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Abstract

In this paper, the boundedness properties of commutators generated
by b and intrinsic square functions in the endpoint case are discussed,
where b € BMO(R™). We first establish the weighted weak Llog L-type
estimates for these commutator operators. Furthermore, we will prove
endpoint estimates of commutators generated by BMO(R™)functions and
intrinsic square functions in the weighted Morrey spaces L'*(w) for 0 <
k < 1 and w € A1, and in the generalized Morrey spaces LY where ©
is a growth function on (0, +0o0) satisfying the doubling condition.
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1 Introduction and main results

The intrinsic square functions were first introduced by Wilson in [28/29]; they
are defined as follows. For 0 < o < 1, let C,, be the family of functions ¢ defined
on R" such that ¢ has support containing in {z € R™ : |z| < 1}, [5. o(z) dx =0,
and for all z,z’ € R™,

|o(z) — ()] < |z — 2/

For (y,t) € R7™ =R" x (0,400) and f € L}, (R"), we set

Ao(f)(y.t) = sup |f*p(y)| = sup : (1.1)

p€Ca p€Ca

[ otv=a16):

where ¢i(z) =t "p(x/t). Then we define the intrinsic square function of f (of
order «) by the formula

1/2
Salf)@) = ( /. (Aa(f)(y,t))2%> , (12)
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where I'(x) denotes the usual cone of aperture one:
L(z) = {(y,t) e RY™ : |2 —y| < t}.
Similarly, we can define a cone of aperture g for any 8 > 0:
Po(x) = {(y,1) e R s |z —y| < B -1},

and the corresponding square function

o (//Fﬁ w) ’t))2%> 1/2' (1.3)

The intrinsic Littlewood-Paley G-function and the intrinsic G}-function will be
given respectively by

. = ([ (autre0) %) (1.4

and

" 1/2
g;,a<f><x>—<//w () (Aa<f><y,t>)2ffff> S As1L

(1.5)
Let b be a locally integrable function on R"™, in this paper, we will consider
the commutators generated by b and intrinsic square functions, which are defined
respectively by the following expressions in [23].
1/2
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tntl ’
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) p€Ca
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[b,Ga | (f)(2) = ( /0 Sup
9 1/2
dydt) S A> 1.

[ o) = bty = 11(e)

[ o) = bl =) ) dy

[0.G3.] (F)(=)

// ( ¢ ))\n
= S sup
Rt A\t |z -y 0€ECa

On the other hand, the classical Morrey spaces £P** were originally intro-
duced by Morrey in [I4] to study the local behavior of solutions to second order
elliptic partial differential equations. Since then, these spaces play an important
role in studying the regularity of solutions to partial differential equations. For
the boundedness of the Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator, the fractional in-
tegral operator and the Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator on these

and
tn+ 1

/]Rn [b(l') - b(z)] th(y _ Z)f(z) dz




spaces, we refer the reader to [1J3l17]. In [I3], Mizuhara introduced the general-
ized Morrey space LP*© which was later extended and studied by many authors
(see [THII2T5]). In [I1], Komori and Shirai defined the weighted Morrey space
LP"*(w) which could be viewed as an extension of weighted Lebesgue space, and
then discussed the boundedness of the above classical operators in Harmonic
Analysis on these weighted spaces. Recently, in [23H26], we have established
the strong type and weak type estimates for intrinsic square functions and their
commutators on LP*© and LP*(w) with 1 < p < cc.
In order to simplify the notations, for any given o > 0, we set

o (1) LN (1 g L)

g g g

when ®(t) = t- (1 +log™ t). The main results of this paper can be stated as fol-
lows. For the endpoint estimates for these commutator operators [b, Sa} , [b, Qa]
and [b, Q/’\:a] in the weighted Lebesgue space L., when b € BMO(R") and
w € Ay, we will obtain

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < a <1, w € A; and b € BMO(R™). Then for any given
o > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of f and o such that

w({z e R" : |[b,S.](f)(z)| > 0}) < O/n P <M> w(x) d,

o
where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < a <1, w € Ay andb € BMO(R™). Then for any given
o > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of f and o such that

w({z € R™: |[b,G.](f)(z)| > 0}) < C'/n o (M) ~w(z) dz,

o
where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

Theorem 1.3. Let0 < o <1, w € A; andb € BMO(R™). If A > (3n + 2a)/n,
then for any given o > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of f and o
such that

w({z eR":|[b, g§7a](f)(x)} >o}) < C/n ) (M) ~w(z) de,

o
where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

In particular, if we take w to be a constant function, then we immediately
get the following;:

Corollary 1.4. Let 0 < a <1 and b € BMO(R™). Then for any given ¢ > 0,
there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of f and o such that

{z e R": b, S)()(@)] > o}| < c/an> (@) o,

where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).



Corollary 1.5. Let 0 < a <1 and b € BMO(R™). Then for any given ¢ > 0,
there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of f and o such that

o ers gl > o} <¢ [ o (L) ar

o
where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

Corollary 1.6. Let 0 < o <1 and b € BMO(R™). If A > (3n+ 2a)/n, then
for any given o > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of f and o such
that

n .G > 0 @Y 4o
{2 e R < |[0,G5,](/)(@)] > }igc/w@( . )d,
where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

For the endpoint estimates of commutators generated by BMO(R™) func-
tions and intrinsic square functions in the weighted Morrey spaces L' (w) for
all 0 < k <1 and w € Ay, we will prove

Theorem 1.7. Let 0 < a<1,0< k<1, we Ay and b € BMO(R™). Then
for any given ¢ > 0 and any ball B, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent
of f, B and o such that

1
w(B)*

| e L @Y ie)de
’LU({{EEB |[b580¢](f)( )| > }) SCSBpw(B)“/;(I)( ) ( )d 7

o
where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

Theorem 1.8. Let 0 < a<1,0< k<1, we Ay and b € BMO(R™). Then
for any given o > 0 and any ball B, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent
of f, B and o such that

1
w(B)~

| e L @D e
w({z € B:|b,G(f)(z)| > })SOSBpw(B)n/Bq)< o > (z)dz,

where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

Theorem 1.9. Let 0 < o < 1, 0 < kK < 1, w € Ay and b € BMO(R").
If A > (3n+2a)/n, then for any given o > 0 and any ball B, there ezists a
constant C' > 0 independent of f, B and o such that

1
w(B)~

b, G 1 |f ()]
w({z € B:|bG5.f))|>0c}) < C'Sl;p w(B) /BCI) ( )~w(x)dx,

o
where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

For the endpoint estimates of commutators generated by BMO(R"™) func-
tions and intrinsic square functions in the generalized Morrey spaces L'® when
O satisfies the doubling condition, we will show that



Theorem 1.10. Let 0 < o < 1 and b € BMO(R"™). Suppose that © satisfies
Z2) and 1 < D(O) < 2™, then for any given o > 0 and any ball B(xo, ), there
exists a constant C > 0 independent of f, B(xo,r) and o such that

L e Blar) o)l > o] < Csup L @1
sy e € Bl <[ S0 > o} < Copis [ (L)

where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

Theorem 1.11. Let 0 < o < 1 and b € BMO(R"™). Suppose that © satisfies
Z4) and 1 < D(O) < 2™, then for any given o > 0 and any ball B(xo, ), there
exists a constant C' > 0 independent of f, B(xg,r) and o such that

L. x o, T) . x o -su L M X
5ty 17 € o) 0.l >} < Camp s [ 0 (L),

g

where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

Theorem 1.12. Let 0 < o < 1 and b € BMO(R"™). Suppose that O satisfies
Z4), 1 < D(®) < 2™ and A > (3n + 2a)/n, then for any given o > 0 and any
ball B(xo,T), there exists a constant C > 0 independent of f, B(xo,r) and o
such that

! Haz To,T) : N T o -su ! _|f(a:)| T
oy 1z € Bl [1.63.10) @) > HSC?JS@(ﬂ/B@O,T)@( ) as

where ®(t) = t(1 +log™ t).

2 Notations and preliminaries

A weight w will always mean a positive function which is locally integrable on
R™, B = B(xo,7r5) denotes the open ball with the center xy and radius rp. For
1 < p < oo, a weight function w is said to belong to the Muckenhoupt’s class
Ap, if there is a constant C' > 0 such that for every ball B C R"(see [6l[L6]),

(o) G v

For the case p = 1, w € Ay, if there is a constant C' > 0 such that for every ball
B CR",

ﬁ/ w(x)dr < C - essinf w(z).
B

reB

We also define Ao = Ui<pcocAp. It is well known that if w € A, with 1 <p <
00, then for any ball B, there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that

w(2B) < Cw(B). (2.1)



In general, for w € Ay and any j € Z,, there exists an absolute constant C' > 0
such that (see [6]) _ _
w(QJB) < C-2"w(B). (2.2)

Moreover, if w € Ay, then for all balls B and all measurable subsets F of B,
there exists a number § > 0 independent of E and B such that (see [6])

w(E) B[\’
uH<c (@ . 23)

A weight function w is said to belong to the reverse Holder class RH,, if there
exist two constants » > 1 and C > 0 such that the following reverse Holder
inequality holds for every ball B C R™.

(i foore) "< iy )

Given a ball B and A > 0, AB denotes the ball with the same center as B whose
radius is A times that of B. For a given weight function w and a measurable set
E, we also denote the Lebesgue measure of F by |E| and the weighted measure
of E by w(E), where w(E) = [, w(z)dx. Equivalently, we could define the
above notions with cubes instead of balls. Hence we shall use these two different
definitions appropriate to calculations.

Given a weight function w on R", for 1 < p < oo, the weighted Lebesgue
space LE (R™) is defined as the set of all functions f such that

e = ([ 1r@ruear) <o

In particular, when w equals to a constant function, we will denote LZ (R™)
simply by LP(R™).

Let 0 < k¥ < 1 and w be a weight function on R™. Then the weighted Morrey
space L% (w) is defined by (see [11])

LY (w) = {f €L (w): HfHle(w) = sgp@ /B |f (z)|w(z) de < oo},

where the supremum is taken over all balls B in R".
Let © = O(r), r > 0, be a growth function, that is, a positive increasing
function in (0, +00) and satisfy the following doubling condition:

©(2r) < D-0O(r), forall r>0, (2.4)

where D = D(0) > 1 is a doubling constant independent of r. The generalized
Morrey space L©(R") is defined as the set of all locally integrable functions f
for which (see [13])

el
sup —— |f(z)] dx < o0,
r>0;B(z0,r) (I)(T) B(zo,r)



where B(zg,7) = {z € R" : |x — 2| < r} is the open ball centered at z¢ and
with radius r > 0.

We next recall some basic definitions and facts about Orlicz spaces needed
for the proof of the main results. For more information on the subject, one can
see [21I]. A function @ is called a Young function if it is continuous, nonnegative,
convex and strictly increasing on [0,+00) with ®(0) = 0 and ®(¢t) — 400 as
t — +o0o. We define the ®-average of a function f over a ball B by means of
the following Luxemburg norm:

171l 5 = lnf{">0 |B|/ ( )d <1}

An equivalent norm that is often useful in calculations is as follows(see [I8,21]):

1 £llg5 < 1nf{ |B| Bq)<|f57x)|>dx}§2||f||¢78. (2.5)

Given a Young function ®, we use ® to denote the complementary Young func-
tion associated to ®. Then the following generalized Holder’s inequality holds
for any given ball B (see [I8,[19]).

o [ 1) gt <201l ol

In order to deal with the weighted case, for w € A.,, we also need to define
the weighted ®-average of a function f over a ball B by means of the weighted
Luxemburg norm:

||f||<1>(w),B = inf {U >0: ﬁ /B o (@) w(z)de < 1}-

It can be shown that for w € Ao (see [21,130]),
~ U |/ (@)l
Hqu)(w),B ~ 7171;% {77 + m /B @ (T w(z)dx p, (2.6)

757 [ @@ s < 0|y plolag,

The young function that we are going to use is ®(t) = (1 + log™ ) with its

complementary Young function ®(¢) ~ exp(t). In the present situation, we
denote

and

HfHLlogL,B = Hchb,B’ HchxpL,B = HgH&»,B;
and
||f||LlogL(w) B ||f||<1> (w),B’ HgHexpL(’w) B ||g||<1> (w),B"

By the (weighted) generalized Holder’s inequality, we have (see [18,130])

o [ ) 0@ <205l o



and
1
’U}(B) /B |f(17)g(:17)|w(3:) dx S OHfHLlogL(w),BHchxpL(w)ﬁB' (28)

Let us now recall the definition of the space of BMO(R™) (Bounded Mean
Oscillation) (see [BI10]). A locally integrable function b is said to be in BM O(R™),
if )

61 =sup = [ b(o) bl do < o,
B |Bl /B

where bp stands for the average of bon B, i.e., bgp = ﬁ J b(y) dy and the supre-
mum is taken over all balls B in R™. Modulo constants, the space BMO(R™)
is a Banach space with respect to the norm || - ||.. By the John—Nirenberg’s
inequality, it is not difficult to see that for any given ball B (see [I8,19])

|6 — bz < C||b]]+ (2.9)

exp L,B

Furthermore, we can also prove that for any w € A, and any given ball B (see
130),

—bBchpL(w),B < CHbH* (210)

Ib

Throughout this paper, the letter C' always denotes a positive constant in-
dependent of the main parameters involved, but it may be different from line
to line. By A =~ B, we mean that there exists a constant C' > 1 such that

1 A
c<g=C

3 Proofs of Theorems [I.1] and

Given a real-valued function b € BMO(R™), we shall follow the idea developed
in [24] and denote F(¢) = eflb(@)=b(2)] ¢ € C. Then by the analyticity of F(¢)
on C and the Cauchy integral formula, we get

br) — () = F(0) = - B a
1

_ o€ (@) =b(2)] | o0 gy
27 0

Thus, for any ¢ € C,, 0 < a < 1, we obtain

‘ / [b(z) = b(2)]pe(y — 2)f (2) dz

(
1 0 i0 :
p / (/ iy — 2)e”¢ Y@ f(2) dz> e b@) L gmib d@‘
™ Jo n

2 )
<— sup / oe(y — z)e_eleb(z)f(z) dz|ecs @) gg
21 Jo  peCa | Jrn
1 [ ;
§2_ Aa (676 ) . f) (y,t) . e(:05«9-b(m) do.
T Jo



So we have

(b, Sa] < 1 %5 —e'%b ) cos0:b(x) g
‘ ) a(f)(w)‘_%/o a(e -f(g;).e 7
and 1 .

|[b, ga] (f)(:t)‘ < %/0 N (efeleb . f‘) (I) . ,cos0-b(x d9

Then, by the LP-boundedness of intrinsic square functions (see [29]), and
using the same arguments as in [4], we can also show the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < o < 1,1 < p < oo and w € Ap. Then the com-
mutators [b,S,] and [b,Ga| are all bounded from LZ,(R™) into itself whenever
be BMO(R™).

We are now ready to give the proofs of Theorems [[L1] and [[L2] which are
based on the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition.

Proofs of Theorems [Tl and[L2. We will only give the proof of Theorem [L]
here, since the proof of Theorem[I.2is similar and easier. Inspired by the work in
[19,20,130], for any fixed o > 0, we apply the Calder6n—Zygmund decomposition
of f at height o to obtain a sequence of disjoint non-overlapping dyadic cubes
{Qi} such that the following property holds (see [22])

o<y fwld <o (3.1

where Q; = Q(c;, ;) denotes the cube centered at ¢; with side length ¢; and all
cubes are assumed to have their sides parallel to the coordinate axes. Setting
E =, Qi. Now we define two functions g and h as follows:

(2) = f(z) it z e E°,
I\ @ Jo L)l dy i 2 € @i,
and

hz) = f(@) = g(a) = 3 i)

where h;(x) = h(x)xq, (x). Then we have

lg(z)| <C -0, ae zecR", (3.2)

and
f(z) = g(x) + h(z). (3.3)
Obviously, supp h; C Q;, f hi(z)dz = 0 and ||h;||;2 < 2f x)|dx by the
above decomposition. Since |[6,Sa] (/)(@)| < [[b:Sa](9) | + |[b Sa] (h) ()|

by (33), then we can write
w({z € R": |[b,S:](f)(z)| > 0})
<w({z e R": |[b,Sa](9)(@)| > 0/2}) + w({z € R" : |[b,Sa] (h)(x)| > 0/2})
::Il —|—IQ



Observe that w € A; C As. Applying Chebyshev’s inequality and Theorem [B.]
we obtain

4 2 C 2
I; < ol H[b,sa} (9)‘ 2 < po HgHL%U

Moreover, by the inequality (8:2)) and the A; condition, we deduce that

loll3; <o [ lo@lot)da

<Co ( / @) do + /U  slntz) dw>

w(Qi)
L s+ 3558 [ If(y)ldy>

L 1@t + Sespiow [ 170) dy>

<C-o

<C-o

<C-o

7N T N N

| t@@dt [ (f)) dy>

< c-a/ 1 (2)w(z) da. (3.4)
R
So we have

L<C [f (@) cw(z)de <C [ @ (M) cw(z) dx.
RTL

R O o

To deal with the other term Io, let QF = 2,/n@; be the cube concentric with Q;
such that £(QF) = (24/n)f(Q;). Then we can further decompose I as follows.

I gw({x cUa: ‘[b,Sa] (h)(:zc)‘ > 0/2})
+ w({x ¢ ’[b,Sa](h)(x)’ > 0/2})

=13+ Iy.
Since w € Ay, then by the inequality 2.1]), we can get

I3 < Zw(@i‘) < Czw(Qi)'
Furthermore, it follows from the inequality (B and the A; condition that
1
< — . essi
I < CZ; - essinfu(y) /Qi /)] dy

C / c

<EY [ Wt <S [ 1wl dy
g ; Qi T JU; Qi

<C Mw(y)dygc RHQ(M>'w(y)dy-

R (o (o

10



For any given « € R™ and (y,t) € I'(x), we have

sup [ ta) = b Jinly = 2)hi(2) x| < o) — b, - sup [ ety =itz
+ sup /R [b(2) = b, ] pe(y — 2)hi(z) dz|.
(3.5)
Hence
|6, Sa] Z|b ) = ba.| - Sa(hi)()
<// sup / [b(z) — bo, |1 ( _Z).Zh_(z)dzz’dydt)l/z
) 9€Ca Qi Pt\Y % !

= Z b(z) — b, | - Sa(hs)(x) + Sa ( [b—bg,] hl>
Then we can write

I gw<{x¢_LiJQ;:zi:\b( —bg,| - Sal >a/4}>

ce(lreyers (Zb-w o)

=I5 + Ig.
It follows directly from the Chebyshev’s inequality that

b(z) — b
R\ U, Q; Z‘ ©

S-Z(/@)C z) = bq,| -

Denote the center of Q; by ¢;. For any ¢ € Cy, 0 < a < 1, by the cancellation
condition of h;, we obtain that for any (y,t) € I'(z),

/ [ —2) — iy — Cz)] hi(z) dz

IsS

- Sa(hi)(z) w(x) dw) .

|(hix e) ()] =

/ |z — ¢;|*

S n+ao

Qin{zilz—yl<ty 1t
0(Q;)>

<C. (gi / |hi(2)] dz. (3.6)
t Qin{z:|z—y|<t}

In addition, for any z € Q; and = € (Q})¢, we have |z — ¢;| < le—cil Cl‘ . Thus, for
all (y,t) € I'(z) and |z — y| < ¢ with z € Q;, we can see that

|hi(2)] dz

|z — ¢

trtzle—yl+ly—2>le—2 2o —al - |2 —al 2 (3.7)

11



Hence, for any x € (QF)¢, by using the above inequalities (3.6) and [B.7), we
obtain

2 ayar\ "
Y
[Salhi)a)| = (//( (s [t nw) th)
x ®
dydt 2
Y
<C-/ Qz (/ |h /I CZ‘ /y ol<t +2( n+a)+n+l>

)| dz (

o 1/2

<C-UQy)” </ |hi(z)|dz </mct2n+a)+1>
|W(/ F()dz).

Since QF = 2v/nQ; D 2Q;, then (QF)¢ C (2Q;)°. This fact together with the
above pointwise estimate yields
w(z)
2
|z — ¢;|nte I)

I5<— ( / |f(z Idzx/;)c}b(a?)—b@
g— ( /|f |dz></ i)ﬂ’b(m)—bgi-%dgo

c - w(z)
< — KQZ-O‘/ f(2)|dz x / b(x) — dz
F (e [ velax s [ ) PR
¢ N w(x)
+ = sz‘a/ f(2)|dz x / bojv1g, —bg,| ———dx
F 2| w@r [ @lax [ e —tel
= I411.
For the term I,
I< ¢ Z E(Qi)a/ |f(2)] dz x i %/ ’b(:v) — b2j+1Qi’ cw(z) dx
v 3 2 BTG fogama,

Since w € Ay, we know that there exists a number r > 1 such that w € RH,..
It then follows from Holder’s inequality, the John—Nirenberg’s inequality([10])

and (Z2) that
, 1/r' 1/r
/ |b(ZE) — b2j+1Qi‘ . w(a:) dr < (/ |b(ZE) — b2j+1Qi |T d:p) (/ ’LU(:Z?)TdZZ?>
27+1Q; 20+1Q; 20+1Q;

< bl - w(27*' Q)
<Ol - (274 w(Qi). (3-8)

12



Hence

) (/Q £l dz x Z "M'Q)')

C ’w(Ql) . 1
g;§ij( o /Q |f(z)|dz><JZ:1 _W)
C .
<= E ess infuw(z) /Qi |f(2)] dz

<C [ eme@ae<e [ YO e
UiQi Rn
N o
cof (U2 e

For the term II, since b € BMO(R™), then a simple calculation shows that
|b2is1q, —bo.| < C (5 + 1)IIbll-. (3.9)
This estimate (3.9) together with the inequality ([2.2)) implies that

C- HbH* w(2' Qi
< (Ql /If Idzxz j+1)- W)]n)m)

g

O HbH* (/ |f(z Idzxz J+1 13:12(%1)0

( ””)
na
SEZ<|@| /'f 'd><cwq’<@>'w(2)d’z'

On the other hand, by using the weighted weak-type (1,1) estimate of intrinsic
square functions (see [29]), we have

Is < %/}Rn Z |b(z) — bg,| - |hi(@)| w(z) dx
= %Z/@ b(z) = bg,| - [hi(z)| w(z) dz

g%;/@l|b(x)—b@}|f(x) w(x) dx

C 1
+;Xi:m/@ If(y)ldyx/Qi |b(z) — bo, |w(z) dz

= III41IV.

13



By the generalized Holder’s inequality with weight (Z8)), (2I0) and (2.6), we
can deduce that

C 1
I =— Zw(Qi) w0y /Q_ |b(z) — ba,
ngw(Qi)'
C - ||b]|«
S#Zw(QZ) ’ ||f||LlogL(w),Qi

i

_C- 1l
= > w(@i) %g%{

i @
< o ¢
gc{zi:w(Qini:/iq) (Ifify)l) w(y)dy}

<[ @ (@) wl(y) dy.

Arguing as in the proof of (3.8), we find that

/Q |b(z) — bg, |w(z) do < ( /Q i Ib(a) — bo, T,dx>1/r’ ( /iw(@’“dz)l/r

< ClIblls - w(Qi).-

S (@) w(z) de

fHLlog L(w),Q;

ba exp L(w),Q:

Therefore

y)| dy <—Zess1nfw /|f )| dy
M-w(y)dy

n g

IV<

gg @)y dy < C /
9 JU,; Q:

<c | @ (M) ~w(y) dy.

g

Summing up all the above estimates, we get the desired result. O

4 Proof of Theorem

In order to prove the main theorem of this section, we will need the following
estimates which were established by the author in [27].

Proposition 4.1. Let w € A1 and 0 < a < 1. Then for any j € Z4, we have

[Sa2 (Dl 2 < C 2jn/2”‘9a(f)HLgu'
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Proposition 4.2. Let w € A1, 0 < a <1 and 2 < ¢ < co. Then for any
Jj € Zy, we have

[Sazs (Dl < 2™2)j50(1)

HL?U HL?U'

Proposition 4.3. Letw € A1,0<a <1 andl < g < 2. Then for anyj € Z,
we have

[Sa2s (£)]| o < C-277/9]|S0(f)

s s,

Moreover, from the definition of G (A > 3), we readily see that
Gl =[], (ﬁ) (Aar)(w.1)) 22
L (i) (o) 25
S () (Autnimn) 2

<c [Sa(f L+ 3, (6] (4.1)

j=1

Thus, by applying Propositions 4.1-4.3, the L% -boundedness of S, (see [29]) and
the above inequality ([@.1]), we obtain that for 1 < ¢ < oo and w € 4y,

Dl = (IS0ls + 22 ¥ 1500 )
<ol + o ¥ BF 280l )
<C|f],a <1+22—“" 2% +27 })

=1

<l 2)

where the last inequality holds under the assumption A > 3 > max{1,2/q}
when 1 < ¢ < co. In addition, for a given real-valued function b € BMO(R"),
as before, we can also prove that

1

2 0
[, G3.a] (D) < 5- / Gio(e 0 f)(z) - e @ dp.  (4.3)
0

Taking into account the inequalities (£2) and (@3), and following along the
same arguments used in [4], we can also show the following:

Theorem 4.4. Let 0 < a < 1,1 < q < oo and w € Ay. Suppose that A > 3,
then the commutator [b, Q;ya} are bounded from L% (R™) into itself whenever
b e BMO(R™).

15



In [24], we have established the weighted weak-type (1,1) estimate of G5 ,
on L1 (R™). More specifically, we obtained

Theorem 4.5. Let 0 < a < 1, w € Ay and A > (3n+ 2a)/n. Then for any
gwen o > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of f and o such that

n o c
o({rer16.0@] > o)) < 5 [ i@l do
Proof of Theorem[L3l For any fixed o > 0, as before, we again perform the
Calderéon—Zygmund decomposition of f at the level ¢ to obtain a sequence of
disjoint non-overlapping dyadic cubes {Q;} such that the following property
holds (see [22])

1
o< = If(y)| dy < 2"0. (4.4)
|Ql| Qi
Setting E = |J; Q;. Now we decompose f( ) g(x) + h(z), where
g(z) = f(x) when z € E°, and g(x ‘Q ‘ le |/ (y)| dy when x € Q;. Then

hz) = f(z) —g(z) = Z hi()

with h;(x) = h(x)xg,(x). Clearly, by the above decomposition, we get supp h
Qis Jo, ha d:v = Oand || s ||L1 <2 [, |f(x)|dz . Note that |[b,G5 ,](f)(«

Hb g%a} ’ + Hb gA,a}( ’ then we have
w({z € R" : |[b,G5 ) (F)(@)| > o})

w({z e R": |[b,G5,1(9) ()] > 0/2}) + w({z € R" : |[b, G} ] (M) ()| > 0/2})
=J1 + Jo.

i C
)| <

Let us start with the term J;. By using Chebyshev’s inequality, Theorem [£.4]
and the inequality (34), we obtain

4

* 2 ¢
J1 < — H[bv g)\,a} (g)‘ 12 < ; ’ HgHiﬁ)
c

<o [ 1@t ds

g

<c| e ('f(‘r)') -w() dz.

g

To estimate the other term Jo, as before, we also let QF = 24/nQ; be the cube
concentric with @; such that £(QF) = (24/n)0(Q;). Then we can further split
Jo into two parts as follows.

B2 <w({we UQE‘ 1.6l @) > 0/2})
vul{reUer: gl me| > or2))

= Jg + J4.

16



The part of the argument involving .J3 proceeds as in Theorem [L1]

< 5 < ) < . .
J3 % w(Q)) <C % w(Q;) <C - ® ( w(x) dz
By the previous estimate ([B.5), we thus obtain

|[6,G3.0] (1 Z|b 5 o(hi)(x)

/ / sup
I'(z) p€Ca

= Z |b(ZE) - bQi

1/2
/ ) ~ b Jonly = 2)- B le) ffff)
~g;,a<hz—><x>+g:,a(2[b—b@1hi><x>.

%

Therefore

Jy §w<{$ ¢ LZJQZ‘ : ;\b(w) —bg,
o({s ¢Uer gka(Z[b—bQ11h><x>>a/4}>

::J5 + JG.

G () (@) > 0/4}>

It follows directly from the Chebyshev’s inequality that
4
Js < —

b(z
7 JRMU, Q; Z‘

S-Z(/@)C ) = bq,

We also denote the center of Q; by ¢;. In the proof of Theorem [[LIl we have
already shown that

satn)o)] < ¢ B ( A |f<z>|dz). (45)

i - G alhi) ()| w(z) de

- Gx.o(hi) (@) w(z) dw) )

Below we will give the pointwise estimates of ‘Sa o ‘ for j = 1,2,.

Notice that for any z € Q; and z € (Q})¢, we get |z — cl| < lx C" . Thus, for all
(y,t) € T'9si(z) and |z — y| < t with z € Q;, we can deduce that

|z — ¢

t—|—2jt2|x—y|—|—|y—z|Z|x—z|2|x—ci|—|z—0i|2 (4.6)

Hence, for any = € (QF)¢, by the inequalities (3.0 and (4.0]), we obtain that for

17



) 1/2
)] = 4 b dydt
|Sa.2i (hi) ()] (//sz(m) <:€C111 |(¢t hz)(y)|> t"+1>
1/2
N dydt
<C-0Qy) (/ |dz) (/m o /u oz 12 n+a)+n+1>

27+2

1/2
_ dt
ogn/2 -
<C-2M20(Q0)” (/1| i(z )|dz> (/zle t2(n+a)+1>

j Qi)
< L 9i(Bnt2a)/2 _ \Wt) )
<C-2 |5E—Ci|n+°‘</¢gi |f(z)|dz)

Therefore, by using the pointwise estimate we just derived above and the in-

equality ([@.T]),

\QQMJ@MSOUS 1+§jzﬂwﬂsy )(ﬂ

—jAn/2  oj(3n+2a)/2
<C- |$_C|n+a(/ f(2 |dz>>< L4y 2miAn/2. 9

=1
<0 o () nes).

where the last inequality is due to our assumption A > (3n + 2a)/n. Conse-

quently,
———dz | .
|z — ¢;|nte x)

C
Js < — 2(Q:)%
s<S3 (|
Following along the same lines as in Theorem [[.I] we can also show

Js < C/nfb (@) -w(z) da.

On the other hand, by using the weighted weak-type (1,1) estimate of gia(see
Theorem [£0]), we have

C
Js < ;/Rn;’b(x)_b@ |
The rest of the proof is exactly the same as that of Theorem [[L1] and we finally
obtain
Jg < C/ ) (M) ~w(z) dx.
n g

Collecting all these estimates, we get the desired estimate. O

()] dz /(Q*)C 1b(z) — b,

7

hi(z)|w(z) da.
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5 Proofs of Theorems [1.7), 1.8 and

Proofs of Theorems [ and[I.8. We will only give the proof of Theorem [L.71]
here, because the proof of Theorem [[.§ is essentially the same. Fix a ball
B = B(zo,rp) € R™ and decompose f = f1 + fa, where fi = f - Xops Xon
denotes the characteristic function of 2B = B(xg,2rg). For any 0 < x < 1,
w € A; and any given o > 0, one writes

1
w(B)n . w({:v € B: Hbvsa](f)(.’li)‘ > U})
: 1
SW(B)K w({x = Hb7 Sa](fl)(x)} g 0/2}) + w(B)* w({x € B: Hb, Sa](f2)($)} > 0/2})
=11 + I».

Using Theorem [T and the inequality ([2.1I), we get

nL<c. ﬁ/ncp (@) w(z) dz
il
E i
o
B

P
sl o [0 (5w

For any x € B, we can easily check that

)

I
«Q
g

|
Q

IN
Q

|[6:8a] (£2)@)] < [b(@) = b - Sa(f2) @) + Sa([b — b5]f2) ().

So we have
1
I Sw(B)" ~w({z € B:|b(z) —bs| - Sa(fo)(z) > 0/4})
1
gy v e B 8o (I b5 o) )| > 0/4})
=13+ I4.

For the term I, for all 0 < a < 1 and = € B, it was proved by the author [23]
that

[SulR)@)] <O g | i (5.1)

Since w € Ap, then there exists a number r > 1 such that w € RH,. Hence, by
using the above pointwise estimate (5.I), Chebyshev’s inequality together with
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Holder’s inequality and John—Nirenberg’s inequality (see [10]), we conclude that

b < g [ (o) = o) - o (o) @)ula) da

1 [f(2)]
<C . d
B ; |27H1B| Joiip o

(/ |b(z) — bp|" d:c>l/rl (/Bw(x)rdxy/r

B
SC:’ A Oy
SC'S‘ép{wéw/f('fS)') }Xiwé’]@ e

Since w € A; C Aw, by the inequality ([23]), we get

o) K 0 (1-k)

> swam= <X (mam
w(2ﬂ+1B Y=k |127+1B|

j=1
1 d(1—k)
(W) <. e

IN

TMg HM

C

which in turn gives that

=0 S‘ép{wé)ﬁ K (@) wlz) dz}'

Similar to the proof of (B.1)), for all 0 < v < 1 and all z € B, we can show the
following pointwise estimate as well.

([b—bB f2) ‘<OZ 2] /z 2)—bp|-|f(z)]dz.  (5.3)

I+1B

Applying the above pointwise estimate (B3]) and Chebyshev’s inequality, we
have

I, <

—bp fg) x)‘w(x) dx

w(B
< w((B))K = Z W /2j+13 |b(2) = bs| - |£(2)| d=
j=1

20



w(B
w( )ﬁ Z |2J+IB| /21+1B —b21+13} } )}dz

w(
! w(B)N | ;J; m /2j+13 |b2j+lB B bB| ' |f(z)| dz

=I5 + Ig.

For the term I5, observe that for any a,b > 0, ®(a-b) < ®(a) - ®(b) when
®d(t) = t(1 +logtt). We then use the generalized Hélder’s inequality with

weight (228)), 210) and 20) together with (52) to obtain

C e 1
IS B D TR [ )~ bnl WG

C
— -w
g

IN

)liﬁ Z Hb - b2j+lBchp L(w),2j+1BHfHLlog L(w),2i+1B

- OH:H* .w(B)lnigr;% {77+ ﬁ /2j+lB ® (@) w(z)dz}
< A i{ SRS - /WBq) (@) w(z) dz}

('fff”> o] X

S e R

For the last term Is we proceed as follows. By the inequality (8.9]) again, we get

—K - ; 1 f ©
Is < C.w(B)l Z(J +1)o]« - |29t1B]| Joi+1p | (U)| d

< C|b|l« - {1 —I—Sup{

j=1
Sy 1 £ (2)]
< C. 1-k e ——— .
< CulB)! 320 + Dlbl- - gy / e s
1 £ (2)] S w(B)'*
<(C- —— [ S
<o [ o (X U T
Since w € A1 C Aw, by using the inequality ([2.3]) again, we have
s w(B)—* B (1-k)
Z J +1 2J+lB)1 K < OZ J +1 |2]+IB|



which implies

%SC*ﬁ{m;ﬁé¢(@?g““”“}

Summarizing the above discussions, we obtain the conclusion of the theorem.
O

Proof of Theorem LA Fix a ball B = B(zg,rg) € R™ and decompose f =
f1+ f2, where f1 = f - x,,. Forany 0 < x <1, w € A; and any given o > 0,
we then write

— - wlfe e B [B.GLIN@)] > o))
<oy (e € B B.GL@] > 0/2}) + oo wl{r € B2 1. Gl (2)(@)] > 0/2))
=J1 + Ja.

Theorem [[L3] and the inequality (Z.I]) imply that

J1§C~@/n <|f10(_>|>-w(x)dx
_C'%W/B (If(x)l) w(z) dz
(z)

S ()
<ol (1) e

For any = € B, we are able to verify that

|[6:93.0) (22)(@)] < [bl@) = b - G50 (f2) (@) + G o (1 bBLS2) (0).

So we have

w({z € B: [b(z) = bp|- G5 . (fo) (@) > 0/4})

ﬁB)“ w({zeB: ’g;,a([b - bB]fz)(:v)] > o /4})
=Jz + J4.

For the term Js, forall 0 < a <1, x € B and j € Z,, it was also shown by the
author [23] that

’Saﬂj(f?)(w)‘ <2 Z |2J+1B| /2 +13 2l dz. (5:5)
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Hence, it follows from the inequalities ([@.3]), (51) and (@I that

1Gha(f2)@)] < c[\sa<fz><x>| > 2””/2|sa,2j<f2><x>|}

j=1

j=1

)| d .
Z |2J+lB| /2:+1B 2)|dz, (5.6)

where the last inequality is due to our assumption A > (3n + 2«a)/n > 3. Hence,
we can continue the estimate of J3 in the same way as in Theorem[I.7] and obtain

T = /’b |- Gt o (fo) (2)w(z) du
1
= CZ |2J+1B| /21+13 o dz x w(B)* /B‘b(x) _bB’w(:C) dx
Z 23+1B 2i+1 |f5j)| ~w(z) dz x w(B)' ™"

<o e [ (25) o 5 o

conp i [ () wirs).

For the term Jy, similar to the proof of (B.8), for all 0 < o < 1, all z € B and
A > 3, we can show the following pointwise estimate as well.

3 ([ ~ b5 fz) ’<CZ|2J+1B|/2 2) = bp| - |f(2)]dz. (5.7)

i+1 B

Following the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem [[7 and using the
pointwise estimate (5.7)) and Chebyshev’s inequality, we have eventually ob-
tained

Jy <

[b— bB]f2) (:v)‘w(:v) dz
w(B) C &
= w((B))’”" . ;Z |2j+113| /27'“8 ‘b(z) - bB‘ : ‘f(z)‘ dz
j=1

coonp{is (1) ).

Combining all the above estimates, we are done. O
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6 Proofs of Theorems [1.10, 1.11] and

Proofs of Theorems[[LI0 and .11l Again we will only give the proof of The-
orem here. Theorem [[LTI] can be dealt with similarly. For any ball
B = B(wzo,r) € R™ with zyp € R" and r > 0, we set f = f1 + fa, where
fi=7F X, Then for each fixed o > 0, we have

1

o e eB: bS] > o}
Se’b)'HIGB:Hb’s“](fl)(@'”/?}ﬁ e € B |1.Sal(f2)(@)] > 0/2}]
=K1+ K,

We consider the term K first. Theorem [ and the inequality (2] imply that

K <C- @;) / ® (|f10$)|> dz
=gty [, (L) o

O(2r 1 T

9((7“)) o(2r) /B(mo,2r) ¢ (@) I

<C- sup ! / <I)<|f(x)|)dx .
r>0;B(z0,r) 6(7‘) B(zo,r) o

We now turn our attention to the estimate of K5. Recalling that the following
estimate holds for any = € B,

|[b,5a] (f2)(@)] < [b() = 3| - Sa(f2) (@) + S (b = b51f2 ) (2).

Thus, we have

K ggz o € B |bx) — b - Salfo)(@) > 0/4}]
+ Wr) ) Hx € B: ‘Sa([b— bB]fQ)(x)‘ > ‘7/4}’
=K3+ K.

By using the previous pointwise estimate (5.1]), Chebyshev’s inequality and the
definition of BMO, we conclude that

/yb ) = bg| - Salf2)(®

/()] {|B| L }
<C - dz % C = b(x) —bp|d
= |2a+1B| e IR L

| A
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< Bl Ot 1 / |/ (2)]
< Cp|| J:Z1 |2/+1B] O(r) O(27+1r) B(zo,2i+1r) O 1

1 /(= e(2"r)
<C- sup / o < > zp X .
r>0;B(z0,r) { G(T) B(zo,r) Z |2J+1B| G(T)

Note that 1 < D(©) < 2", then by using the doubhng condition (Z4]) of O, we
know that

O(27 1)

oo |B] J+1
! . < 1
; |27+1 B| O(r) Z < on > ¢, (6.1)

J=1

which in turn gives that

1
Ks<C- sup / @<M)dz .
r>0;B(z0,r) G(T) B(zo,r) o

Applying the previous pointwise estimate (B3] and Chebyshev’s inequality, we
have

1
|B|
o0 ?Z W/ () ~ b )]
R
= 9(7‘) Z |2]+1B| /ZJ+IB _b27+1B‘ ‘ )‘dz
|B| | |
+W'Fgm/w|”2“113—b3| 7] a:
= K5+K6.

For the term K3, notice that the inequality ®(a - b) < ®(a) - ©(b) holds for
any a,b > 0, when ®(t) = t(1 + log™ t). We then use the generalized Holder’s

inequality (277), (29) and (Z3]) together with (G.1]) to obtain

Ks < 2L SN  al el g
5—@(T) Uj:l 27T B|lexp L,2i+1 B Llog L,2i+1B

Clivlls 1Bl <~ n |
< e f d
- o @(T);rlzgo n+|23+1B| 2J+lB ?
°° . j+1
< Clell- 1B nE o ) o (172
o 0= (P75 |2J+1B| 2418 o

o E
* r>O;SB(Ia)co,r) { G(T) /B(wo,r) ¢ < o }]
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B 6(r)

<C- sup ! / <I><|f(z)|)dz .
r>0;B(z0,r) G(T) B(zo,r) o

For the last term Kjg, an application of the inequality ([3.9) leads to that

oo

1 |f(2)]
)b . —d
; s+ el 2B Jyyiip 0
< - 9(2j+17°) . / LSl
B j:l |27H1B]  ©(27r) Jpy2itiry O
<

C- sup 1 / P ('f(2)|) dz
r>0;B(zo,r) 6(7‘) B(zo,r) g

S B o227ty
XZ(3+1)'|2J»| .8 )
j=1

Bl O(r)

Moreover, by using the doubling condition (24 of © again and the fact that
1< D(®) < 2", we find that

=L |B| @2J+1 > D(@) AL
Z(]+1)-|2j+1B|~ G ) < Z +1) <C. (6.2
j=1 j=1

Substituting the above inequality (6.2) into the term Kjg, we thus obtain

K¢ <C- sup ! / <I><|f(z)|)dz .
r>0;B(z0,T) G(T) B(zo,r) o

Summing up all the above estimates, we therefore conclude the proof of the
main theorem. O

Finally, we remark that by using the same arguments as in the proof of
Theorems and [[L10, we can also show the conclusion of Theorem The
details are omitted here.
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