arXiv:2405.05940v1 [math.FA] 9 May 2024

Generalized Campanato Space Over Non-homogeneous Space and Its Applications

Yuxun Zhang, Jiang Zhou^∗

Abstract: The authors introduce generalized Campanato space with regularized condition over non-homogeneous space, and study its basic properties including the John-Nirenberg inequality and equivalent characterizations. As applications, the boundedness of fractional type Marcinkiewicz integral operator and its commutator on generalized Morrey space over non-homogeneous space is obtained.

Key Words: Generalized Campanato space; non-homogeneous space; John-Nirenberg inequality; Marcinkiewicz integral; commutator

Mathematics Subject Classification(2020): 42B35; 42B20; 42B25; 30L15

1 Introduction

In 1961, John and Nirenberg [14] first introduced the space BMO(R^n ). A function f ∈ L^1_{loc} is in BMO(R^n ) if ‖f‖_{BMO(R}n_) := sup_B � B |f(x) − f_B|dx < ∞, (1) where the supremum is over all balls B ⊂ R^n , f_B := � B f(y)dy denotes the mean value of f on B.

Campanato [3,4] introduced Campanato space and researched its fundamental natures in 1963 and 1964. Since then, for applications to the regularity of solutions of partial differential equations (e.g. in [10]), Campanato space has been further studied and gradually generalized by many authors, see [21, 23, 24].

In 1985, Nakai and Yabuta [23] introduced the generalized Campanato space over R^n as follow: For 1 ⩽ p < ∞ and a measurable function φ : R^n × (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), the generalized Campanato space L^{p,φ}(R^n ) is consisted of all f ∈ L^1_{loc} such that

‖f‖_Lp,φ_{(R}n_) := sup_B ( 1 φ(B) � B |f(x) − f_B|^pdx ) 1_p < ∞, (2) where φ(B) := φ(x, r) for ball B = B(x, r) ⊂ R^n . Note that if φ(B) = 1 for all balls B, the condition (2) will equal to (1) [14], so L^{p,φ}(R^n ) is surely the generalization of BMO(R^n ).

In 2010, in order to incorporate some spaces whose measures dissatisfies the doubling condition into a unified framework for studying, Hytönen [12] introduced a new type of metric measure

∗Corresponding author. The research was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12061069).

spaces called non-homogeneous space, which satisfy the geometrically doubling and upper doubling conditions. Many works about function space and operator theory over R^n have been generalized to non-homogeneous space, see [5, 8, 19].

Hytönen [12] also introduced RBMO(μ) space over non-homogeneous space, which is the analogue of BMO(R^n ) with an additional regularized condition. In 2014, Fu, Yang and Yang [8] introduced ~RBMO(μ) space over non-homogeneous space via the discrete coefficient, and obtained the boundedness of Calderón-Zygmund operators on ~RBMO(μ). Subsequently, some results for the commutators generated by several operators and ~RBMO(μ) functions are obtained, for example, in [16–18]. Fu, Lin, Yang and Yang [7] introduced Campanato space over non-homogeneous space in 2015, which is the generalization of ~RBMO(μ).

In this article, we naturally introduce the generalized Campanato space over non-homogeneous space, and obtain some of their properties. Meanwhile, considering that the boundedness of operators is an important issue in function space theory (e.g. in [6]), as applications, the boundedness of Marcinkiewicz integral operator ~M_{l,ρ,s} and its commutator ~M_{l,ρ,s,b} from generalized Morrey space L^{p,ϕ} to L^{q,ϕ} is obtained, where b is in generalized Campanato space. These results extend some theorems in [18] that showed the boundedness of ~M_{l,ρ,s} and ~M_{l,ρ,s,b} on L^{p,ϕ}, and in [15] that studied the boundedness of these operators over R^n .

Throughout this paper, we use (X , d, μ) to denote a non-homogeneous space unless there exists a contrary description, use L^p_{loc} to denote the set of all p-th locally integrable functions for p ∈ [1, ∞), use L^∞_c to denote the set of all L^∞ functions supported on a certain ball, and use χ_E to denote the characteristic function of E ⊂ X . We use Z to represent the set of all integers, and N := Z∩[0, ∞). For any ball B ⊂ X , c_B and r_B denotes the centre and radius of B, respectively, and for λ > 0, λB := B(c_B , λr_B ). For ϕ : X × (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), ϕ(B) denotes ϕ(c_B , r_B ). For any p ∈ (1, ∞), we denote p^′ := p/(p − 1). Use A ≲ B to show A ⩽ CB, where C > 0 is independent of the main parameters, and use A ≈ B to show A ≲ B and B ≲ A. For some parameters α_1, α_2, · · · , α_n, C_{(α1,α2,··· ,αn)} or c_{(α1 ,α2,··· ,αn)} denotes a positive constant only dependent on X and α_1, α_2, · · · , α_n. For ball B ⊂ X and f ∈ L^1_{loc}, m_B (f) is coincide with f_B.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we give some basic definitions and lemmas. First, we recall some concepts about non-homogeneous space introduced by Hytönen.

Definition 2.1. [12] A metric space (X , d) satisfies the geometrically doubling condition if there exists N_0 ∈ N such that, any ball B(x, r) ⊂ X can be covered by at most N_0 balls {B (x_i, r/2)}_i. Definition 2.2. [12] A metric space (X , d) satisfies the upper doubling condition if μ is a Borel measure on X , and there exists λ : X ×(0, ∞) → (0, ∞) satisfying that r → λ(x, r) is non-decreasing for given x ∈ X , and for all x ∈ X , r ∈ (0, ∞), μ(B(x, r)) ⩽ λ(x, r) ⩽ C_{(λ)}λ(x, r/2). Remark 2.1. In [13], the authors obtain that there exists ~λ pointwise controlled by λ, which makes C_{(~λ)} ⩽ C_{(λ)}, and for all x, y ∈ X with d(x, y) ⩽ r_0, ~λ(x, r_0) ⩽ C_{(λ)}~λ(y, r_0). (3)

Therefore, we always assume that λ satisfies (3).

The following is the definition of discrete coefficient. Definition 2.3. [2] Let τ ∈ (1, ∞), balls B ⊂ S ⊂ X . Define

~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} = 1 + N^{(τ )}_{B,S}∑

k=−⌊log_τ 2⌋ μ(τ^kB) λ(c_B , τ^kr_B ) ,

where N^{(τ )}_{B,S} is the smallest integer which makes τ^{N (τ )B,S} r_B ⩾ r_S , and ⌊x⌋ denotes the greatest integer not more than x for x ∈ R.

Though the doubling condition does not always hold for all balls B ⊂ X , there still exist some balls satisfying the following property.

Definition 2.4. [12] For 1 < α, β < ∞, a ball B ⊂ X is called (α, β)-doubling if μ(αB) ⩽ βμ(B). Remark 2.2. From [12, Lemma 3.2] and [12, Lemma 3.3], set ν = log_2 C_{(λ)} and n_0 = log_2 N_0, where N_0 is defined in Definition 2.1, for any 1 < α < ∞ and ball B ⊂ X , the smallest (α, β_α)- doubling ball α^iB with i ∈ N exists, which is denoted by ~B^α, where β_α := α^{max{n0,ν}} + 30^{n0} + 30^ν .

To simplify writing, we use (α, β)-doubling ball to denote (α, β_α)-doubling ball, and the doubling ball means the (6, β_6)-doubling ball.

Next, to obtain the boundedness of certain operators, we introduce the set G^{dec}_δ as the subset of G^{dec} defined in [1].

Definition 2.5. For δ ∈ (0, 1), let G^{dec}_δ be the set of all functions ϕ : X × (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) such that for any x ∈ X , lim_{r→0+} ϕ(x, r) = +∞, lim_{r→+∞} ϕ(x, r) = 0, (4) and for any η > 1 and balls B_1 ⊂ B_2,

ϕ(B_1)(μ(ηB_1))^δ ⩾ c_{(ϕ,η)}(B_2)(μ(ηB_2))^δ, ϕ(B_1)μ(ηB_1) ⩽ C_{(ϕ,η)}ϕ(B_2)μ(ηB_2). Remark 2.3. It follows from [22, Proposation 3.4] that, if ϕ ∈ G^{dec}_δ satisfies (4), then there exists ~ϕ ∈ Gdec_δ equivalent to ϕ, which is continous and strictly decreasing of r for fixed x. Without the loss of generality, we still use ϕ to denote the corresponding ~ϕ.

The following definition of generalized Morrey space is different from [19], but similar to [20]. Definition 2.6. Let p ∈ [1, ∞), η ∈ (1, ∞) and ϕ ∈ G^{dec}_δ . f ∈ L^p_{loc} is in the generalized Morrey space L^{p,ϕ,η} if ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ,η := sup_B ( 1 ϕ(B)μ(ηB) � B |f(x)|^pdμ(x) ) 1_p < ∞. Remark 2.4. Similar to the proof in [5, Theorem 7], L^{p,ϕ,η} is independent of η. Therefore, L^{p,ϕ,η} can be written as L^{p,ϕ}.

Then, we introduce the generalized Campanato space ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} .

Definition 2.7. Let τ ∈ (1, ∞) and γ ∈ [1, ∞), ψ : X × (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) satisfy that, there exists C > 0 such that for any two balls B = B(x, r), B^′ = B(x^′, r) with d(x, x^′) ⩽ r, ψ(2B) ⩽ Cψ(B), 1 C ψ(B) ⩽ ψ(B^′) ⩽ Cψ(B). (5) f ∈ L^1_{loc} is in ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} if there exists C > 0 such that for any ball B ⊂ X , 1 ψ(B) 1 μ(τB) � B |f(x) − f_B| dμ(x) ⩽ C, (6) and for any two balls B ⊂ S, 1 ψ(B) |f_B − f_S| ⩽ C ( ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} )_γ . (7)

The ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} norm of f, or ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,γ} , is defined as the infimum of C > 0 satisfying (6) and (7).

Remark 2.5. The following conclusions show that ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} is the generalization of ~RBMO(μ), the Campanato space over (X , d, μ), and the generalized Campanato space over R^n .

(i) If ψ(x, r) = 1, then ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} = ~RBMO(μ) defined in [8].

(ii) By Remark 2.1, for α ∈ [0, ∞), ψ(x, r) = λ(x, r)^α satisfies (5), then ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} = E^{α,1}_{τ,τ,γ} defined in [7].

(iii) If (X , d, μ) = (R^n , | · |, m_n), where m_n denotes the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure, then ~Lψ,1,γ = L1,ψ(Rn ). Remark 2.6. We will prove that ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} is independent of τ and γ under a certain condition.

Moreover, we recall the definition of θ-type generalized Calderón-Zygmund kernel and Marcinkiewicz integral operator.

Definition 2.8. [27] Let l ⩾ 0, θ : (0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be non-decreasing and make �_1 0 θ(t) t log 1 t dt < ∞. K_{l,θ} ∈ L^1_{loc} defined on X^2\{(x, x) : x ∈ X } is a θ-type generalized Calderón-Zygmund kernel, if for x, y ∈ X , |K_{l,θ}(x, y)| ≲ (d(x, y))^{1+l} λ(x, d(x, y)) , and for x, y, z ∈ X with d(x, y) ⩾ d(x, z)/2, |K_{l,θ}(x, y) − K_{l,θ}(z, y)| − |K_{l,θ}(y, x) − K_{l,θ}(y, z)| ≲ θ ( d(x, z) d(x, y) ) (d(x, z))^{1+l} λ(x, d(x, y)) . Definition 2.9. [18] Let l ⩾ 0, ρ > 0 and s ⩾ 1, the fractional type Marcinkiewicz integral operator ~M_{l,ρ,s} with θ-type generalized Calderón-Zygmund kernel K_{l,θ} is defined by

~M_{l,ρ,s}(f)(x) = (�_{+∞} 0 | | | 1 t^{l+ρ} � d(x,y)⩽t K_{l,θ}(x, y) (d(x, y))^{1−ρ} f(y)dμ(y) | | | s dt t ) 1_s for f ∈ L^∞_c (μ), x /∈ supp(f), and the commutator ~M_{l,ρ,s,b} generated by b ∈ ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} and ~M_{l,ρ,s} is defined by

~M_{l,ρ,s,b}(f)(x) = (�_{+∞} 0 | | | 1 t^{l+ρ} � d(x,y)⩽t (b(x) − b(y)) K_{l,θ}(x, y) (d(x, y))^{1−ρ} f(y)dμ(y) | | | s dt t ) 1_s

for f ∈ L^∞_c (μ), x ∈ X .

Remark 2.7. If (X , d, μ) = (R^n , |·|, m_n), l = 0, ρ = 1, K_{l,θ}(x, y) = Ω(x − y) |x − y|^{n−1} , then ~M_{l,ρ,s} = M_Ω defined by Stein in [25].

The following two conditions will be used in some situations.

Definition 2.10. [7, 9] Let τ ∈ (1, ∞), μ satisfies the τ-weak doubling condition, or μ ∈ D_τ , if for all balls B ⊂ X , N^{(τ )}_{B, ~Bτ} ⩽ C_{(μ)}. Let σ ∈ (0, ∞), the function λ defined in Definition 2.2 satisfies the σ-weak reverse doubling condition, or λ ∈ R_σ, if for any x ∈ X , 0 < r < 2 diam(X ) and 1 < a < 2 diam(X )/r, C_{(a)}λ(x, r) ⩽ λ(x, ar), and_∞ ∑ j=1 1 C^σ_{(aj )} < ∞. To obtain the boundedness of ~M_{l,ρ,s} and ~M_{l,ρ,s,b}, the following maximal operators are needed.

Definition 2.11. [9] The sharp maximal operator ~M^♯ is defined as

~M^♯f(x) = sup B∋x 1 μ(6B) � B |f(y) − f_B | dμ(y) + sup_{(B,S)∈Δx} |f_B − f_S| ~K^{(6)}_{B,S} for any f ∈ L^1_{loc} and x ∈ X , where Δ_x is consisted of all pairs of doubling balls (B, S) with x ∈ B ⊂ S. Definition 2.12. [9] Let p ∈ (1, ∞) and τ ∈ [5, ∞), define

M_{p,τ} f(x) = sup_{B∋x} ( 1 μ(τB) � B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p

for any f ∈ L^p_{loc}, x ∈ X , and

Nf(x) = sup doubling ball B∋x � B |f(y)|dμ(y)

for any f ∈ L^1_{loc}, x ∈ X .

Definition 2.13. Let p ∈ (1, ∞), τ ∈ [5, ∞) and ψ satisfy (5), define

M_{ψ,p,τ} f(x) = sup_{B∋x} ψ(B) ( 1 μ(τB) � B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p for any f ∈ L^p_{loc}, x ∈ X .

In Section 4, we will use the following operator T_λ to control ~M_{l,ρ,s}. Definition 2.14. Let λ be defined in Definition 2.2, define

T_λ(f)(x) = � X f(y) λ(x, d(x, y)) dμ(y) for any f ∈ L^∞_c (μ) and x /∈ supp(f).

Finally, we recall some lemmas about geometrically doubling metric space, discrete coefficients and several maximal operators, which will be used in Section 3 and Section 4. Lemma 2.1. [16] The following propositions exist:

(i) There holds ~K^{(τ )}_{B,R} ⩽ C_{(τ )} ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} for any τ ∈ (1, ∞) and balls B ⊂ R ⊂ S. (ii) There holds ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ⩽ C_{(α,τ )} for any α ∈ [1, ∞), τ ∈ (1, ∞) and balls B ⊂ S with r_s ⩽ αr_B . (iii) There holds ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ⩽ C_{(τ,β,ν)} for any τ, η, β ∈ (1, ∞) and concentric balls B ⊂ S, such that the (τ, β)-doubling ball τ^kB with k ∈ N and satisfying B ⊂ τ^kB ⊂ S does not exist, where ν is defined in Remark 2.2.

(iv) For any τ ∈ (1, ∞) and balls B ⊂ R ⊂ S, ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ⩽ ~K^{(τ )}_{B,R} + C_{(τ,ν)} ~K^{(τ )}_{R,S} . (v) For any τ ∈ (1, ∞) and balls B ⊂ R ⊂ S, ~K^{(τ )}_{R,S} ⩽ C_{(τ,ν)} ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} . (vi) For any τ_1, τ_2 ∈ (1, ∞) and balls B ⊂ S, c_{(τ1 ,τ2,ν)} ~K^{(τ1 )}_{B,S} ⩽ ~K^{(τ2)}_{B,S} ⩽ C_{(τ1 ,τ2,ν)} ~K^{(τ1)}_{B,S} . Lemma 2.2. [7] Let τ > 1, m > 1 be an integer, and B_1 ⊂ B_2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ B_m be concentric balls with radii τ^N r_{B1} , where N ∈ N. If ~K^{(τ )}_{Bi,Bi+1} > 3 + ⌊log_τ 2⌋ for any i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , m − 1}, then, m−1∑ i=1 ~K^{(τ )}_{Bi,Bi+1} < (3 + ⌊log_τ 2⌋) ~K^{(τ )}_{B1 ,Bm} .

Lemma 2.3. [9] Let p ∈ (1, ∞) and τ ∈ [5, ∞), then M_{p,τ} and N are bounded on L^p.

Lemma 2.4. [9] Let f ∈ L^1_{loc} (and satisfy � X f(x)dμ(x) = 0 if μ(X ) < ∞), and inf{1, Nf} ∈ L^p for some 1 < p < ∞. Then, ‖Nf‖_Lp ≲ ‖ ‖ ~M^♯f ‖ ‖_{Lp} . The last two lemmas can be directly obtained by Lemma 2.1, and Lemma 2.2 with the similar method used in [13, Lemma 2.7], respectively. We omit the proofs here.

Lemma 2.5. Let k > 1 and j ∈ N, for all balls B ⊂ X , 1 ψ(B) |f_{kB} − f_B| ≲ ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,γ} , and 1 ψ(B) |f_kj_B − f_B| ≲ j‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,γ} .

Lemma 2.6. Let τ > 1, μ ∈ D_τ , then there exists C > 0 satisfying that: For any x ∈ X and balls B, S with x ∈ B ⊂ S and ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ⩽ C, 1 ψ(B) |f_B − f_S| ⩽ C_{(x)} ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} , then for balls B, S with x ∈ B ⊂ S, 1 ψ(B) |f_B − f_S| ⩽ CC_{(x)} ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} . 3 Properties and characterizations of ~L^{ψ,τ,γ}

In this section, we first prove the independence between ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} and some of its parameters, then obtain the John-Nirenberg inequality on ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} . Theorem 3.1. ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} is independent of τ > 1. Proof. Let 1 < τ_1 < τ_2, by Lemma 2.1, for any balls B ⊂ S, ( ~K^{(τ1)}_{B,S} )_γ ≈ ( ~K^{(τ2)}_{B,S} )_γ , so only the condition (6) need to be considered. By μ(τ_2B) ⩾ μ(τ_1B), ~L^{ψ,τ1,γ} ⊂ ~L^{ψ,τ2,γ} . Conversely, assume that f ∈ ~L^{ψ,τ2,γ} , let δ = (τ_1 − 1)/τ_2, for a fixed ball B_0 = B(x_0, r), by [12, Lemma 2.3], there exists balls B_i = B(x_i, δr) cover B_0, where x_i ∈ B_0, i ∈ I, and the number of elements in I is not more than Nδ^{−n}. Since r+δτ_2r = τ_1r, τ_2B_i = B(x_i, δτ_2r) ⊂ B(x_0, τ_1r) = τ_1B_0, thus by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.5, 1 ψ(B_0) |f_{Bi} − f_{B0} | ⩽ 1 ψ(B_0) (|f_{Bi} − f_{τ1B0} | + |f_{τ1B0} − f_{B0} |) ≲ ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ2,γ} , therefore, by Lemma 2.1, � B_0 |f − f_{B0} |dμ ⩽ ∑ i∈I � B_i |f − f_{B0} |dμ ⩽ ∑ i∈I (� B_i |f − f_{Bi} |dμ + |f_{Bi} − f_{B0} |μ(B_i) )

≲ ∑ i∈I ψ(B_0)‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ2,γ} μ(τ_2B_i) ≲ ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ2,γ} ψ(B_0)μ(τ_1B_0),

hence ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ1,γ} ≲ ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ2,γ} , which implies that ~L^{ψ,τ2,γ} ⊂ ~L^{ψ,τ1,γ} . Theorem 3.2. Let τ > 1, μ ∈ D_τ , then ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} is independent of γ ⩾ 1.

Proof. Since ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ⩾ 1, for γ ⩾ 1, ~L^{ψ,τ,1} ⊂ ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} . Conversely, assume that f ∈ ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} , then for x ∈ B ⊂ S such that ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ⩽ C, we have 1 ψ(B) |f_B − f_S| ⩽ ( ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} )_γ ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,γ} ⩽ C^{γ−1} ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,γ} . Therefore, by Lemma 2.6, for any balls B ⊂ S, 1 ψ(B) |f_B − f_S| ≲ C^{γ−1} ~K^{(τ )}_{B,S} ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,γ} , which implies that ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,1} ≲ ‖f‖_{~Lψ,τ,γ} , thus ~L^{ψ,τ,γ} ⊂ ~L^{ψ,τ,1}. Even if the τ-weak doubling condition does not hold, we still consider γ = 1 in general. By Theorem 3.1, the space ~L^{ψ,τ,1} can be written as ~L^ψ.

The proof of the John-Nirenberg inequality needs some lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let α > 1, for all balls B ⊂ X , there holds ~K^{(α)}_{B, ~Bα} ⩽ C, where ~B^α is defined in Remark 2.2.

Proof. Set γ = C^{log2 α}_{(λ)} , then β > γ, and λ(x, α^kr) ⩽ C_{(λ)}γ^kλ(x, r). Let ~B^α = α^j B, by the minimality of j, ~K^{(α)}_{B, ~Bα} ⩽ 1 + j∑ k=−⌊log_α 2⌋ μ(α^kB) λ(c_B , α^kr_B )

≲ 1 + j∑ k=1 β^{k−j} μ(α^j B) γ^{k−j}λ(c_B , α^j r_B ) ≲ 1 + j∑ k=1 ( γ β )_{j−k} ⩽ C,

which completes the proof.

Lemma 3.2. Let C_1, C_2 > 0, f ∈ ~L^ψ, for all balls B_1 = B(x_1, r_1), B_2 = B(x_2, r_2) with

C_1d(x_1, x_2) ⩽ max(r_1, r_2) ⩽ C_2d(x_1, x_2),

there holds 1 ψ(B_1) |f_{B1} − f_{B2} | ≲ ‖f‖_{~Lψ} . Proof. By the assumption of this lemma, there exists m, M > 0 such that B_1 ∪ B_2 ⊂ mB_1, and mB_1 ⊂ MB_2. Then, 1 ψ(B_1) |f_{B1} − f_{B2} | ⩽ 1 ψ(B_1) |f_{B1} − f_{mB1} | + 1 ψ(B_1) |f_{mB1} − f_{B2} |. By Lemma 2.5, 1 ψ(B_1) |f_{B1} − f_{mB1} | ≲ ‖f‖_{~Lψ} , and 1 ψ(B_1) |f_{mB1} − f_{B2} | ≲ ~K^{(τ )}_{B2,mB1} ‖f‖_{~Lψ} ⩽ 1 + N^{(τ )}_{B2,mB1} ∑ k=−⌊log_τ 2⌋ μ(τ^kB_2) λ(c_{B1} , τ^kmr_{B1} ) ‖f‖ ~_Lψ ≲ ‖f‖ ~_Lψ ,

which completes the proof.

Theorem 3.3. Let τ > 1, μ ∈ D_τ , then there exists C > 0 such that, for any f ∈ ~L^ψ, t > 0 and ball B = B(x_0, r) ⊂ X , μ ({ x ∈ B : |f(x) − f_B| ψ(B) > t }) ⩽ 2 exp ( − Ct ‖f‖_{~Lψ} ) μ(τB).

Proof. Let α = 5τ, G > 0 will be determined later. By [12, Corollary 3.6], for μ-a.e. x ∈ B with |f(x) − f_B |/ψ(B) > G, there exist (α, β)-doubling balls B(x, α^{−i}r) for i ∈ N making B(x, α^{−i}r) ⊂ √ τB and |f_{B(x,α}−i_{r)} − f_B | ψ(B) > G. Let B^′_x be the biggest ball satisfying such properties, then, 1 μ(B^′_x) � B^′_x |f(y) − f_B | ψ(B) dμ(y) ⩾ |f_B′_x − f_B| ψ(B) − 1 μ(B^′_x) � B^′_x |f(y) − f_B′_x | ψ(B) dμ(y) > G − ψ(B^′_x) ψ(B) β‖f‖_{~Lψ} = G − C_1‖f‖_{~Lψ} ⩾ G 2 , provided that G ⩾ 2C_1‖f‖_{~Lψ} .

Denote B^{′′}_x := ~(αB^′_x)^α, by the maximality of B^′_x, B^{′′}_x ⊄ √ τ B or |f_B′′_x − f_B | ψ(B) ⩽ G. Moreover, if B^{′′}_x ⊄ √ τB, let α^j B^′_x be the smallest ball α^kB^′_x (k ∈ N) satisfying α^kB^′_x ⊄ √ τB, there holds r_αj_B′_x ≈ r_B and α^j B^′_x ⊂ 3α √ τB. Therefore, by Lemma 2.5, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, |f_B′′_x − f_B | ψ(B) ⩽ |f_B′′_x − f_αj_B′_x | ψ(B) + |f_αj_B′_x − f_{3α}^√_{τ B} | ψ(B) + |f_{3α}^√_{τ B} − f_B| ψ(B) ≲ ψ(B^{′′}_x ) ψ(B) ‖f‖_{~Lψ} + ψ(3α √ τB) ψ(B) ( ~K^{(τ )}_{αj B′x,3α√τ B} + ~K^{(τ )}_{B,3α√τ B} ) ‖f‖_{~Lψ} ≲ C_2‖f‖_{~Lψ} ⩽ G, provided that G ⩾ C_2‖f‖_{~Lψ} . Thus, if G ⩾ C_2‖f‖_{~Lψ} , there holds |f_B′′_x − f_B| ψ(B) ⩽ G. Furthermore, by [11, Theorem 1.2] and [12, Lemma 2.5], there exist pairwise disjoint balls {B^′_{xλ} }_{λ∈Λ} satisfying x_λ ∈ B for any λ ∈ Λ, and B ⊂ ⋃ x∈B B^′_x ⊂ ⋃ λ∈Λ 5B^′_{xλ} .

Denote B^{λ1} = 5B^′_{xλ} for λ ∈ Λ, then, for any integer m > 1, if x ∈ B and |f(x) − f_B|/ψ(B) > mG, there exists λ ∈ Λ such that x ∈ B^{λ1} . By Lemma 3.1, |f(x) − f_Bλ_1 | ψ(B) ⩾ |f(x) − f_B | ψ(B) − |f_B − f_B′′_{xλ} | ψ(B) − |f_B′′_{xλ} − f_{5B}′_{xλ} | ψ(B) > mG − G − ψ(B^{′′}_{xλ} ) ψ(B) ~K^{(τ )}_{5B′xλ ,B′′xλ}

⩾ (m − 1)G − C_3‖f‖_{~Lψ} ⩾ (m − 2)G, provided that G ⩾ C_3‖f‖_{~Lψ} . By Lemma 2.5, we further get ∑ λ∈Λ μ(τB^{λ1} ) = ∑ λ∈Λ μ(αB^′_{xλ} ) ⩽ β ∑ λ∈Λ μ(B^′_{xλ} ) ⩽ 2β G ∑ λ∈Λ � B^′_{xλ} |f(y) − f_B| ψ(B) dμ(y)

⩽ 2β G (� √ τ B |f(y) − f^√_{τ B} | ψ(B) dμ(y) + |f^√_{τ B} − f_B|μ( √ τB) ψ(B) )

≲ 1 G ψ( √ τB) ψ(B) μ(τB)‖f‖_{~Lψ} ⩽ C_4 G μ(τB)‖f‖_{~Lψ} ⩽ 1 2 μ(τB), provided that G ⩾ 2C_4‖f‖_{~Lψ} .

Replace B with B^{λ1} and iteratively define B^{λ1,λ2} , B^{λ1,λ2,λ3} and so on. The similar calculation to above implies that { x ∈ B : |f(x) − f_B | ψ(B) > 2mG } ⊂ ⋃ λ_1 { x ∈ B^{λ1} : |f(x) − f_Bλ_1 | ψ(B) > 2(m − 1)G }

⊂ · · · ⊂ ⋃ λ_1,λ_2,··· ,λ_m { x ∈ B^{λ1,λ2,··· ,λm} : |f(x) − f_Bλ_1,λ_2,··· ,λ_m | ψ(B) > 0 } ,

therefore, μ ({ x ∈ B : |f(x) − f_B| ψ(B) > 2mG }) ⩽ ∑ λ_1,λ_2,··· ,λ_m μ(B^{λ1,λ2,··· ,λm} ) ⩽ 1 2 ∑ λ_1,λ_2,··· ,λ_{m−1} μ(τB^{λ1,λ2,··· ,λm−1} ) ⩽ · · · ⩽ 1 2^m μ(τB). Take G = C_0‖f‖_{~Lψ} , and fix n ∈ N satisfying t ∈ [2mG, 2(m + 1)G), then, μ ({ x ∈ B : |f(x) − f_B | ψ(B) > t }) ⩽ μ ({ x ∈ B : |f(x) − f_B| ψ(B) > 2mG })

⩽ 1 2^m μ(τB) ⩽ 2 exp ( − Ct ‖f‖_{~Lψ} ) μ(τB), which completes the proof.

Finally, as an application of Theorem 3.3, the following equivalent characterization of generalized Campanato spaces can be obtained.

Corollary 3.1. Let τ > 1, μ ∈ D_τ , 1 < p < ∞, if f ∈ ~L^ψ, then for any ball B ⊂ X , 1 ψ(B) ( 1 μ(τB) � B |f(x) − f_B|^p dμ(x) ) 1_p ≈ ‖f‖_{~Lψ} .

Proof. The “≳” part is directly obtained by the Hölder inequality. Conversely, by Theorem 3.3, � B |f(x) − f_B|^pdμ(x) = �_∞ 0 pt^{p−1}μ({x ∈ B : |f(x) − f_B| > t})dt ≲ μ(τB) �_∞ 0 t^{p−1} exp ( − Ctψ(B) ‖f‖_{~Lψ} ) dt ≈ μ(τB) ( ‖f‖_{~Lψ} ψ(B) )_p , which shows the “≲” part. 4 The Boundedness of ~M_{l,ρ,s} and ~M_{l,ρ,s,b} By using the conclusions in Section 3, now we obtain the boundedness of ~M_{l,ρ,s} and ~M_{l,ρ,s,b} on generalized Morrey space.

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p < ∞, 0 < δ < 1, ϕ ∈ G^{dec}_δ , λ ∈ R_σ for some σ ∈ (0, δ/p), and T_λ be bounded on L^2, then T_λ is bounded on L^{p,ϕ}.

Proof. For any fixed ball B, decompose

f = f_1 + f_2 := fχ_{2B} + fχ_{(2B)}c .

Then write ( 1 ϕ(B)μ(ηB) � B |T_λ(f)(x)|^p dμ(x) ) 1_p

⩽ ( 1 ϕ(B)μ(ηB) � B |T_λ(f_1)(x)|^p dμ(x) ) 1_p + ( 1 ϕ(B)μ(ηB) � B |T_λ(f_2)(x)|^p dμ(x) ) 1_p

=: I_1 + I_2.

By the argument similar to [26, Theorem 1], I_1 ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ . For I_2, by the Hölder inequality, |T_λ(f_2)(x)| ⩽ � (2B)^c |f(y)| λ(x, d(x, y)) dμ(y) ≲ ∞∑ j=1 1 λ (c_B , 2^{j+1}r_B ) � 2^{j+1}B |f(y)|dμ(y)

⩽ ∞∑ j=1 1 λ (c_B , 2^{j+1}r_B ) (� 2^{j+1}B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p (μ(2^{j+1}B))^{1− 1p}

⩽ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ ∞∑ j=1 (ϕ(2^{j+1}B))^{1p} μ(2^{j+1}B) λ(c_B , 2^{j+1}r_B) ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ (ϕ(B))^{1p} (μ(B))^{δp} ∞∑ j=1 1 (λ(c_B , 2^{j+1}r_B))^{δp} ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ (ϕ(B))^{1p} , which follows that I_2 ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ . Then we obtain that ‖T_λ(f)‖_Lp,ϕ ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ .

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 < p < ∞, 0 < δ < 1, ϕ ∈ G^{dec}_δ , λ ∈ R_σ for some σ ∈ (0, δ/p), and T_λ be bounded on L^2, then ~M_{l,ρ,s} is bounded on L^{p,ϕ}.

Proof. By the Minkowski inequality,

~M_{l,ρ,s}(f)(x) ⩽ � X |K_{l,θ}(x, y)| (d(x, y))^{1−ρ} |f(y)| (�_∞ d(x,y) dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s dμ(y) ≲ T_λ(|f|)(x),

then by Lemma 4.1, ‖ ‖ ‖ ~Ml,ρ,s(f) ‖ ‖_{Lp,ϕ} ≲ ‖Tλ(|f|)‖_Lp,ϕ ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ , which completes the proof.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p < ∞, 0 < δ < 1, ϕ ∈ G^{dec}_δ , ψ satisfy (5), b ∈ ~L^ψ, μ ∈ D_τ , λ ∈ R_σ for some σ ∈ (0, δ/p), and T_λ be bounded on L^2, then, ~M^♯( ~M_{l,ρ,s,b}(f))(x) ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ( M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) + M_{ψ,p,6}( ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f))(x) ) . Proof. By Definition 2.11, it suffices to show that, for all x ∈ X and balls B ∋ x, 1 μ(6B) � B | | ~Ml,ρ,s,b(f)(y) − mB | | dμ(y) ≲ ‖b‖_{~L}ψ ( M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) + M_{ψ,p,6}( ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f))(x) ) , (8)

and for all doubling balls B ⊂ S with B ∋ x, |m_B − m_S | ≲ ~K^{(6)}_{B,S} ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ( M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) + M_{ψ,p,6}( ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f))(x) ) , (9)

where

m_B := m_B ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_B )fχ (^6_5 B)^c ) ) , m_S := m_S ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_S )fχ (^6_5 S)^c ) ) . To estimate (8), decompose f = f_1 + f_2 := fχ 6_{5 B} + fχ( 6_{5 B})c .

Then, write 1 μ(6B) � B | | ~Ml,ρ,s,b(f)(y) − mB | | dμ(y) ⩽ 1 μ(6B) � B | |(b(y) − bB ) ~Ml,ρ,s(f)(y) | | dμ(y) + 1 μ(6B) � B | | ~Ml,ρ,s((b(·) − bB )f1)(y) | | dμ(y) + 1 μ(6B) � B | | ~Ml,ρ,s((b(·) − bB )f2)(y) − mB | | dμ(y) =: D_1 + D_2 + D_3.

By the Hölder inequality and Corollary 3.1,

D_1 ⩽ 1 ψ(B) ( 1 μ(6B) � B |b(y) − b_B|^{p′} dμ(y) ) 1_{p′} ψ(B) ( 1 μ(6B) � B | | ~Ml,ρ,s(f)(y) | |^p dμ(y) ) 1_p

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ( M_{ψ,p,6} ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f) ) (x) ) .

By the Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.3, Corollary 3.1 and Lemma 2.5,

D_2 ⩽ 1 μ(6B) (� B | | ~Ml,ρ,s((b(·) − bB )f1)(y) | | √ p dμ(y) ) 1_{√p} (μ(B))^{1− 1√p}

≲ ( 1 μ(6B) � 6 5 B |(b(y) − b_B )f(y)|^{√p} dμ(y) ) 1_{√p}

⩽ ( 1 μ(6B) � 6 5 B |f(y)|^{√p√p}dμ(y) ) 1_{√p} 1_{√p} ( 1 μ(6B) � 6 5 B |b(y) − b_B|^{√p(√p)′} dμ(y) ) 1_{√p} 1_{(√p)′}

⩽ ψ ( 6 5 B ) ( 1 μ(6B) � 6 5 B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p

× 1 ψ (_6 5 B ) ( 1 μ(6B) � 6 5 B | |b(y) − b 6_{5 B} | | √ p( √ p)^′ dμ(y) ) 1_{√p} 1_{(√p)′} + | |b 6_{5 B} − bB | | ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x). Since

D_3 = 1 μ(6B) � B | | | ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b(·) − b_B)f_2)(y) − 1 μ(B) � B ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b(·) − b_B )f_2)(z)dμ(z) | | | dμ(y) ⩽ 1 μ(6B) 1 μ(B) � B � B | | ~Ml,ρ,s((b(·) − bB )f2)(y) − ~Ml,ρ,s((b(·) − bB )f2)(z) | | dμ(y)dμ(z), in order to estimate D_3, we estimate

E := | | ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b(·) − b_B)f_2)(y) − ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b(·) − b_B)f_2)(z) | | .

By the Minkowski inequality, write

E = | | | | (�_{+∞} 0 | | | | 1 t^{l+ρ} � d(y,w)⩽t (b(w) − b_B ) K_{l,θ}(y, w) (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} f_2(w)dμ(w) | | | | s dt t ) 1_s

− (�_{+∞} 0 | | | 1 t^{l+ρ} � d(z,w)⩽t (b(w) − b_B) K_{l,θ}(z, w) (d(z, w))^{1−ρ} f_2(w)dμ(w) | | | s dt t ) 1_s | | |

⩽ (�_{+∞} 0 | | | � d(y,w)⩽t (b(w) − b_B) K_{l,θ}(y, w) (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} f_2(w)dμ(w)

− � d(z,w)⩽t (b(w) − b_B ) K_{l,θ}(z, w) (d(z, w))^{1−ρ} f_2(w)dμ(w) | | | s dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s

⩽ (�_{+∞} 0 | | | | � d(y,w)⩽t (b(w) − b_B) K_{l,θ}(y, w) − K_{l,θ}(z, w) (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} f_2(w)dμ(w) | | | | s dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s

+ (�_{+∞} 0 | | | � d(y,w)⩽t<d(z,w) (b(w) − b_B ) K_{l,θ}(z, w) (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} f_2(w)dμ(w) | | | s dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s

+ (�_{+∞} 0 | | | � d(z,w)⩽t (b(w) − b_B ) ( K_{l,θ}(z, w) (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} − K_{l,θ}(z, w) (d(z, w))^{1−ρ} ) f_2(w)dμ(w) | | | s dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s

=: E_1 + E_2 + E_3.

For any y, z ∈ B, by the Minkowski inequality, the Hölder inequality, Corollary 3.1 and Lemma 2.5,

E_1 ⩽ � (^6_5 B)^c |b(w) − b_B| |K_{l,θ}(y, w) − K_{l,θ}(z, w)| (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} |f(w)| (�_{+∞} d(y,w) dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s dμ(w)

≲ ∞∑ j=1 � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B\(^6_5 )^j B θ ( d(y, z) d (c_B , w) ) ( d(y, z) d (c_B , w) )_{1+l} |b(w) − b_B||f(w)| λ (c_B , d(y, w)) dμ(w)

≲ ∞∑ j=1 ( 6 5 )_{−j(1+l)} θ ( 1 (^6_5 )^j ) 1 λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |b(w) − b_B ‖f(w)| dμ(w)

⩽ ∞∑ j=1 ( 6 5 )_{−j(1+l)} θ ( 1 (^6_5 )^j ) 1 λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) (| | |b (^6_5 )^{j+1}B − b^B | | � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|dμ(w)

+ � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B | | |b(w) − b(^6_5 )^{j+1}_B | | | |f(w)|dμ(w) )

⩽ ∞∑ j=1 ( 6 5 )_{−j(1+l)} θ ( 1 (^6_5 )^j ) 1 λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) [ 1 ψ((^6_5 )^{j+1}B) | | |b(^6_5 )^{j+1}_B − b^B | | |

× ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ) (� (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p ( μ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B

))_{1−} 1_p + ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B )

× (� (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p 1 ψ((^6_5 )^{j+1}B) (� (^6_5 )^{j+1}B | | |b(w) − b(^6_5 )^{j+1}_B | | | p^′ dμ(w) ) 1_{p′}

≲ ∞∑ j=1 ( 6 5 )_{−j(1+l)} θ ( 1 (^6_5 )^j ) 1 λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) [ j‖b‖_{~Lψ} ( μ ( 5 × ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ))_− 1_p

× ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ) (� (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p ( μ ( 5 × ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B )) 1_p ( μ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B

))_{1−} 1_p

+ ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ) ( μ ( 5 × ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B

))_− 1_p (�

(^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p μ ( 5 × ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B )

× 1 ψ ( (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) ( 1 μ ( 5 × (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B | | |b(w) − b(^6_5 )^{j+1}_B | | | p^′ dμ(w) ) 1_{p′}

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) ∞∑ j=1 j ( 6 5 )_{−j(1+l)} θ ( 1 (^6_5 )^j ) μ ( 5 × (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B )

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) ∞∑ j=1 ( 6 5 )_{−j(1+l)} � ( 6_5 )^{−j+1}

(^6_5 )^{−j} θ ( 1 (^6_5 )^j ) | | | | log ( 6 5 )_{−j}| | | | dt t ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) ∞∑ j=1 ( 6 5 )_{−j(1+l)} �_1 0 θ(t) t log 1 t dt

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x), by the similar calculation to E_1, we also have

E_2 ≲ � (^6_5 B)^c 1 λ(z, d(z, w)) |b(w) − b_B||f(w)| (( d(z, w) d(y, w) )_{(l+ρ)s} − 1 ) 1_s dμ(w)

≲ � (^6_5 B)^c 1 λ(z, d(z, w)) |b(w) − b_B||f(w)| ( d(y, z) d(y, w) ) 1_s dμ(w)

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ∞∑ j=1 (_6 5 )_− j_s λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B )ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ) � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|dμ(w)

+ ∞∑ j=1 (_6 5 )_− j_s λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B\(^6_5 )^j B | |b(w) − b_6 5 B | | |f(w)|dμ(w)

⩽ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ∞∑ j=1 (_6 5 )_− j_s λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B )ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ) (� (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p

× ( μ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B

))_{1−} 1_p + ∞∑ j=1 (_6 5 )_− j_s λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) | | |b^6_5 B − b(^6_5 )^{j+1}_B | | | � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|dμ(w)

+ ∞∑ j=1 (_6 5 )_− j_s λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B | | |b(w) − b (^6_5 )^{j+1}B | | | |f(w)|dμ(w)

≲ ‖b‖_{~Mψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) ∞∑ j=1 ( 6 5 )_− j_s μ ( 5 × (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B )

+ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ∞∑ j=1 j (_6 5 )_− j_s λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B )ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ) (� (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p ( μ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B

))_{1−} 1_p

+ ∞∑ j=1 (_6 5 )_− 2_s λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B )ψ ( ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B ) ( 1 μ ( 5 × (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p

× 1 ψ ( (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) ( 1 μ ( 5 × (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) � (^6_5 )^{j+1}B | | |b(w) − b(^6_5 )^{j+1}_B | | | p^′ dμ(w) ) 1_{p′} μ ( 5 × ( 6 5 )^{j+1}B )

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) ∞∑ j=1 j ( 6 5 )_− j_s μ ( 5 × (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^jr_B ) ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x), and,

E_3 ≲ � (^6_5 B)^c 1 λ(z, d(z, w)) d(y, z) d(z, w) |b(w) − b_B||f(w)|dμ(w)

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) ∞∑ j=1 j ( 6 5 )_{−j} μ ( 5 × (^6_5 )^{j+1}B ) λ ( c_B , (^6_5 )^j r_B ) ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x), which, together with above estimates for D_1 and D_2, imply (8). Then we show (9). Let N_0 := N^{(6)}_{B,S} + 1, we have |m_B − m_S | ⩽ | |mB ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_B )fχ_{(6N0 B)c} ) ) − m_S ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_B )fχ_{(6N0 B)c} ) )| | + | |m_S ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_S )fχ_{(6N0 B)c} )) − m_S ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_B )fχ_{(6N0 B)c} )) | | + | |m_B ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_B )fχ_{(6N0 B)\} (^6_5 B)) )| | + | |m_S ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}((b − b_S )fχ_{(6N0 B)\} (^6_5 S)) )| | =: F_1 + F_2 + F_3 + F_4.

By a similar argument to D_3, F_1 ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x), and F_2 ≲ ~K^{(6)}_{B,S} ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,6} ( ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f) ) (x). For y ∈ B, by the Minkowski inequality, Lemma 2.5, the Hölder inequality and Corollary 3.1, G := ~M_{l,ρ,s} ( (b − b_B )fχ_{(6}N_{0 B)\}( 6_{5 B})(y) )

= (�_{+∞} 0 | | | � d(y,w)⩽t (b(w) − b_B ) K_{l,θ}(y, w) (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} f(w)χ_{(6}N_{0 B)\}( 6_{5 B})(w)dμ(w) | | | s dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s

⩽ � (6^N0 B)\(^6_5 B) |b(w) − b_B | |K_{l,θ}(y, w)| (d(y, w))^{1−ρ} |f(w)| (�_{+∞} d(y,w) dt t^{1+(l+ρ)s} ) 1_s dμ(w) ≲ � (6^N0 B)\(^6_5 B) 1 λ(y, d(y, w)) |b(w) − b_B||f(w)|dμ(w)

≲ N_0−1∑

j=1 1 λ(c_B , 6^j r_B) � 6^{j+1}B |b(w) − b_B ||f(w)|dμ(w) + 1 λ(c_B ,^6_5 r_B ) � 6B |b(w) − b_B ||f(w)|dμ(w)

⩽ N_0−1∑

j=1 1 λ(c_B , 6^j r_B) ( |b_6j+1_B − b_B| � 6^{j+1}B |f(w)|dμ(w) + � 6^{j+1}B |b(w) − b_6j+1_B||f(w)|dμ(w) )

+ 1 λ(c_B ,^6_5 r_B) ( |b_{6B} − b_B | � 6B |f(w)|dμ(w) + � 6B |b(w) − b_{6B} ||f(w)|dμ(w) )

≲ N_0−1∑

j=1 1 λ(c_B , 6^j r_B) [ j‖b‖_{~Lψ} ψ(6^{j+1}B) (� 6^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p (μ(6^{j+1}B))^{1− 1p}

+ (� 6^{j+1}B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p (�

6^{j+1}B |b(w) − b_6j+1_B|^{p′} dμ(w) ) 1_{p′} ]

+ 1 λ(c_B ,^6_5 r_B) [ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ψ(6B) (� 6B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p (μ(6B))^{1− 1p}

+ (� 6B |f(w)|^pdμ(w) ) 1_p (� 6B |b(w) − b_{6B} |^{p′} dμ(w) ) 1_{p′} ]

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) N_0 −1∑

j=1 μ(6^{j+1}B) λ(c_B , 6^j r_B) + ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x) μ(6B) λ(c_B ,^6_5 r_B) ≲ ~K^{(6)}_{B,S} ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x), taking the mean over ball B, there exists F_3 ≲ ~K^{(6)}_{B,S} ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x). By a similar argument to F_3, F_4 ≲ ~K^{(6)}_{B,S} ‖b‖_{~Lψ} M_{ψ,p,5}(f)(x), which combining above estimates with F_1, F_2 and F_3, yields (9).

Theorem 4.3. Let 1 < p ⩽ q < ∞, 0 < δ < 1, ϕ ∈ G^{dec}_δ , ψ satisfy

ψ(B)ϕ(B)^{1p} ≲ ϕ(B)^{1q} (10)

for all balls B ⊂ X , then M_{ψ,p,τ} is bounded from L^{p,ϕ} to L^{q,ϕ}. Proof. Without the loss of generality, assume ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ = 1, we firstly prove M_{ψ,p,τ} (f)(x) ≲ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^{pq} . (11) That is, for any B = B(y, r) ∋ x,

ψ(B) ( 1 μ(τB) � B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p ≲ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^{pq} . Fix u > 0 which makes ϕ(y, u) = M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^p. If u ⩾ r, ϕ(B) = ϕ(y, r) ⩾ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^p, and ϕ(B)^{1q − 1p} ⩽ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^{pq −1}. By (10),

ψ(B) ( 1 μ(τB) � B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p ≲ ϕ(B)^{1q − 1p} M_{p,τ} (f)(x) ⩽ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^{pq} .

If u < r, ϕ(B) = ϕ(y, r) ⩽ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^p, and ϕ(B)^{1q} ⩽ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^{pq} . By ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ_{(μ)} = 1 and (10),

ψ(B) ( 1 μ(τB) � B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p = ψ(B)ϕ(B)^{1p} ( 1 ϕ(B)μ(τB) � B |f(y)|^pdμ(y) ) 1_p

⩽ ψ(B)ϕ(B)^{1p} ≲ ϕ(B)^{1q} ⩽ M_{p,τ} (f)(x)^{pq} . Then, by (11) and Lemma 2.3, ‖M_{ψ,p,τ} (f)‖_{Lq,ϕ} = sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(τB)^{− 1q} ‖M_{ψ,p,τ} (f)‖_{Lq (B)} ≲ sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(τB)^{− 1q} ‖ ‖(M_{p,τ} (f))^p_q ‖ ‖ L^q (B)

= sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(τB)^{− 1q} ‖M_{p,τ} (f)‖ p q L^p(B) ≲ sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(τB)^{− 1q} ‖f‖ p q L^p(B) = ( sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1p} μ(τB)^{− 1p} ‖f‖_Lp_{(B)} ) p_q

= ‖f‖ p q L^{p,ϕ} = 1,

which completes the proof.

Finally, we obtain the boundedness of commutator ~M_{l,ρ,s,b} for b ∈ ~L^ψ. This result is even new when ψ(x, r) = λ(x, r)^α for α ⩾ 0, in which case b is in Campanato space, see Remark 2.5.

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 < p ⩽ q < ∞, 0 < δ < 1, ϕ ∈ G^{dec}_δ , ψ satisfy (10), b ∈ ~L^ψ, μ ∈ D_τ , λ ∈ R_σ for some σ ∈ (0, δ/p), and T_λ be bounded on L^2, then for f ∈ L^{p,ϕ}, ‖ ‖ ~Ml,ρ,s,b(f) ‖ ‖_{Lq,ϕ} ≲ ‖b‖_{~L}ψ ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ . Proof. By Lemma 2.4, Theorem 4.2, Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.1, ‖ ‖ ‖ ~Ml,ρ,s,b(f) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lq,ϕ} = sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(ηB)^{− 1q} ‖ ‖ ‖ ~Ml,ρ,s,b(f) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lq (B)} ≲ sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(ηB)^{− 1q} ‖ ‖N( ~Ml,ρ,s,b(f)) ‖ ‖_{Lq (B)} ≲ sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(ηB)^{− 1q} ‖ ‖~M_♯( ~M_{l,ρ,s,b}(f)) ‖ ‖ L^q (B) ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} sup_B ϕ(B)^{− 1q} μ(ηB)^{− 1q} ( ‖M_{ψ,p,5}(f)‖_Lq_{(B)} + ‖M_{ψ,p,6}( ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f))‖_Lq_{(B)} )

⩽ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ( ‖M_{ψ,p,5}(f)‖_Lq,ϕ + ‖M_{ψ,p,6}( ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f))‖_Lq,ϕ )

≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ( ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ + ‖ ‖ ~M_{l,ρ,s}(f) ‖ ‖ L^{p,ϕ} ) ≲ ‖b‖_{~Lψ} ‖f‖_Lp,ϕ , which completes the proof.

Acknowledgments The authors thank the referees for their careful reading and helpful comments which indeed improved the presentation of this article. Funding information The research was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12061069). Authors contributions All authors have accepted responsibility for the entire content of this manuscript and approved its submission.

Conflict of interest Authors state no conflict of interest.

Yuxun Zhang and Jiang Zhou College of Mathematics and System Sciences, Xinjiang University, Urumqi 830046

E-mail : zhangyuxun64@163.com (Yuxun Zhang); zhoujiang@xju.edu.cn (Jiang Zhou)

References

[1] Ryutaro Arai and Eiichi Nakai. Commutators of Calderón–Zygmund and generalized fractional integral operators on generalized Morrey spaces. Revista Matemática Complutense, 31:287–331, 2018.

[2] The Anh Bui and Xuan Thinh Duong. Hardy spaces, regularized BMO spaces and the boundedness of Calderón–Zygmund operators on non-homogeneous spaces. Journal of Geometric Analysis, 23(2):895–932, 2013.

[3] Sergio Campanato. Proprietà di hölderianità di alcune classi di funzioni. Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa-Scienze Fisiche e Matematiche, 17(1-2):175–188, 1963.

[4] Sergio Campanato. Proprietà di una famiglia di spazi funzionali. Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa-Scienze Fisiche e Matematiche, 18(1):137–160, 1964.

[5] Yonghui Cao and Jiang Zhou. Morrey spaces for nonhomogeneous metric measure spaces.

Abstract and Applied Analysis, 2013:1–8, 2013.

[6] Tiantian Dai. Boundedness of operators on Campanato spaces related with Schrödinger operators on Heisenberg groups. Bulletin of the Malaysian Mathematical Sciences Society, 46(1):17, 2023.

[7] Xing Fu, Haibo Lin, Dachun Yang, and Dongyong Yang. Hardy spaces H^p over nonhomogeneous metric measure spaces and their applications. Science China Mathematics, 58(2):309–388, 2015.

[8] Xing Fu, Dachun Yang, and Dongyong Yang. The molecular characterization of the Hardy space H^1 on non-homogeneous metric measure spaces and its application. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 410(2):1028–1042, 2014.

[9] Xing Fu, Dachun Yang, and Wen Yuan. Generalized fractional integrals and their commutators over non-homogeneous metric measure spaces. Taiwanese Journal of Mathematics, 18(2):509– 557, 2014.

[10] Mariano Giaquinta. Multiple integrals in the calculus of variations and nonlinear elliptic systems (No. 105). Princeton University Press, 1983.

[11] Juha Heinonen. Lectures on analysis on metric spaces. Springer Science & Business Media, 2001.

[12] Tuomas Hytönen. A framework for non-homogeneous analysis on metric spaces, and the RBMO space of Tolsa. Publicacions Matemàtiques, 54(2):485–504, 2010.

[13] Tuomas Hytönen, Dachun Yang, and Dongyong Yang. The Hardy space H^1 on nonhomogeneous metric spaces. Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, 153(1):9–31, 2012.

[14] Fritz John and Louis Nirenberg. On functions of bounded mean oscillation. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 14(3):415–426, 1961.

[15] Fuli Ku and Huoxiong Wu. On the commutators of Marcinkiewicz integral with a function in generalized Campanato spaces on generalized Morrey spaces. Mathematics, 10(11):1817, 2022.

[16] Haibo Lin, Suqing Wu, and Dachun Yang. Boundedness of certain commutators over nonhomogeneous metric measure spaces. Analysis and Mathematical Physics, 7:187–218, 2017.

[17] Guanghui Lu. Bilinear θ-type Calderón–Zygmund operator and its commutator on nonhomogeneous weighted Morrey spaces. Revista de la Real Academia de Ciencias Exactas, Físicas y Naturales. Serie A. Matemáticas, 115:1–15, 2021.

[18] Guanghui Lu. Fractional type Marcinkiewicz integral and its commutator on nonhomogeneous spaces. Nagoya Mathematical Journal, 248:801–822, 2022.

[19] Guanghui Lu and Shuangping Tao. Generalized Morrey spaces over nonhomogeneous metric measure spaces. Journal of the Australian Mathematical Society, 103(2):268–278, 2017.

[20] Eiichi Nakai. Hardy-littlewood maximal operator, singular integral operators and the Riesz potentials on generalized Morrey spaces. Mathematische Nachrichten, 166(1):95–103, 1994.

[21] Eiichi Nakai. The Campanato, Morrey and Hölder spaces on spaces of homogeneous type.

Studia Mathematica, 176(1):1–19, 2006.

[22] Eiichi Nakai. Orlicz-Morrey spaces and the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. Studia Mathematica, 188(3):193–221, 2008.

[23] Eiichi Nakai and Kôzô Yabuta. Pointwise multipliers for functions of bounded mean oscillation.

Journal of the Mathematical Society of Japan, 37(2):207–218, 1985.

[24] Jaak Peetre. On the theory of L_{p,λ} spaces. Journal of Functional Analysis, 4(1):71–87, 1969.

[25] Elias M Stein. On the functions of Littlewood-paley, Lusin, and Marcinkiewicz. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 88(2):430–466, 1958.

[26] Shuangping Tao and Ping Wang. Boundedness of Calderón-Zygmund operators and commutators on Morrey spaces associated with non-homogeneous metric measure spaces. Journal of Jilin University (Science Edition), 53(6):1073–1080, 2015.

[27] Kôzô Yabuta. Generalizations of Calderón-Zygmund operators. Studia Mathematica, 82(1):17–31, 1985.