esssup |T(fx3qq\30)()l-
Q37,0CQ0  £€Q

The following results concerning the grand maximal truncated operator My and A-
Hormander operator T' play a crucial role in our analysis, see [27, Lemma 4.1] and [27,
Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 3.1 ( [27]). Let A be a Young function. If T is an A-Hérmander operator, then
TN 1 pree < en(I TNz 2 + Hy).

Furthermore, as a consequence of Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem and the fact that
T is almost self-dual, we have

IT|p—rr < cn(IT||p2sz2 + Hg), 1 <p < oo.

Lemma 3.2 ( [27]). Let A € Y(po,p1) be a Young function and T be an A-Hormander
singular internal operator. Then the following estimates hold
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(1) For a.e. x € Q,
T(fx30) (@) < enl Tl 1o proe f(2) + Moo f ().
(2) For all x € R™ and 6 € (0,1),
Mrf(@) < ns(HaMaf (@) + My(Tf)(@) + | Tllass g M ().
Furthermore, for any A > 0,
[{z € R" : Mpf(z) > A} |

flx
< /R A<Cn,po,p1 maX{cApO,cA,pl}(HA + HT||L2—>L2) | ()\ )| dx.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. For simplicity, we only consider the case m = 2. Our method still
holds for all m € N with little modifications.

Fix a cube Q9 C R™. We claim that there exists a %—sparse family 7 C D(Qo) such
that for a.e. = € Qo,

(3.1) IT5(fx300)(@)] < ComCr > By (b, )(x),
ve€{0,1}2
where
EONIOED I | (ORTA| ) OSSERT JIC
QEF siys=1 5:7s=0

We postpone the proof of this claim to the end of this section. Assuming the above claim
is true, now take a partition of R™ by cubes @; such that supp f C 3Qo. In fact, we can
take a cube Qg such that supp f C 3Qo and cover 3Qp\Qo by 3" — 1 congruent cubes Q;.
Each of them satisfies Qo C 3Q;. Continue to decompose 9Q\3Qo in the same way and
repeat the above process. Then the union of the resulting cubes Q;, including (g, will
satisfy the desired properties.

With the preceding partition at our disposal, applying (3.1) to each @), we obtain that
for a.e. z € Qj,

\Tg(f)(m)’ < CpmCr Z BX]—‘]. (0, f)(),
ve{o,132

where each Fj is a %—sparse family. Let F = U;F;, then it is easy to check that F is also
a %—sparse family and

(@) < ComCr S BlrB @), e xR
7€{0,1}2
By Remark 2.3, we can deduce that for every Q C R", there exists a cube Rg € D; for
some j, for which 3Q C Rg and |Rq| < 9"|Q|. Therefore, ||f||a3q < cnllflla,r,- Let
S;j={RqgeD;: Qef}.

Then the ——sparseness of F implies that &; is a -sparse family and

29”

|TE ( | < Cn mCTZ Z Z CC), a.e. x € R™.
Jj=17€{0,1}2

The proof of Theorem 1.6 is finished.
Now, we turn our attention to the proof of (3.1). It suffices to show that for a.e. z € Qy,
the following recursive inequality holds

IT5(Fxs0) (@) xau(@) 5 (| H b e f | +H"’ (bi) gy 1114300
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+ [br(x) = (b1) R, ||| (b2 — <b2>RQ0)fHA73QO
+ |ba(z) = (b2) Ry ||| (b1 — <b1>RQ0)fHA73QO)XQo($)
+ ) Ty Fxsp,) (@)X (2),

i

where {P;} C D(Qo) are pairwise disjoint cubes such that > |P;| < 21Qo.

Notice that the last term of the above inequality has the same form as the left side,
therefore we can replace |T3(fx3q,)()|xqo(z) With |T3(fx3p;)(2)|xp;(x) and repeat the
iterative process.

Let F = {P]k}, k € N, where {PJQ} ={Qo}, {le} = {P;}, {Pf} are the cubes obtained
at the k-th stage of the iterative process. Then F is a %—Sparse family, indeed, for each

P¥ we can take EPk P \ Pk

i J+1-

Observe that for any pairwise disjoint cubes {P;} C D(Qo), the linear property of Tj
implies that

T5(f x300) () IXQo () < |T5(Fx3Q0) ()X Qo\u, Py (%) + Z I T5(f X3Q0) () IXP; ()

< |T3(fx3@0) @) x@o\u s () + D IT5(F Xao\3p,) (@) [xps (2)
J

+ Z | T5(fxsp;) (@) xp, ()

In order to prove the recursive inequality, it is sufficient to show that there exist pairwise

disjoint cubes {P;} C D(Qo) such that -, [P;] < 2]Qo| and for a.e. z € Qo,

IT5(X300) (@) XQo\u; Py (@) + D 1 T5(Fxs00\3p;) (@) xp, (2)
J

(HHb— Ra )|+ 1@ = (1), (b2 = G) g, 4,

2
o) — (odgy [I1(br = (01) iy )Ly + LLIDiCE) = (i) gy 17114300 ) X0 @)
i=1

To this aim, using the translational invariance of T, i.e., Ty, . = Ty, where &= (cy, ... yCm.)s
¢ € R, 1 <i<m, it follows that

IT5(Fxs00) (@) xgou [H 1b4(2) — (bi) ro |17 x50 ()]
+ [b1(x) = (b1 ray | [T (b2 — (b2) ro, ) X300 ) ()]
+ [ba(x) = (b2) Ry | [T (b1 = (b1) Rg, ) FX3Q0) (%))

+ ‘T ( ﬁ(bi — (bi) Rg, )fX3Q0> () ” XQo\u, P; (),

i=1
and
2
Z IT;(fx3q0\3P;) ()X P; () < [H |bi(x) — <bz‘>RQ0HT(fX?)QO\?,Pj)(x)‘
5 Lic
+ |b1(z) — (01) g, T ((b2 — <b2>RQO)fX3QO\3Pj)($){
+ [ba(x) = (b2) ro, ||T (b1 = (b1) R, ) FX300\3P;) (%))
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+ ‘T(ﬁ(bi - <b’i>RQO)fX3QQ\3PJ‘>(x)‘:| xp; (7).

i=1
For i = 1,2, we define the sets F; as follows:

Ei = {w € Qo : [bi(w) = (b g, I F@)| > anll(b: = (bi) o, )l 4300 |
U{= € Qo Mgy (b = (bibg, 1) (@) > anCrl(bs = (i) g, ) fllasa0 }-
Then define E3, Fy:
By = {z € Qu: 1f@)] > anllflases U {w € Qo Mrg(N@) > anCrllflasa }-
2
[T - <bz‘>RQO)fH
=1

1=

By = {x € Qo H 1bi(2) — (53) gy I1f (@)] > g

A,3Q0}
U {x €Qo: MT,Qo<ﬁ |b; — <bi>RQ0|f> (z) > anCTH ﬁ(bz - <bi>RQO)fHA3QO}7
i=1 =1 7

where the constant a,, will be choosen later. Let F = U?:l E;. The convexity of A,
together with Lemma 3.2 (2), yields that

Jao |(b1(2) = (01)Ro, ) [ (2)|dw [(b1(z) — (b1)Rg, ) f ()]
anl|(br = (b1) rg, ) fll 4,300 i /n A<an||(51 - (bl>RQ0)f||A,3Qo>dx

c
< 3" —|Qol-
On,
The same reasoning applies to the other E;, we obtain

|E;| < 3“2—"[@0\, for i = 2,3, 4.
n

|E| <

We then choose «,, big enough such that |E| < #\QO\.

Applying the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition to the function xg on the cube Qg at
height A\ = Qn% yields that, there exists a sequence of pairwise disjoint cubes {P;} C D(Qo)
such that

1
xE(z) < STy e ¢ UPj.
J

It follows that |E\ |J; P;j| = 0. Furthermore, it is easy to check that

1
S IRl=|UB| <21Bl < Q.
' J

J

and L PNE 1
—— < — | xpl)de =" < -,
e w%a L

which implies that |P; N E¢| > 0.
We note that for each P;, the fact P; N E€ # () gives that
M1, (f)(@) < anCrl flla3,-
Then,

(3:2) esssup [T/ xaanar, €] < anCrlflasan
€r;

Using the same argument as above, we know that for ¢ = 1,2,

esssup T(|b; — <bz‘>RQO\fX3Qo\3pj)(§)‘ < anCOrl|(bi — (bi)ro, ) f14,3Q0:
J
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ess sup T(H!b >RQ0’fX3Qo\3Pj)(§)‘ < OénCTH ﬁ(bz‘ - <bz‘>RQO)fH
i=1

£EP; A3Qo0

These 1nequahtles, together with (3.2), yield that
(3.3)

D IT5(Fxsqonsr;) (@) xp, (2)
J

2
< (| TL0: = Gidna )] o, + 1@ = Ga)g, 02 = 220, )Ly
i=1 o

2
+ [ba(@) = (b2 Ry |[|(b1 = (01)roy ) f | asg, + L1 1bi(@) = (Bi) rg, \HfHA,sQo>XQo($)-
i=1

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 (1), it holds that
|T(fx300)()| < Cozlf(@)] + Mo f (@),

‘T(ﬁ(bz - <bi>RQO)fX3QO> (x)‘
i=1
2

< chH [bi(2) = Bidigy |11 @) + Mrgy (T i = (i) ro, 1F ) (@),
i=1
and for i =1, 2,

|T((b; — <bi>RQO)fX3Qo)($)‘ < Cpr|bi(z) — <bi>RQOHf(x)‘ + Mg, (|bi — (bi>RQ0’f)($)-

Furthermore, noting |E\ {J; P;| = 0, then a simple calculation gives
(3.4)
I T5(Fx300) (%) [XQo\u, P (%)

2
< o (|| L0 = (b, 1] 1+ 101(2) = (b0, 102 = (2) 0, )
i=1 70

2
+ [bal@) = (b0 gy |01 = (01) )L 30, + L1 16(2) = By 11 FlLa e ) X @)
i=1
Combining (3.3) and (3.4), we complete the proof of Theorem 1.6. O

4. Proors or THEOREM 1.7
We need to introduce some notations. Let D be a dyadic lattice and k € N, denote
Fr={QeD : 4" <|flag <47},
where A is a Young function satisfying
(4.1) A(4t) < AAA(t), t>0, Ay > 1.

The next lemma (see [36, Lemma 4.3]) plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 1.7 |
which builds a bridge between sparse families and Young functions.

Lemma 4.1 ( [36]). Suppose that the family Fy, is (1 — ﬁ)—sparse. Let w be a weight
and E be an arbitrary measurable set with w(FE) < co. Then for every Young function ¢,

/(Z xq(x ) z)dr < 2w (E)+4A—A2/n <4k|f( )|> Mw(e)dz.

QeF, ¢! <(2AA) )
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Now we are in the position to demonstrate Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Similar to Theorem 1.6, we only discuss the case m = 2. Let
¢ 0 @7 () A1 (log? (e + 1))
t21log?(e + 1)

-1 2
00 t)As(log“(e +t
A = Cn+/ (272)( ) 2( ( ))
1

dt,B = ¢+ +/
t2log?(e + t) nthLo 1

-1 -1 5
w0 9 0 031 (1) Ag(log? (e + 1))
C = Cp + ,8270 + / (2,0) 2 4
1 t2log*(e +t)
and

D=cy+fa1+ /OO P © ®1 () Ao(log’ (e + 1))
=c

n 2,1 1 +2 10g4(e + t)
It suffices to show that for any A > 0, the following estimate holds

w({z €R: [Tyf ()] > A}) < A/Rn A2(|f(>\x)|)M¢(2’2)w(m)dx

+ B/n Al(’f()\m)!)Mq>lw(m)w(m)dm

|/ ()|
)

|/ ()]
A

where 31, B2, and 321 are determined constants. By Theorem 1.6, it suffices to verify

(4.2)

+C AO( )M@QW(ZO)w(:ﬂ)d:ﬂ
Rn

+ D AO( )Mq)lw@’l)w(x)dx,
RTL

(4.2) holds for every sparse operators 'Ajlm s 7 €10, 1}2. We consider three cases respec-
tively.

Case 1. The estimate for A(O 0)( b, f). The facts A7 (t) A, ()C71(t) < ct, ||billpmo =
1,7 =1,2, together with the generahzed Holder’s inequality, yield that

APOLE @) S S I lavaxol@) = Aa f(x).

Qes

A2(|f( )|) 4,0(22) (x)dx’

Let

N

Blog = {2 € B Aunfle) > 4 Masf(0) <
If one can prove

0o oL () Ag(log?(e + t
(E(OO))</ 90(272)() 2( g( ))

4.3
(4.3) t2log3(e + t) R7

Then, using homogeneity and Lemma 2.8, the endpoint estimate for Aféog(g, f) follows
immediately.
Let us now turn to the proof of (4.3). Denote

Siar ={Q €S 47F 1 < || fllayo <477},
and

A1 f (@)= Y [flazaxe@).

QESk, A,
If Q € S and By Q # 0, then || f||4,,0 < , which indicates that

Aa, f(z) < ZAk,Azf(x)a z € Eo,0)-
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The submultiplicability of As implies that (4.1) holds with A4, = As(4). Combining
Lemma 4.1 (taking Fj, = Sk 4,) and the fact that Ay 4, f(z) < 47F >_0es, 4. XQ(T) gives
142

w(E c- 4—k+1A 4k
Ao @ufa)ds < 2LE00) | e 4 A
E.0) 30(2,2)<(2AA2)2 )
With this estimate in hand, we obtain

[ A5 @) My o)

1 1
w(Eoo) <3 As,f(@)w(e)de < 35 Ap o f (@)w(w)dz
(4.4) oo k=1"Ew©0
szw(E(O,o))Jcm - 2(2k)/ Ap(If (@) ) My, () da
k=1 (22)(2 ) Jrn

Observing that

92" 1
(4.5) /22“ mdt > ¢,
and the function # is non-decreasing, one may obtain
=1 P, 2)(22k) N @(—2%2)(22'“) 92k—1 tlog(e + t)
oy A / 2 1 "
=R t‘ﬁ(;z) (t)log(e +1)

< i / i Ay(log?(e + 1))
k=1

tgp(Z 2)( )log(e +t) logZ(e +1)
g [ EElOlose 0
~ N t2log?(e + 1)
Plugging this estimate into (4.4), it follows the desired conclusion (4.3).

Case 2. The estimate for AS(;O;(E, f). The condition A7 (t)Ay'(t)C~(t) < ct and
the generalized Holder’s inequality indicate that

AL, 1)) £ 3 (@) — el fllaexel@) = ALV f ().
QEeS

Define

1
Eq = {:c e R": Agio)f(:c) > 8, My, f(z) < Z}

Using homogeneity and Lemma 2.8, it suffices to show that

(4.6)
w(E,0))
-1 -1 3
910 ° P21 (H)A1(log”(e + 1))
(ot | O L A Mo @)
Let

Skay ={Q €S 47 < fllayg <477},
and for each Q) € Sy 4,, define ’Hg(Q) as follows

(@7) Q) = {re@s @)~ ol > (3) )
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If Qe S and Eq0)\Q #0, then | f|la,,0 < 1. This shows that for any z € Eq.0),

<Z Z |b1 b1>Q|||f||A1,QXHO( )()

k=1 Q€eSy JAq
> (5) X Iflaexe
k=1 QESk, 4,
Let
Eloy ={r € Eqg: A% f(x) >3}, El g = {z € Eqg): A}, f(z) > 5},

then w(E(q g)) < w(E?1 0)) + w(E(l1 0)). It follows from the proof of [36, Lemma 4.3] that
there exist pairwise disjoint Eg C () € S 4, such that

Q
which yields that
(4.9) )
w(E(Ol,O)) < 5/0 A f(@)w(z)dr
(1,0)
S k
“;Qg,; ‘Q’/ |b1(z) — (b1)q|w(z)dx )(/EQ Ap(4 \f(x)\)dx).

By the generalized Holder’s inequality, it holds that

1
(4.10) 1] 00) [b1(z) = (br)qlw(z)dz < lwxaw @)l Loog 1).0-
k
Define \11610) (t) := ¢7<I§t_)l(t) Note that ®; and ¢ )(t)/t are strictly increasing func-
) a, 0)0 1 ’

tions, then W o) is strictly increasing. The generalized Holder’s inequality implies that

‘|wXH2(Q) HL(log L),Q S HX?—L%(Q) ||\I/(1,0)7Q HwH‘i’lO@(l,o),Q

(4.11)

C
P HwHCD o Q-
q’(l}o>(|@|/|7-lg(Q)|) 199(1,0)

. _ &/ . : .
On the other hand, let ;) = min {1, e 27 H}, then the John-Nirenberg inequality

ensures that [H2(Q)| < a1 x|Q|, which together with (4.9)-(4.11), yields that

[e o]

1
w(Bh0) £ X o e 2 Wl f, M7

QESk, 4,

(4.12)

o
0
Z 1 4]9 / Al(’f(x)’)M‘:Dlo(p(l’O)W(.%')dx.
k=1 (10)( /o) R~
In order to obtain a more precise estimate of the constant > ;- , — 1 we choose
\P(1 0)(1/0‘1 k)
1 (8/5)F1

positive integer a, 1 such that for every k > a1, o, e 7 1> 2 Let L =

1
/alyk ;dt > c.
1 tlog(e+t)  —

a1 k-1

lolgo(g8;15)’ it is easy to verify
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This, together with the submultiplicativity of A, the monotonicity of A;(t)/t and the fact
é < 3, yields that
- 13) kY, ,—1 1
an - -
LA@ ) g 0 @ (M) & A (4k)

1 Aq(4F
» < o >
e 1 0 1/041 k) h—1 4 q)l (1/0&1,]6) k=an.1 4 \If (1/041 k)

> A (4571 e 1
< ——dt
N/8170 + Z 4k l\I/ 1 (1/0&1 k) ; tlog(e—i—t)

o Al(logl/ %(e+1))

vt log!/@! o
(1,0) (D)t log(e + ) log /¢! (e + 1)

o k—
- /oo P ° O (A1 (108" +1)
1 o (t)tlogt (e + 1)

< +/oo<p(1}0)o<1>1() 1(log (e+t>)d
~ PO t2log3(e + t)

where 81 = > 7! AL (1001 (/o)
170 - k=1 4kq>1—1(1/a1’k)

In order to obtain the weak type endpoint estimate (4.6) of w(E(LO)), it remains to

establish the estimate of w(E(ll’O)). Applying Lemma 4.1 with the Young function 1 o) =
1 0¢(1,0), it may lead to

[, At <3 (5) il

E o)
+c§:< )ki‘m/ Ay @) My, () d.

=1 ) (22")4k
Then
1
w(Ef) <5 A, f (@)w(@)d
El
(1,0)
=5 ) e — g [ AF@)) My g w(a)dr.
5 AT(L0 l;( > ¢(1 )22k)4k - (1,0
Furthermore, by (4.5), one can get
k
k=1 %o (2 )4 1 2 )4k Joor—1 tlog(e + t)
— A1(4k) 22" 1
£ T G fos 1
k=1 w(l,O)( )4k Jo2

- /oo (p(_l}O) o (131_1(15)141 (10g3(e + t))
~ N t2log?(e + 1)
Therefore, we finish the proof of (4.6).
Note that Afgl‘)s(l_)‘, f) = Aff(;l‘)g((bl,bQ),f) A(l 0) 5((b2,b1), f), thus the endpoint esti-
mate (4.6) also holds for Afg};(g, 1)
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Case 3. The estimate for A(l (b 5(b, f). To estimate A(l (b 5(b, f), we need to give some
notations. Let

AN

Eqy) = {x eR": ALY, f)(x) > 40, My, f(z) <
Siag ={Q €S 47 < || fllagg <47F},
and for each @) € 5 4, and i = 1,2, denote
i 4\ k
(4.14) H(Q) = {r e @) - (ol > (5) }-

According to the weak inequality (2.2) of Orlicz maximal operators, we only need to

estimate w(E(;,1)). Note that if Q € S and Eq 1) Q # 0, then [|f| 4,0 < 1. For every
r € E(1), it follows that

AN <Y T @) - Gallba) - Gl o)
k= 1Q€SkA0
Z() > 1bi(@) = Bdallfllanexa o) (@)
1 k=1 QGSkAO

(4.15)

Z >, H 1bi(2) = (i)l 1l 400X ez (@) (@)

=1 QESk AOZ 1
oo
4N 2k
> (G) X Ifluwexel ZAAO
k=1 QES]“AO

Therfore, w(E(Ll)) < Zf‘zl w(E(iLl)), where

o {m € Eqyy : Ay fla) > 10}, i=1,2,3 4.

Having performed the above decomposition of w (E(l,l)), our focus now shifts to estimating
each w(E(i1 1)). Since the estimates for w(E(l1 1)) and w(E(Q1 1)) are analogous, we only give
the estimate for w(E(1 1)) In fact, (4.8) indicates that

E(1 1) k= 1 QESk, 4,
k
<,;Qesz ¥ |@|/ ) — ol ( [ AuaI7@)).

Using the same argument as what we have done in the estimate (4.12) for E(1 o) in

(Aloo‘)g(b f), we obtain

o0

1 Ap(4F
w(Bhw) £ 5 W [ A @D Mo, 0l

-1 21 1/0[2k;)

7' (1)

. _ 3k _
where (XQ,]C = mln{l, e 2Ne +1} and \IJ(211) (t) = W.

1 Ao(4%)

In the following, we will undertake a more precise estimate for _~ T (e &
1 amhl g 2 1

Picking positive integer a,2 such that for £ > a2, aarT = ¢ e > e~ If 5 =
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%, a simple calculation yields that

(4. 16)
Z : Ao(4) _ af () A1) oo © 1 (1/021) - i (5)"Ag(4F)4*
k= (21 y(1fazg) 35 T 4o (1/an ) k=an,2 \D(;l)(l/a?v’f)
0 Ag(4FY) sANE [mn 1
S/BQ,l + Z k-1 \% / ' dt
Nl 4k-1 (3) QQ’;_I (2 1)( Jtlog(e +t)
<B +/Oo Ag(log'/ (e + 1))
~ T AP0 log!/22 (e + t)
- /oo P © D1 (1) Ao(log? (e + 1))
2 o (t)tlog? (e + )
- /oo Py © D1 (1) Ao (log” (e + 1))
2 t2log*(e + 1) ’
where 351 = Zii (3)" A0(#)p (51 001 (1/az k)

4k (1/as,)
We now turn to estimate w(Ef’1 1)). In fact,

<y > @ Zin H i) = G)glw(e)dr) ([ Aot (w)z),
X2 wlg ), )
where Q := H:(Q) N H%(Q) Then the generalized Holder’s inequality gives that

1

Q1 Jrr @z (@ II [bi(x bi)qlw(x)dr S HwXH;(Q)mﬂi(Q)HL(logL)Q,Q-
k
Define \I’(_zlo) (t) = 807;)@) Note that @5 and @(9,0)(t)/t are strictly increasing func-
’ (2,0)°%2 J

tions, then W, o) is strictly increasing, too. The generalized Holder’s inequality implies

‘|wXH11€(Q)mHi(Q) ||L(1ogL)2,Q ~ ||XH1(Q)0H2 (Q)H\P(g 0) ,Q||w||<bzoga(2 0):@
C

w5 (1Q/IHH Q) N H3(Q)|

The same reasoning as in the estimate for (4.12) and (4.13) then gives
o

X5 yraD D T [ /E Ao(4¥]f (2))da
Q

= Y, 0)(1/a2k) QESk, A,

Z = L 04(;1 ) /Rn Ao(|f (2))) Mayop, o w(x)dz,

k=1 " (2, 0) (1/2k)

) HwHCDQO‘P(Q,O)vQ'

and
(4 17) i 1 A0(4k) < ot /Oo QD(;}O) o @51(t)A0(10g5(e + t))d
. ~ M2,0 7
=t Yooz 4 1 t2log* (e + 1)
where B9 = Z’ii A°(4k)‘p(2,o)oq’51(1/a2,k)

4k @ (1/ 0 k)
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It remains to estimate w(Eé’l)). Using Lemma 4.1 with ¢ = 929y := P2 0 ¢(2,0), we

have
/ 'AAO ( ) < Z <§) w(EElLl))
(ERY k=1
16Nk Ag(4k
+CZ(§> ——1 ol ok / AO(’JC($)’)M¢(27O)w($)dm_
k=1 SD(z,o><(21\Ao) ) "
By the definition of E(1 1) it holds that
1
4
w(Ey) < 15 . Al f (x)w (@) da

4 L /16\k  Ag(4F)
< fu(gh ) e3> (D) 7@(0 S L Al @My i)
k=1

Then, (4.5) implies that

k
Jh_ Ao(4) Ag(4%) /22 1
2

2 /16\k  Ag(4F) >
—) ———2_< —dt
; ( 9) P20 (2*) ; Vi) (22)4F Jozk-1 tlog(e + 1)
oo ( 22k 1
(4.18) <y ) / Lat
k= w(2o (2% g2h 1 ¢
00 t)Ag(log?(e + t
S/ (2,0)( ) 02( ( ))dt
1 t2log”(e + t)

Therefore, it follows from the estimates (4.16)-(4.18) that w(E( 1)) can be controlled by

* giahy © B (D 4o 10" (e + 1)
(o + [ P ——dt) [ A5 @)) Mo i)

-1 -1 5
 Pi50) © @, (t)Ao(log® (e + 1))
(520 + | N (I LT

which combining with (4.3) and (4.6) completes the proof of Theorem 1.7. O

Remark 4.2. It follows from the proof of Theorem 1.7 that the constants 8/5 in (4.14)
and 4/3 in (4.19) used in the previous proof are not essential. In fact, we can replace
them with variables r1 and 79, where r1 satisfies 4 < r‘;’ < & and r9 satisfies 4 < rg’ < 44/2.
Additionally, we can derive the precise expression of the constant 3, i, as follows:

n lok -
ny Tlf A I (4k)(10(11112) o q)lll 12(1/0%1716)
(419) /Bm,ll,lz = Z 4kp—1

)
k=1 l1— lg(l/arlpk)

where Oy k= min {1 e~ = +1} 1< rlll <4< r2l1+1, and the constant a,;, satisfies
k 1

when k > ap;,, e e -1 > ¢2. It is worth pointing out that (4.19) is crucial for the exact

constant estimate in Theorem 1.9.

5. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.9, COROLLARIES 1.11 AND 1.12

Proof of Theorem 1.9. If T is an w-Calderén-Zygmund operator and w satisifies a Dini

1 w(t)

condition: f dt < 00, it is easy to verify that the kernel of T satisfies L°°-Homander

condition, see [37 Proposition 3.1]. This means that T is an Ag-Hérmander operator,
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where Ag(t) = t. Assume that ||b|gymo = 1 and let A;(t) = ®;(t) = tlogi(e + t), i =
1,...,m, it follows from a simple calculation that A; satisifies the conditions of Theorem
1.7. We need to show that (1.15) holds for the chosen Young function A; and ;.

We consider the following three cases.

Case I: | =l = m. In this case, we have

. Cinn A (08 (e+ 1) r P (B 108™ (e + Log (e + 1))
P(m,m)
1 1

= dt-
t2log>(e + t) t2log(e + t)
For any fixed 0 < & <1, let () () = tlog™(e + 1) log' ™ (e + log(e + t)), then
K < du < —,
Plmm) ~ /10g(e+1) (e* — e)ulogHE(e +u) e

in the first inequality, we use the fact that go(fni m) (t) < ctlog=™(e+t)log =1 7¢(e+log(e+t)),
where ¢ is an absolute constant which is independent of e.
Therefore, when Iy = ls = m, we get

|/ ()]
K‘F(m,m) /]R" Am( Y )MSD(m,m)w(x)dx

(5.1)

1 x
S g/ cI)m( ‘f()\ )‘ )ML(logL)m(loglogL)1+Ew(x)dx'

Case II: 1 < [; < m. For this case, the following estimate holds

o (p(_lil ) o (I)ll l2( )Amfll (10g2l1+1(€ + t))
1 t2logh*2(e + t) at
/ 2 @ 1y (#1108 7Y (e + @y, (1)) Tog™ " (e + log H (e + @y, (1))
- I
(] q)l21 lo (t) e
- /oo 90(711712)(75) log' (e + t)log™ 1 (e + log?1 T (e + 1))
~ Jeo t2log(e + t)

(t)dt

dt,

where ¢y =

l (1) and @’ denotes the derivative of ®.
Take ¢, ( )=t

log™ i t2(e 4 1) log!*¢ (e + log(e + t)), then

D1ty © ULy (W Ams (log™ (e +0))
/1 t21ogh*2(e + 1)
< / > log"(e +t)log™ " (e + log” ! (e + 1))
o tlogm it e 4 1) 1og!*e (e 4 log(e + t))

& 1
/ 0
o tlog(e+t)log (e + log(e +t))

N

N
m_| —

Combining ®;, 1, 091, 1) (t) S P, 10) (1) log!'~2(e4-t) = tlog™(e+1)log' ™= (e+log(e +1))
with the fact

ity Lok - -
an,ly T’lf Am—h (4k)90(111l2) © ‘1)111_12(1/0[”1,]4;)
Brngits = D Ak @1

k=1 li— 12(1/arl17k)

an, 14
=D

1oy, &k
k=1 log' ™ <€+10g (m))

Cm7l1 7l2 7k
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S

)

™ | =

we deduce that for any 1 <y <mand 0<1l, <[y —1,

£ ()]
KLP(IIJQ) /I\gn Am_ll( )\ )M(PII*IQOw(ll,lg)w(x)dx
< 1

X
(5.2) S g/ q)m—ll(@)ML(logL)m(loglogL)Hsw(ﬂf)dﬂf

€ A

Case III: [{ = m. In the last case, we observe that for any 0 < Iy < m — 1,

1 T
< - / (I)m(m)ML(logL)m(loglogL)lJFEw(x)dx'

/“%ﬁm°¢$ﬂummmgmﬂw+obt
! t2log™*?(e + t)
- / % Bl tz) © Pty (D) 108" (e +1) »
1

t2
-1 m—1
00 D1 (E) 108 e+ ®,1,(1)
:/ ( ,12)( ) i ( »( ))®m_l2(t)dt
o, () @, (1)

- /oo <p(_nlb’l2)(t) log™ (e + 1)
T et ) t?log(e +1t)
m—lg

Take @ (1) (t) = tlog' (e + t)log! (e + log(e 4 t)), a simple calculation shows that

/ % Pin 1y © Pri, () Ao (log? (e + t))dt <1
1 t2log™ 2 (e + t) ~e

Note that By mi, S % and
Dty © Plm,ta) () S Plmyta) (1) 108772 (e + 1) = tlog™ (e + t) log!** (e + log(e + 1)),

then

(5.3)
|f(z)|

|/ ()]
Kﬁo(m,lg) An AQ( \ )M@m_bo(p(m’b)w(l')dl' S TN ML(logL)m(loglogL)1+5w(x)dw'

Combining all estimates in (5.1)-(5.3), we have

Chm T
w({z € R": [Tpf(z)] > A}) < TT/ q’m(|f()\ )|)ML(logL)m(loglogL)Hfw(x)dx-

Hence taking all these cases into account and using the homogeneity, we deduce that (1.15)
holds for every b € BMO™. O

Proof of Corollary 1.11. On the one hand, M (105 ) (log log L)1+ W(T) < €e M, (10g Lym+<w(T)
and (1.15) implies (1.16). On the other hand, in the proof of Theorem 1.9, if we take
1) () = tlogm htlte(e 4 4),0 < Iy < I} < m and repeat the above process yield
(1.17). 0

Proof of Corollary 1.12. Tt suffices to show that (1.18) holds. Note that w € A and it
holds for t > 1, > 0 that logt < %, we have

_ +eymte
(54) ML(IOgL)m+5w(x) § <1 + Qmax{L 25 2}(75— 15) es 1>MS’LU(I'),
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where s =1+ (m+e)a =1+ - Then Lemma 2.7 implies that

[w}Aweak
Msw(z) < 2Mw(x).
Now it remains to verify (5.4). Indeed, it follows from the elementary calculation that

m+ €

1+ 2max{1, 25" 2}( —

> +€€S_1 < max{2, 2(m+5)a}<é)m+€e(m+e)a

1 1
SJ max {2 2 Aweak } eTn[w]A\évgak [w]m—i—a

k
Ayea

2
Tn [w]
< max{e,e g } Dy
oo

Take € = we obtain

-1
IOg(e+[w}Aweak) ’
=9

1 #
Mg pyesero(a) S ma f e TRl og(e + [ul ) Mo(o).

In particular, if w € Ay, according to the definition of the A; weight, we have

Muw(z) < [w]a,w(z).
This estimate combined with (1.18) yields (1.19), which completes the proof of Corollary

1.12. O
6. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.14, COROLLARIES 1.16 AND 1.19

This section is devoted to establish the Coifman-Fefferman inequality for Tj. For this
purpose, we need a generalized Holder’s inequality of multilinear version [58, Lemma 4.1],
which is a generalization of [51, Lemma 1] under the general measure.

Lemma 6.1 ( [58]). Let ®g, 1, Po, ..., P, be Young functions. If
O (1D, () - (1) < D),
then for all functions f1,..., fm and all cubes @), we have
1f1fa - fmlloo.@ < mDll fillo (.l 2]l ---Hmecpm(ﬂ

In particular, for any weight w and si,...,8,m > 1. Let l =5 " then

2157

1 1
el /Q @) Fu(@@lu@)ds <2} (14 1)’ Hufzuexpp s @90 108 210

By Lemma 2.6, we establish the following weighted John-Nirenberg inequality for BMO
functions with 0 < p < 0o, which generalizes the classical case p > 1.

Lemma 6.2. Let b € BMO and w € Ay. Then for any 0 < p < oo, there exists a
constant ¢ z'ndependent of b,w such that for every cube Q,

20y 1)~ BlaPu@)s)” < ciula Pl

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that

! b(z) — (b)ql \?
71 Sy (a0 <

where c is independent of b, w and Q. By the layer cake formula and Lemma 2.6, we obtain

| b(z) — (B)g| \»
Q) /Q (ol i) w(@)da
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b o 1
= —/ o’ w({z € Q1 [b(z) — (b)q| > afw]a,, [|b]lBmo})da
w(Q) Jo

< 2p/000 apfl(’{x €Q:|b(z) - <b>|g|> afw ]AopoHBMO}’)mda.

Then the John-Nirenberg inequality

{z € Q:[b(x) — (B)g| > a}| < e|Qle” T Timo,

gives

[b(z) — (bl
] ) w(x)dx

1
w(Q )/ ([onpoHBMO

o0 alwlg, lbllBMO \ — L
< 2p / e U R
0

1 > __a
< 2pecn / P e e da < c.
0

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.14.

Proof of Theorem 1.14. According to Theorem 1.6, we have

Ty f ()| < CnmCTZ Z Z (@), ae. zeR"™
Jj=15e{0,1}™

By symmetry, we only need to consider the case ¥ # 0. It follows from the triangle
inequality that in order to show the inequality (8.3), it suffices to show that for every
1<j<3m,

(6.1) 14 s, B, Pl o) S Hub Imo W], [w]5 P M £l 1o )
s=1

Consider first the case 0 < p < 1. By the definition of AZ,SJ-(E’ f)and 0 < p <1, we have

05,6 DMy < 3 [ T o) = @t T 0= 0ot oteas

QES; Q siy,=1 vs=0
Let
(6.2) 1] = #{s : 7, = 1},
where # denotes the cardinal number of sets. Fix exponents % = pil + 4+ m with

0<pi,..., p| 5| < 0o, then the Holder’s inequality and Lemma 6.2 give that

/ H (@) — (be)gPPu(a)de < ( /yb gl w(a)dr)”
S H ([w]a 16s|lBro)?-

siys=1

On the other hand, using the condition B~1(¢)(C~1(¢))™ < cA~1(t) and Lemma 6.1, we

obtain
H H (bs — <b8>Q)fHA, H [llBnmoll f1I ,0-

s:vs=0 S1ys=

P
s
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This inequality, together with (6.3), implies that
1405, £y S T e onsolol2l 3 W71 qu(@
s=1 QES;
(6.4) ﬁ 165 B0 [w w(lQ / HfHB Qu(z )d95>
s=1 QES
< [T wolol32 3 (5 | (s s Fuya)”

QES;

Note that S; is a 29n -sparse family, i.e, for any R € §j, there exists Fr C R such
|ERr| > ﬁ\R[, then for every dyadic cube @ € §j, it follows that

> w(r) = Y SR <200 S S

RCQ RCQ RCQ

<2 9"2 MwXR()d
RCQ

<297 /Q M(wxq)(x)dx

< 2 9"w]a,w(Q).
Combining the Carleson embedding theorem with (6.4), it yields that

1 » 2
. 145 bfllew>~H||b sl Q%(m | (s @) ey

+1
S H 1Bl )42 1M £,
s=1
We now turn our attention to the case p > 1. By duality, it follows that

(6.6) |45, 5 Dlliwy = sup AL s, B, ) (@)g(@yw(z)dz|.

gl 7y <1

Rn

For any fixed function g € L (w) with ||g|,, (w) < 1. Applying Lemma 6.1 and the same
argument as in the case of 0 < p < 1, we obtain

‘ /Rn Aj‘vsj (b, f)(@)g(x)w(z)dz
< Z / H 11 fHAQw / H |bs(z byollg() w(z)dz

Z | [T v fHA TT llbs = t)lexp £, @19 0 271151 (. @ (@)
Q
QES §Ys= siys=1
N HHb IsmolwlZ. > 1F11B.@lgl Laog £)1/151(w).0w(Q),
QES;

where the last inequality is due to the fact that |[b — (b)qllexp L(w),0 < [W]aslbllBMO

27, Lemma 4.7]) and |S] is defined in (6.2). Let M . be defined b
( [ ]) (w) y

D . 1 r v
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Then the Carleson embedding theorem and the Holder’s inequality give that

\/«Q@@nummwmm

S H Ibsllento ], D 115,019l Lgog £y/151 ). 0w(Q)

QES;

i m 1 1 2
S1_[HbsHBl\/IO[w]AOo Z (m/ (MBf( ) 10gL)1/\S\(w)g( ))2w($)d$>

s=1 QES; Q@
< T I matolel 5 105 £l 1MB0g 11115109

s=1
< T 10slmio e 1A 1Moy

s=1

where the last inequality follows from the fact that
Mf(logL)l/\S\(w)g(l") S Mﬁw)g(ﬂ:), 1<r<yp.

Note that for any weight w, [|MZgll 1w < Cllgllre@w) ( [32, Theorem 15.1]), where C
is independent of w, we have

m
M0y s, 6, Nllzrewy < TT Ioslmao[w] 2 IMBF (| o) ) o 52 1||MD(|9| )||Lp'/r( )
= 9 LP,(w)—
(6.7) -
< [T 1bslmso el 5 IMB f | oy
s=1
Combining (6.5) with (6.7) yields the desired estimate, which finishes the proof of
Theorem 1.14. O

Consider now the proofs of Corollaries 1.16 and 1.19.

Proof of Corollary 1.16. Let A(t) ~ " and B(t) = " log" ™ (e + t), then T is an A-
Hoérmander operator and a simple calculation gives that

1
tr
log™(e +t)

It is easy to check that B~!(t)(C~1(¢))™ < cA~'(t). Note that for any cube @ and
0<e<l,

1 e T
(6.8) HfHLr’(logL)r’m,Q < C(@/Q’f(y)’ +€dy) i

Then by Theorem 1.14, we obtain

1o < T lolol 2 050 [ (et

B_l(t) =

which completes the proof of Corollary 1.16. ]

Proof of Corollary 1.19. As mentioned above, if T is an w-Calderén-Zygmund operator
and w satisifies a Dini condition, then T is an A-Hérmander operator with A(t) = t. Let
B(t) = tlog™(e+t), it follows that B~1(¢)(C~1(t))™ < cA~!(t). Therefore, Theorem 1.14,
together with the fact that My o 1ym f ~ M™*HLf | vields the required estimate (1.11). O
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7. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.20

This section will be devoted to demonstrate Theorem 1.20. For this purpose, we first
introduce a new class of kernels depending on Young function A and exponent m.

Definition 7.1. Let A be a Young function and m € N. The kernel K is said to satisfy
the LA™ -Hérmander condition, if

oo
sup sup Z 125 Q|mF H(K(% ) — K(z, '))X2kQ\2’“‘1QHA ok < 00
x,zE%Q k=1 we

oo
sup sup >~ 2°QIm" (K (@) = K 2)xwrquarol|, ., < oo
Q x,zE%Q k=1 2°Q

we denote by Ham the class of kernels satisfying the LA™ _Hérmander condition.

We need to introduce some notations. Fix two integers j and m such that 0 < j < m.
Let C7* denote the family of all finite subsets o = {o(1),...,0(j)} of {1,...,m} with
j different elements, when j = 0, o is abbreviated as ¢ = @. For any o € ij, the
complementary sequence of o is given by o/ = {1,...,m}\o.

For a finite family of integrable functions b = (b1,...,by) and o € ij, we denote
bo = (bs(1),- -+ bo(j))s [1bollBMO = [Lic, IbillBMO and [|byr[[BMo = [Lic, [1billBMo. With
this notation, given an A-Hérmander operator 7', the general commutator is defined by

73, 5@) = [ TI00) ~ bio)K (o) )y, = ¢ supp 1.

In the particular case of o0 = {1,...,m}, we write T; =T;

The following Kolmogorov’s inequality, which can be found in [22, P. 485] will be used
in our analysis.

Lemma 7.2 ( [22]). Let 0 < p < q < o0, there exists a constant C depending on p,q such
that for any measurable function f,

HfHLP(Q,%) < CHf”Lq,oo(Q%).

The following lemma presents a pointwise estimate of Mﬁ(Tg f), which plays a crucial
role in the quantitative weighted Coifman-Fefferman inequalities.

Lemma 7.3. Let m € N and b = (b1,...,bm) € BMO™. Assume that A, B are Young
Junctions such that B~1(t)(C~1(t))™ < cA™Y(t) fort > 1, where C(t) = €' —1. If T is an
A-Hormander operator with kernel K € Hy ,,, then for any 0 < <e <1,

m—1
(7.1) ME(Tpf)(2) < C DY lbor Mo Me(T;, £)(x) + CllbllBMoMB f ().
7=0 O’EC;"’

Proof. The case b; =b (i = 1,...,m) was already proved in [42]. Fix z € R" and a cube
Q > = with center zg, set Q* = 2Q. Since 0 < § < 1, then Ha!‘s — ]b[‘;‘ < |a — b]° for
a,b € R, it is enough to show that
(7.2)

1

1 m—1 ~ .
(@/ |Tgf(y)—cQ|5dy>5 <O > o lsmoMe(T; f)(x) + Cllbllzmo M f(x),
@ 7=0 O'EC;W'



TWO INEQUALITIES FOR THE GENERAL COMMUTATORS 35

where the constant cg will be choosen later and C'is independent of z and Q. Applying [61,
Lemma 3.2], one may get

m m m—1
[10:w) = bi(2) = [[(ido- —bi(2)) + > > (=0 [[balw) -
j=1 i=1 7=0 OEC’J’.” €0
X H(bz‘( )
Therefore,
1550) ~ ol < | [ T ~ bDE @27 (2)dz - cql
R™ =1
m—1
+> > T biw) - K(y,2)f(z)dz
i=0 oeC" ico’
= [r(TTtwoe- —005) —cQ\+z > TIinw o
i=1 j=0 oeC" ico’

Now we split f into f = f1 + f2, where f1 = fxq@+ and fa = fx(@g~)e, which implies that

ﬁ / T () — CQ|6dy)%

< (i - [P (TT e — o))t

1
5

(1) (o ‘T(f[l((bim*—bz)h)( )~ e ‘@)i
*ZO P (1 J, I i - 1))’

= I+ IT+1II.

For I, the condition H ; C H; implies that T is of weak type (1,1). Therefore, Lemma
6.1 and Lemma 7.2 yield that

I3 HT( (b =11

L1 (Q.fg))

2/\

\ &':]5

H )@= — bi(W)[|f (y)|dy

b'HeXp L,Q* fHB7Q*

C||b||BMoMBf( )-

Consider now the term I1. Let cg = T([T, ((bi)g+ — bi)f2)(zq). Then it follows from
the Jensen’s inequality that
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1% 11 [, 1000 b0 2) = K(ro,2) a(2)iz[

<@l Z s L 0 = a2~ K ) azdy

=1

7.5
" N|@|/ Z/QJHQ\W (bi)a: = ()21l K (4, 2) = K (wq, 2)If (2)dz=dy

|@|/ Z/ rguig L 1B)2wia ~ BN G,2) - Kleg, 2 f(ld=dy
1
=111 + IIs.

By the generalized Holder’s inequality with A, B and K € H A,m» We have
(7.6)

1 =, [27H1Q| m
11 <_/ +10)| K(y, zQ, dzd
VST o 2 QL Lyniquig L0 Blarmiali(0:2) = Klzg. 2l (2)d=dy

1 - > -
N Q /Q IBlemo D 12741 Qlj H(K(y, ) — K(zo, -))szQ\yQH 1fll.210dy
=1

A20+1Q

< |IblleMo M £ (),

where the second inequality follows from the fact that [(b;)qi+1g — (bi)2g| < C||bi]|BMO-
For 115, using Lemma 6.1, it holds that

(7.7)
" /Z B 110 bi(2)| 1K (y, 2) = K (2, 2)| (2)|dzd
N +1 A y, €T s Z y
2 |Q| |20+1Q)] 2+1Q\21Q 1 )2i Q" @~
E ’ Jj+1 . ) ] _
~ |Q|/ HbHBMO |2 Q|H y7 an ))X2J+1Q\21Q“A721+1Q||f||3’21+1Qdy

S HbHBMoMBf(x)-

Now we turn to the last term I1I. For every o, since 0 < § < € < 1, take §;, i € 0’ such
that >, % + % = %, by Holder’s inequality, we obtain

sy Y 71 L 100e — ) (i [ 1755 edy)
j=loeCi"ico ’ ’Q ‘ ‘Q’
S b llsao Me(T;, £)(@).
j=1 aeC’m
This estimate, together with (7.3)-(7.7), gives the desired conclusion. O

We are ready to demonstrate Theorem 1.20.

Proof of Theorem 1.20. As shown in [52], we may assume that {b;}7", and the weight w
are all bounded functions. By the same scheme of that in [39], we may obtain

Claim 7.4. There exists some &g with 0 < 8y < 1 such that for any finite subset o of
{1,...,m} and any bounded functions f with compact support, ||Ms,(T; f)llLrw) < oo
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Combining Lemma 2.5 with Claim 7.4 and applying Lemma 7.3, it suffices to show that
there exsits § with 0 < § < dyp < 1 such that

(7.8) IME (T )| 2oy < Clblvo [w)B, |MB £l 1o (w)-
Note that when m = 0, then T; = T and K € H 5. Lemma 7.3, together with Lemma 2.5,
gives that

(7.9) IME(T )| oy < CIMB || Lo(w)-

To confirm the validity of (7.8), we proceed by employing mathematical induction. If
m =1, for 0 < § < §y < 1, by Lemma 2.5, Lemma 7.3 and (7.9), we have

IME (T )| Loy < ClbllBvolw] s 1M (T )| oy + CllblBMol Ma £l o w)
< Clbllvolw]ac [MB £l r (w)-
Now we turn to the inductive step. Suppose that (7.8) holds for 1 < #o0 < m —1, and
let us prove that it also holds for #0 = m. Notice that B=1(t)(C~1(t))! < cA71(t) and
K eHs,, CHz, with 1 <j <m — 1, therefore, the induction hypothesis implies that
for any o with 1 < #0 <m — 1, there exists (o), with 0 < §(¢) < dp such that

(7.10) 1M (T, lloy < Clibs lpmo w4 1M £l o).

Choose § satisfing § < 6 := min{d(c) : 0 C {1,...,m}} < &y, it then follows from Lemma
7.3, Claim 7.4 and (7.10) that

m—1
IMF (T ooy < C YD borlsnol Ms(Ty, Hlleqw) + CllblBMO M £l o (w)
j=0 UGC;”

m—1
<Clwla, Y, > Hba'HBMOHM;t) (T, )llLew) + ClbllB7mol|MB f || Lo (w)
j=0 UGC;YL

m—1
< Clwlaglblsymo > D WA IMp fll o) + Clblerol Ms £l o)
7=0 UGC;YL

< ClwlZ IBlsmol| M 1l o -

Thus, (7.8) is proved by induction, which finishes the proof of Theorem 1.20. ]

8. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we present some applications of the results obtained in Theorem 1.7
and Theorem 1.14. To be specific, we will give the Fefferman-Stein inequality with arbi-
trary weights and the quantitative weighted Coifman-Fefferman inequality for the general
commutators of Calderén commutators of BajSanski-Coifman type, homogeneous singular
operators, and Fourier multipliers.

8.1. Calderén commutators of BajSanski-Coifman type. It is well known that the
study of Calderén commutators is closely connected to the Cauchy integral on Lipschitz
curves and the elliptic boundary value problems. In 1967, Bajsanski and Coifman [3]
introduced a more general Calderén commutator as follows. Given k£ € N and A satisfies
Lipschitz condition (1.1), define the singular operator T4 j as

Taxf(z) = p-v-/
ge [z =yl |z —ylk

f(y)dy,
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where Ao(y)
a\y @ o
|a| <k )
Assume that A, € L>(R") for each |a| = k. If we denote the kernel of T4 by
1 P4z,
K/Lk(xay) = k( y)’

eyl eyl
then it follows from [17, p.1671] that K4 is a standard Calderén-Zygmund kernel. Fur-

thermore, if k is odd, then T4 is bounded on L*(R™) [17, Theorem F]. We may obtain
the following results by Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.14.

Theorem 8.1. Let m € N and b = (b1,...,by) € BMO™. Suppose that k is odd and
Ay € L®(R™) for each || = k, then for any weight w and every 0 < € < 1, we have

. 1 b flx
w({x cR": |TA,k,5f(x)| > )\}) < B /n <1>m<M)ML(logL)m(loglogL)ng(az)dﬂ:.

Theorem 8.2. Let 0 < p < 0o, m € N and b € BMO. Assume k, A satisfy the same
conditions as Theorem 8.1, then for any w € Ay,

| Rt @pute)ds S lholuli? W30 [ (arm @)l
8.2. Homogeneous singular integral operators. We will apply our results to derive
the weak type endpoint estimatesand the Coifman-Fefferman inequality of homogeneous
integral singular operators.
For our purpose, we need to give some definitions. Assume that € is a function of
homogeneous of degree zero, 2 € L'(S*~!) and satisfies the cancellation condition:

(8.1) /S )8 =o,

where dff denotes the surface measure of S"~1. Set K(x) = Q(z)/|z|" and let T be the
singular integral operator of convolution type with the kernel K, that is, T is bounded on

L?(R™) and

(8.2) Tof (@) =po. [ K@)y =po. [
R R

Qy) .,
Tl [z —y)dy.

For a Young function A, define the LA-modulus of continuity of Q as

Q4(t) = sup (- +y) = Qy)llagn-1-

ly|<t

Notice that when A(t) = t9,1 < ¢ < o0, Q4 is exactly L?%-modulus of continuity in the
usual sense. As was shown in [27, Theorem 3.2], if {24 satisfies

1 dt
/ QA(t)— < 00,
0 t

then K € H,4. By Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.14, one can obtain

Theorem 8.3. Suppose that m, g, Ai(i=0,...,m) satisfy the conditions in Theorem 1.7.
If Tq is the operator defined in (8.2) and Q satisfies

1 dt
| 2a0F <.
0

then for any weight w and every family of Young functions o5 := ¢, 1,), 0 <lo <1y <m,
it holds that

w(fe € R : [Ty f (@) > N) S Koo /R n Am<!f (Aw)!> My, . w(z)da
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m l1—1
()]
£33 Koy [ Ames () Moy e, (@
11=112=0

where K,

Oy 1) 1S given in (1.13).

Theorem 8.4. Let 0 < p < oo, m € N and b = (b1,...,by) € BMO™. Assume that A, B
are Young functions such that A € Y(po,p1) (1 < po < p1 < 00) and B~LH(t)(C~ ()™ <
cA7L(t) for t > 1, where O(t) = €' — 1. If T is the operator defined in (8.2) with Q

satisfying
1
dt
| T <.
0 t

then for any w € As,

m
max{l,
(8.3) /R TapN@)Pw@de S [T Eolwls? WA [ (Mpf(@)Pw(z)ds.
s=1
8.3. Fourier multipliers. Let h € L*°(R"™) and consider the muliplier operator 7" defined

a priori for functions f in the Schwartz class by f;:f(&) = h(f)f(&) Given 1 < s <2 and
[ a non-negative integer, we say that h € M(s,l) if for all |a] <1,

sup R*x00.2m0 00, Dl s 00.2r) < 2,
>

where Q(0, R) is the cube of side R centered at zero in R".
In order to give the quantitative estimates of the above operators, we present the fol-
lowing lemma, which is a slightly weaker version of [42, Proposition 6.2].

Lemma 8.5. Let h € M(s,l) with1 < s < 2,1 <1 <n and with I > n/s, then for
all 1 < r < (n/l), we have that KV € H, uniformly in N, where Ky is the certain
truncations of the kernel and the detailed definition can be seen in [42, p.1419].

Using Theorem 1.7, Corollaries 1.16 and 1.17, combined with Lemma 8.5 and a standard
approximation argument as in [28], we have

Theorem 8.6. Let h € M(s,l) with1 <s<2,1<1[1<mn and withl > n/s. Assume that
1<r<(n/l)y and b = (by,...,by) € BMO™ with ||b;|[pmo = 1,i = 1,...,m. Then for
any weight w and 0 < e < 1,

w({x e R": |Th7gf(x)| > A})
S é/n <|f()\:c)|>r (log (e + |f(>\x)|))mr Myw(zx)dx,

where ¥(t) = tlog?™ + (e 4 t) log'*< (e + log(e + t)).

Theorem 8.7. Let h € M(s,l) with 1 < s < 2,1 <1 < n and withl > n/s. If
1<r<(n/l),0<p<oo, then for any 0 < e <1 and w € A,

| msh das<Hub ol 2 (w520 [ (Mo f (@) Pw()da,

Rn

and
/ ITh(f) (@) [Pw(z)de S fw]y 5P / (M, f (2))Pw(z)da.
R” Rn

Furthermore, if n/l <1’ < p < oo, then for w € Apjprs T 1s bounded on LP(w) and

/ T @) Poe)de < [wlfy_[uwlf", / (@) Pu(a)de.
Rn n

p/T
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