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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce and study two classes of multiparame-
ter Forelli-Rudin type operators from Lp⃗ (TB × TB, dVα1 × dVα2) to
Lq⃗ (TB × TB, dVβ1 × dVβ2), especially on their boundedness, where
Lp⃗ (TB × TB, dVα1 × dVα2) and Lq⃗ (TB × TB, dVβ1 × dVβ2) are both
weighted Lebesgue spaces over the Cartesian product of two tubu-
lar domains TB × TB, with mixed-norm and appropriate weights.
We completely characterize the boundedness of these two operators
when 1 ≤ p⃗ ≤ q⃗ < ∞. Moreover, we provide the necessary and suf-
ficient condition of the case that q⃗ = (∞,∞). As an application,
we obtain the boundedness of three common classes of integral op-
erators, including the weighted multiparameter Bergman-type pro-
jection and the weighted multiparameter Berezin-type transform.
Key words: Forelli-Rudin type operators; Mixed-norm Lebesgue
space; tubular domain

1 Introduction

The study of the analytic properties of integral operators has always
been a very active problem. In recent years, many scholars have studied its
boundedness, compactness and other analytical properties, and obtained
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a series of important results, which can be referred to [5]. The Forelli-
Rudin operator was first introduced by Forelli and Rudin [7] in 1974 as
a special class of integral operators. They play an important role in the
theory of function spaces, especially in the study of Bergman spaces and
Hardy spaces. Initially, this research mainly focused on the operator theory
of Bergman space and Hardy space on the unit disk and the unit ball.
Subsequently, it is gradually extended to a wider range of function spaces,
such as weighted Bergman space and Sobolev space. Researchers have found
that the behavior of the Forelli-Rudin operator in these spaces can help to
understand more general function space theory.

Kurens and Zhu [14] introduced the Forelli-Rudin type integral operators
in 2006, which are defined as follows. For any given a, b, c ∈ R,

Ta, b, c f (z) =
(
1− |z|2

)a ∫
Bn

(
1− |u|2

)b
(1− ⟨z, u⟩)c

f (u) dV (u)

and

Sa, b, c f (z) =
(
1− |z|2

)a ∫
Bn

(
1− |u|2

)b
|1− ⟨z, u⟩|c

f (u) dV (u).

The above operators are defined on the unit ball. Stein [6] first proved
that the operator T0, 0, n+1 is bounded on Lp (Bn), where 1 < p < ∞.
Forelli-Rudin [7] proved that T0,σ+it,n+1+σ+it is bounded on Lp (Bn) if and
only if (σ + 1)p > 1, where 1 < p < ∞, σ > −1, t ∈ R, i is an imagi-
nary unit. Zhu [29, Theorem 3.11] gave the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for Ta, b, c and Sa, b, c to be bounded on Lp (D, dAα), where 1 < p <

∞, dAα(z) = (α+ 1)
(
1− |z|2

)α
dV (z), α > −1. Later, this conclusion was

extended to the high-dimensional case by Kures and Zhu [14]. For more
results in this direction, please refer to [21, 22, 27, 28]. In addition, it also
includes the study of Forelli-Rudin operators on special domains (such as
unbounded domains), revealing the behavior of operators in different geo-
metric backgrounds. For example, Cheng et al. [2] gave the boundedness
of T0, 0, c from Lp to Lq when (p, q) ∈ [1,∞] × [1,∞]. In [17], Liu et al.
generalized the results of Cheng et al.to the Siegel upper half space, and
discussed the Lp-Lq boundedness of the operator T0, 0, c. In [26], Zhou et al.
gave the necessary and sufficient conditions for the Lp

α-L
q
β boundedness of

Forelli-Rudin type integral operators on Siegel upper half space, and gave
the connection between the unit ball and the boundedness of Forelli-Rudin
type integral operators on Siegel upper half space. For more results in the
Siegel upper half space, please refer to [16, 25].

The mixed norm Lebesgue space Lp⃗ as a natural generalization of the
classical Lebesgue space Lp was first introduced by Benedek [1] in 1961.
Its definition and properties combine multiple Lebesgue integrals in differ-
ent directions, which can better describe the behavior of multidimensional
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functions. Mixed norm Lebesgue spaces are increasingly showing their im-
portance in many analysis and application fields, especially in multivariate
function analysis and partial differential equation research. By combining
Lebesgue integrals in different directions, the mixed norm Lebesgue space
can better describe and deal with the behaviors of complex functions. Af-
ter that, many scholars have studied it. The research on this aspect can
refer to the relevant literature [24]. There is also progress in the study
of Forelli-Rudin type operators on Lebesgue spaces with mixed norm. Re-
cently, Huang et al. [10] studied the boundedness of multi-parameter Forelli-
Rudin type operators on weighted Lebesgue spaces Lp⃗

α⃗ (Bn × Bn) with mixed
norm on the Cartesian product of two unit balls, and gave a series of con-
clusions. The object of this paper is the boundedness of multi-parameter
Forelli-Rudin type operators on the weighted Lebesgue space Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB)
with mixed norm on the Cartesian product of two tubular domains. It also
includes the boundedness of multi-parameter Forelli-Rudin type operators
on Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) when q⃗ := (∞,∞). The detailed conclusions are shown in
section 6 of this paper.

In addition, multiparameter theory is also an important branch of math-
ematics. It provides a basis for dealing with complex mathematical prob-
lems involving multiple variables or parameters, and plays an important
role in harmonic analysis, complex analysis, partial differential equations
and other fields. For example, the singular integral operator studied by
many scholars in harmonic analysis, the product singular integral stud-
ied by R.Fefferman, Journé and Stein et al. [8, 13]. Specifically, in 1982,
R.Fefferman and Stein [6] extended the convolution Calderón–Zygmund op-
erator to the two-parameter case and obtained the boundedness on the
product Lebesgue space. Gundy and Stein [9] first introduced the product
Hardy space Hp (Rn × Rm). Subsequently, Chang and R.Fefferman [3, 4]
established the Calderón–Zygmund decomposition theory of the product
space and derived a series of conclusions. For more applications of multi-
parameters in the above fields, see reference [11, 19, 20, 23].

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In the second section, we
will explain the basic concepts and symbolic terms. In the third section,
we give some basic lemmas, including Schur test, which is an important
tool to verify the boundedness of integral operators and will run through
the full text. In the fourth section, we will give the necessary conditions
for the boundedness of the operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗, and get a series of conclusions,
see lemma 4.1 to lemma 4.13. In the fifth section, we give the sufficient
conditions for the boundedness of the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗, see Lemma 5.1 to
Lemma 5.13. Since the boundedness of the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ will inevitably
lead to the boundedness of the operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗, in the sixth section, we link
the above lemmas and give our main theorems 6.1 to 6.13 in this paper. In
the last section, we apply the obtained theorem to three kinds of integral
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operators, including the famous Bergman-type projection and Berezin-type
transformation, and obtain the boundedness of three kinds of integral op-
erators.

2 Preliminaries

Let Cn be the n-dimensional complex Euclidean space. For any two
points z = (z1, · · · , zn) and w = (w1, · · · , wn) in Cn, we write

z · w̄ := z1w̄1 + · · ·+ znw̄n,

z′2 = z′ · z′ = z21 + z22 + · · ·+ z2n

and

|z| :=
√
z · z̄ =

√
|z1|2 + · · ·+ |zn|2.

The set TB = {z = x+ iy, x ∈ Rn, y ∈ B} is a tube domain in an n-
dimensional complex space Cn, where

B =
{
(y′, yn) ∈ Cn

∣∣y′2 < yn
}
, y′ = (y1, y2, · · · , yn−1) ∈ Cn−1, yn ∈ C.

For any given p⃗ := (p1, p2) ∈ (0,∞) × (0,∞) and α⃗ := (α1, α2) ∈
(−1,∞)×(−1,∞), we define the Lebesgue space Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) with weighted
mixed-norm on TB × TB. It consists of all Lebesgue measurable functions
f on TB × TB such that the norm

∥f∥p⃗,α⃗ =

{∫
TB

(∫
TB

|f (z, w)|p1 dVα1 (z)

) p2
p1

dVα2 (w)

} 1
p2

is finite, where for any i ∈ {1, 2}, dVαi
(z) = ρ(z)αidV (z), with ρ(z) :=

yn − |y′|2 and dV denoting the Lebesgue volume measure on Cn.
In particular, when p1 = p2 = p and α1 = α2 = α, the space Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB)
goes back to the weighted Lebesgue space Lp

α (TB × TB).
Similarly, we define the space of all essentially bounded functions on

TB × TB, denoted as L∞ (TB × TB).
Same as the well-known classical Lp space, the weighted mixed-norm

Lebesgue space Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) that we define is a Banach space under the

norm ∥·∥p⃗,α⃗ when p⃗ = (p1, p2) ∈ [1,∞)× [1,∞).

Next, we introduce two important integral operators Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ and Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗

studied in this paper.
For any a⃗ := (a1, a2) , b⃗ := (b1, b2) , c⃗ := (c1, c2) ∈ R2, two classes of

integral operators are defined by

Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f (z, w) = ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1 ρ (η)b2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
f (u, η) dV (u)dV (η)
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and

Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f (z, w) = ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1 ρ (η)b2

|ρ (z, u)|c1 |ρ (w, η)|c2
f (u, η) dV (u)dV (η),

where

ρ (z, u) :=
1

4

((
z′ − u′

)2 − 2i (zn − un)
)
.

In this paper, we stipulate that the mixed norm Lebesgue space Lp⃗ is
denoted by L∞ when only two indexes are infinite, and the rest are denoted
by Lp⃗.

For the convenience of writing, we write p− := min {p1, p2}, p+ :=
max {p1, p2}, q− := min {q1, q2} and q+ := max {q1, q2}.

Throughout the paper we use C to denote positive constants whose value
may change from line to line but does not depend on the functions being
considered. The notation A ≲ B means that there is a positive constant C
such that A ≤ CB, and the notation A ≃ B means that A ≲ B and B ≲ A.

3 Basic lemmas

In this section, we will introduce several key lemmas, which will play an
important role in the proof of the main theorems.

The following lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 are derived from [18] and [15] respec-
tively, which play an important role in integral estimation.

Lemma 3.1 Let r, s > 0, t > −1 and r + s− t > n+ 1, then∫
TB

ρ(w)t

ρ(z, w)rρ(w, u)s
dV (w) =

C1(n, r, s, t)

ρ(z, u)r+s−t−n−1

for all z, u ∈ TB, where

C1(n, r, s, t) =
2n+1πnΓ(1 + t)Γ(r + s− t− n− 1)

Γ(r)Γ(s)
.

In particular, let s, t ∈ R, if t > −1, s− t > n+ 1, then∫
TB

ρ (w)t

|ρ (z, w)|s
dV (w) =

C1 (n, s, t)

ρ (z)s−t−n−1 .

Otherwise, the above equation is infinity.

Lemma 3.2 For any z, w ∈ TB, we have

2 |ρ (z, w)| ≥ max {ρ (z) , ρ (w)} .
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The following lemma 3.3 is an important result in real analysis. Detailed
proof can refer to [12].

Lemma 3.3 Suppose (X, dµ) is a σ-finite measure space, 1 ≤ p < ∞, and
1/p + 1/q = 1. Let G be a complex-valued function defined on X ×X and
T be the integral operator defined by

Tf (x) =

∫
X

G (x, y) f (y) dµ (y) .

If the operator T is bounded on Lp(X, dµ), then its adjoint T ∗ is the integral
oparator

T ∗f (x) =

∫
X

G (y, x)f (y) dµ (y)

on Lq(X, dµ).

The following lemma 3.4 is a further conclusion on the basis of lemma
3.3.

Lemma 3.4 Let p⃗ := (p1, p2) ∈ [1,∞]× [1,∞] and q⃗ := (q1, q2) ∈ [1,∞]×
[1,∞]. If the integral operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to

Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), then its adjoint operator T ∗

a⃗, b⃗, c⃗
defined by setting

T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

f (z, w) = ρ (z)b1−α1 ρ (w)b2−α2

∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)β1+a1 ρ (η)β2+a2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
f (u, η) dV (u)dV (η)

is bounded from Lq⃗′

β⃗
(TB × TB) to Lp⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB).

Proof: It is easy to get the definition of operator T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

from Lemma 3.3.

Let g(z, w) ∈ Lq⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB), it follows from the Fubini theorem and the
Hölder inequality of the mixed norm that

∥T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

g(z, w)∥p⃗′,α⃗ = sup
∥f∥p⃗,α⃗=1

∣∣∣∣∫
TB

∫
TB

T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

g (z, w) f (z, w)dVα1 (z)dVα2 (w)

∣∣∣∣
= sup

∥f∥p⃗,α⃗=1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
TB

∫
TB

∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)β1+a1 ρ (η)β2+a2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2

×g (u, η) dV (u) dV (η) f (z, w)dVα1 (z) dVα2 (w)
∣∣∣

= sup
∥f∥p⃗,α⃗=1

∣∣∣∣∫
TB

∫
TB

g (u, η)Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f (u, η)dVβ1 (u)dVβ2 (η)

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

∥f∥p⃗,α⃗=1

∥Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f∥q⃗,β⃗ ∥g∥q⃗′,β⃗

≲∥g∥q⃗′,β⃗.
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Therefore, the operator T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

is a bounded operator from Lq⃗′

β⃗
(TB × TB)

to Lp⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB).

In order to prove the conclusion of the fifth section of this article, we
introduce the following four lemmas about the Schur’s test. All lemmas are
derived from [10]. Therefore, we omit their proofs.

Lemma 3.5 Let µ⃗ := µ1 × µ2 and v⃗ := v1 × v2 be positive measures on the
space X × X and, for i ∈ {1, 2}, Ki be nonnegative functions on X × X.
Let T be an integral operator with kernel K := K1 · K2 defined by setting
for any (x, y) ∈ X ×X,

Tf(x, y) :=

∫
X

∫
X

K1(x, s)K2(y, t)f(s, t)dµ1(s)dµ2(t).

Suppose p⃗ := (p1, p2) ∈ (1,∞) × (1,∞), q⃗ := (q1, q2) ∈ (1,∞) × (1,∞)
satisfying 1 < p− ≤ p+ ≤ q− < ∞, where p+ := max {p1, p2} , p− :=
min {p1, p2}, and q− := min {q1, q2}. Let γi and δi be real numbers such
that γi + δi = 1 for i ∈ {1, 2}. If there exist two positive functions h1 and
h2 defined on X × X with two positive constants C1 and C2 such that for
almost all (x, y) ∈ X ×X∫
X

(∫
X

(K1(x, s))
γ1p′1 (K2(y, t))

γ2p′1 (h1(s, t))
p′1 dµ1(s)

)p′2/p
′
1

dµ2(t) ≤ C1 (h2(x, y))
p′2

(3.1)
and for almost all (s, t) ∈ X ×X,∫
X

(∫
X

(K1(x, s))
δ1q1 (K2(y, t))

δ2q1 (h2(x, y))
q1 dν1(x)

)q2/q1

dv2(y) ≤ C2 (h1(s, t))
q2 ,

(3.2)

then T : Lp⃗
µ⃗ → Lq⃗

v⃗ is bounded with ∥T∥
Lp⃗
µ⃗
→Lq⃗

v⃗
≤ C

1/p′2
1 C

1/q2
2 .

Lemma 3.6 Let µ⃗, v⃗, the kernel K, and the operator T be as in Lemma 3.5.
Suppose q⃗ := (q1, q2) ∈ [1,∞) × [1,∞). Let γi and δi be two real numbers
such that γi + δi = 1 for i ∈ {1, 2}. If there exist two positive functions h1

and h2 defined on X ×X with two positive constants C1 and C2 such that
for almost all (x, y) ∈ X ×X,

ess sup
(s,t)∈X×X

(K1(x, s))
γ1 (K2(y, t))

γ2 h1(s, t) ≤ C1h2(x, y) (3.3)

and, for almost all (s, t) ∈ X ×X,∫
X

(∫
X

(K1(x, s))
δ1q1 (K2(y, t))

δ2q1 (h2(x, y))
q1 dν1(x)

)q2/q1

dν2(y) ≤ C2 (h1(s, t))
q2 ,

(3.4)

then T : L1⃗
µ⃗ → Lq⃗

v⃗ is bounded with ∥T∥
L1⃗
µ⃗
→Lq⃗

v⃗
≤ C1C

1/q2
2 .

7



Lemma 3.7 Let µ⃗, v⃗, the kernel K, and the operator T be as in Lemma
3.5. Suppose p⃗ = (p1, 1) with p1 ∈ (1,∞) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) ∈ (1,∞)× (1,∞)
satisfying 1 < p1 ≤ q− < ∞, where q− := min {q1, q2}. Let γi and δi be two
real numbers such that γi + δi = 1 for i ∈ {1, 2}. If there exist two positive
functions h1 and h2 defined on X × X with two positive constants C1 and
C2 such that for almost all (x, y) ∈ X ×X,

ess sup
t∈X

∫
X

(K1(x, s))
γ1p′1 (K2(y, t))

γ2p′1 (h1(s, t))
p′1 dµ1(s) ≤ C1 (h2(x, y))

p′1

(3.5)
and, for almost all (s, t) ∈ X ×X,∫
X

(∫
X

(K1(x, s))
δ1q1 (K2(y, t))

δ2q1 (h2(x, y))
q1 dν1(x)

)q2/q1

dν2(y) ≤ C2 (h1(s, t))
q2 ,

(3.6)

then T : Lp⃗
µ⃗ → Lq⃗

v⃗ is bounded with ∥T∥
Lp⃗
µ⃗
→Lq⃗

v⃗
≤ C

1/p′1
1 C

1/q2
2

Lemma 3.8 Let µ⃗, v⃗, the kernel K, and the operator T be as in Lemma
3.5. Suppose p⃗ = (1, p2) with p2 ∈ (1,∞) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) ∈ (1,∞)× (1,∞)
satisfying 1 < p2 ≤ q− < ∞, where q− := min {q1, q2}. Let γi and δi be two
real numbers such that γi + δi = 1 for i ∈ {1, 2}. If there exist two positive
functions h1 and h2 defined on X × X with two positive constants C1 and
C2 such that for almost all (x, y) ∈ X ×X,∫

X

(
ess sup

s∈X
(K1(x, s))

γ1 (K2(y, t))
γ2 h1(s, t)

)p′2

dµ2(t) ≤ C1 (h2(x, y))
p′2

(3.7)
and, for almost all (s, t) ∈ X ×X,∫
X

(∫
X

(K1(x, s))
δ1q1 (K2(y, t))

δ2q1 (h2(x, y))
q1 dv1(x)

)q2/q1

dv2(y) ≤ C2 (h1(s, t))
q2 ,

(3.8)

then T : Lp⃗
µ⃗ → Lq⃗

v⃗ is bounded with ∥T∥
Lp⃗
µ⃗
→Lq⃗

v⃗
≤ C

1/p′2
1 C

1/q2
2 .

Finally, we introduce a sufficient condition for the boundedness of an
operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ when its codomain is L∞ (TB × TB).

Lemma 3.9 Let µ⃗ := µ1 × µ2 and v⃗ := v1 × v2 be positive measures on the
space X × X and, for i ∈ {1, 2}, Ki be nonnegative functions on X × X.
Let T be an integral operator with kernel K := K1 · K2 defined by setting
for any (x, y) ∈ X ×X,

Tf(x, y) :=

∫
X

∫
X

K1(x, s)K2(y, t)f(s, t)dµ1(s)dµ2(t).
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Suppose p⃗ := (p1, p2), q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfying 1 ≤ p− ≤ p+ ≤ ∞, if

∥K1 (x, ·) ·K2 (y, ·)∥Lp⃗′
µ⃗

(3.9)

is uniformly bounded, then T is bounded from Lp⃗
µ⃗ to L∞.

Proof: This result can be easily obtained from the following mixed norm
Hölder inequality, which is as follows :

|Tf(x, y)| ≤ ∥K1 (x, ·) ·K2 (y, ·)∥Lp⃗′
µ⃗
∥f∥

Lp⃗
µ⃗
.

4 The Necessity for the Boundedness of Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗

In this section, we give the necessary conditions for the boundedness of
the operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗, and the conclusions are the following lemmas 4.1 to
lemma 4.13.

Lemma 4.1 Let 1 < p1 ≤ q1 < ∞ and 1 < p2 ≤ q2 < ∞. If the operator
Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), then for any i ∈

{1, 2}, {
−qiai < βi + 1, αi + 1 < pi (bi + 1) ,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− n+ 1 + αi

pi
.

Proof: By duality, the boundedness of Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L

q⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB)

implies the boundedness of T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

from Lq⃗′

β⃗
(TB × TB) to Lp⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB).

In order for Tf to be well-defined, then for any f ∈ Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB), the

following formula must hold :

ρ(z)a1ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ(w)a2ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
∈ Lp⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB) ,

for any z, w ∈ TB,
that is

ρ(z)a1

(∫
TB

ρ (u)p
′
1(b1−α1)+α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1p
′
1

dV (u)

) 1
p′1

ρ(w)a2

(∫
TB

ρ (η)p
′
2(b2−α2)+α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2p
′
2

dV (η)

) 1
p′2

< ∞.

(4.1)
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By Lemma 3.1, (4.1) is ture if and only if{
p′i (bi − αi) + αi > −1,

cip
′
i > n+ 1 + p′i (bi − αi) + αi

for any i ∈ {1, 2}.
Summing up the two inequalities, we get ci > n/p′i > 0 for any i ∈ {1, 2}.
For u > 0 and η > 0, we put

fu,η (z, w) =
ρ (z)t1 ρ (w)t2

ρ (z, ui)s1 ρ (w, ηi)s2
, z, w ∈ TB,

where s1, s2, t1 and t2 are real parameters satisfying conditions
si > 0,

ti > max
{
−βi+1

q′i
,−ai − βi − 1

}
,

si − ti > max
{

n+1+βi

q′i
, βi + ai − ci + n+ 1

}
,

(4.2)

and i = (0′, i).

By lemma 3.1, condition 4.2 makes fu,η (z, w) ∈ Lq⃗′

β⃗
(TB × TB), and there

exists a constant C such that

∥fu,η (z, w)∥q⃗′,β⃗ = Cu
n+1+β1

q′1
−(s1−t1)

η
n+1+β2

q′2
−(s2−t2)

.

By Lemma 3.1and 3.4, we have

T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w)

= ρ (z)b1−α1 ρ (w)b2−α2

∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (l)β1+a1 ρ (m)β2+a2

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (w,m)c2
fu,η (l,m) dV (l)dV (m)

= ρ (z)b1−α1 ρ (w)b2−α2

∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (l)β1+a1 ρ (m)β2+a2

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (w,m)c2
· ρ (l)t1 ρ (m)t2

ρ (l, ui)s1 ρ (m, ηi)s2
dV (l)dV (m)

= ρ (z)b1−α1 ρ (w)b2−α2

∫
TB

ρ (l)β1+a1+t1

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (l, ui)s1
dV (l) ·

∫
TB

ρ (m)β2+a2+t2

ρ (w,m)c2 ρ (m, ηi)s2
dV (m)

= C
ρ (z)b1−α1

ρ (z, ui)c1+s1−(n+1+β1+a1+t1)
· ρ (w)b2−α2

ρ (w, ηi)c2+s2−(n+1+β2+a2+t2)
.
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It is easy to see that

∥T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w)∥p⃗′,α⃗ = C

∫
TB

(∫
TB

∣∣∣T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w)
∣∣∣p′1 dVα1 (z)

) p′2
p′1
dVα2 (w)


1
p′2

= C

(∫
TB

ρ (z)(b1−α1)p′1+α1

ρ (z, ui)(c1+s1−(β1+t1+a1+n+1))p′1
dV (z)

) 1
p′1

×

(∫
TB

ρ (w)(b2−α2)p′2+α2

ρ (w, ηi)(c2+s2−(β2+t2+a2+n+1))p′2
dV (w)

) 1
p′2

.

Since T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w) ∈ Lp⃗′
α⃗ (TB × TB), by Lemma 3.1 we have

(bi − αi) p
′
i + αi > −1,

that is
αi + 1 < pi (bi + 1) .

Applying the above proof process to the operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗, we can get

−qiai < βi + 1

for any i ∈ {1, 2}.
Next, we prove that for any i ∈ {1, 2}, ci = n+ bi + 1 + λi.
For any ξ, η ∈ TB, let

fξ,η (z, w) =
ρ (ξ)n+1+b1−(n+1+α1)/p1 ρ (η)n+1+b2−(n+1+α2)/p2

ρ (z, ξ)n+1+b1 ρ (w, η)n+1+b2
.

Given α1 + 1 < p1 (b1 + 1) and α2 + 1 < p2 (b2 + 1), it follows that there
exists a positive constant C independent of ξ and η such that

∥fξ,η (z, w)∥p⃗,α⃗ =

(∫
TB

(∫
TB

|fξ,η (z, w)|p1 dVα1 (z)

) p2
p1

dVα2 (w)

) 1
p2

=

(∫
TB

ρ (ξ)(n+1+b1)p1−(n+1+α1) ρ (z)α1

|ρ (z, ξ)|(n+1+b1)p1
dV (z)

) 1
p1

×

(∫
TB

ρ (η)(n+1+b2)p2−(n+1+α2) ρ (w)α2

|ρ (w, η)|(n+1+b2)p2
dV (w)

) 1
p2

≤ C.
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Notice that ci > 0 and bi > (αi + 1) /pi − 1 > −1, by Lemma 3.1 we have

Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w) = ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (l)b1 ρ (m)b2

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (w,m)c2
fξ,η (l,m) dV (l)dV (m)

= ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2ρ (ξ)n+1+b1−(n+1+α1)/p1 ρ (η)n+1+b2−(n+1+α2)/p2

×
∫
TB

ρ (l)b1

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (l, ξ)n+1+b1
dV (l)

∫
TB

ρ (m)b2

ρ (w,m)c2 ρ (m, η)n+1+b2
dV (m)

= C
ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2ρ (ξ)n+1+b1−(n+1+α1)/p1 ρ (η)n+1+b2−(n+1+α2)/p2

ρ (z, ξ)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
.

Since Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w) ∈ Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), there is a positive constant C

such that

∥Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w)∥q⃗,β⃗ =

(∫
TB

(∫
TB

∣∣∣Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w)
∣∣∣q1 dVβ1 (z)

) q2
q1

dVβ2 (w)

) 1
q2

= ρ (ξ)n+1+b1−(n+1+α1)/p1 ρ (η)n+1+b2−(n+1+α2)/p2

×

(∫
TB

ρ (z)β1+a1q1

|ρ (z, ξ)|c1q1
dV (z)

) 1
q1

(∫
TB

ρ (w)β2+a2q2

|ρ (w, η)|c2q2
dV (w)

) 1
q2

≤ C.

By Lemma 3.1, for any i ∈ {1, 2}, we obtain

n+ 1 + bi − (n+ 1 + αi) /pi = (ciqi − (n+ 1 + βi + aiqi)) /qi

which simplifies to
ci = n+ bi + 1 + λi.

Lemma 4.2 Let 1 = p1 ≤ q1 < ∞ and 1 = p2 ≤ q2 < ∞. If the operator
Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L1⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), then for any i ∈

{1, 2}, {
−qiai < βi + 1, αi < bi,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− (n+ 1 + αi) .

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1.
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We have

T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w) = C
ρ (z)b1−α1

ρ (z, ui)c1+s1−(n+1+β1+a1+t1)
· ρ (w)b2−α2

ρ (w, ηi)c2+s2−(n+1+β2+a2+t2)
.

It is easy to see that

∥T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w)∥∞ =Cess sup
z∈TB

ρ (z)b1−α1

ρ (z, ui)c1+s1−(β1+t1+a1+n+1)

· ess sup
w∈TB

ρ (w)b2−α2

ρ (w, ηi)c2+s2−(β2+t2+a2+n+1)
.

(4.3)

Since T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w) ∈ L∞ (TB × TB), the above equation is finite.

According to the conditions satisfied by si and ti, it can be obtained that
the power of the denominator of the above formula (4.3) is greater than
zero, and ρ(z), ρ(w) can be infinite on TB. Therefore, combined with the
lemma 3.2, we obtain b1 > α1 and b2 > α2.

Applying the above proof process to the operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗, we can get

−qiai < βi + 1

for any i ∈ {1, 2}.
Next, we prove that for any i ∈ {1, 2}, ci = n+ bi + 1 + λi.
For any ξ, η ∈ TB, let

fξ,η (z, w) =
ρ (ξ)b1−α1 ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, ξ)n+1+b1 ρ (w, η)n+1+b2
.

Given α1 < b1 and α2 < b2, we can easily see that there is a positive constant
C independent of ξ and η such that

∥fξ,η (z, w)∥1⃗,α⃗ =

∫
TB

∫
TB

|fξ,η (z, w)| dVα1(z)dVα2(w)

=

∫
TB

ρ (ξ)b1−α1 ρ (z)α1

|ρ (z, ξ)|n+1+b1
dV (z)

∫
TB

ρ (η)b2−α2 ρ (w)α2

|ρ (w, η)|n+1+b2
dV (w)

≤ C

Notice that ci > 0 and bi > αi > −1, by Lemma 3.1 we have

Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w) = ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (l)b1 ρ (m)b2

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (w,m)c2
fξ,η (l,m) dV (l)dV (m)

= ρ(z)a1ρ (ξ)b1−α1

∫
TB

ρ (l)b1

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (l, ξ)n+1+b1
dV (l)

× ρ(w)a2ρ (η)b2−α2

∫
TB

ρ (m)b2

ρ (w,m)c2 ρ (m, η)n+1+b2
dV (m)

= C
ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2ρ (ξ)b1−α1 ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, ξ)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
.
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Since Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w) ∈ Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), we know that there is a positive

constant C such that

∥Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w)∥q⃗,β⃗ =

(∫
TB

(∫
TB

∣∣∣Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w)
∣∣∣q1 dVβ1 (z)

) q2
q1

dVβ2 (w)

) 1
q2

= ρ (ξ)b1−α1

(∫
TB

ρ (z)a1q1+β1

|ρ (z, ξ)|c1q1
dV (z)

) 1
q1

× ρ (η)b2−α2

(∫
TB

ρ (w)a2q2+β2

|ρ (w, η)|c2q2
dV (w)

) 1
q2

≤ C.

By Lemma 3.1, for any i ∈ {1, 2}, we have

bi − αi = (ciqi − (n+ 1 + aiqi + βi)) /qi,

which simplifies to
ci = n+ bi + 1 + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− (n+ 1 + αi) .

Lemma 4.3 Let 1 < p1 ≤ q1 < ∞ and 1 = p2 ≤ q2 < ∞. If the operator
Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), then for any i ∈

{1, 2}, {
α1 + 1 < p1 (b1 + 1) , α2 < b2,

−qiai < βi + 1, ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 =

n+1+β1

q1
− n+1+α1

p1
,

λ2 =
n+1+β2

q2
− (n+ 1 + α2) .

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1. We get

T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w) = C
ρ (z)b1−α1

ρ (z, ui)c1+s1−(n+1+β1+a1+t1)
· ρ (w)b2−α2

ρ (w, ηi)c2+s2−(n+1+β2+a2+t2)
.
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It is easy to see that

∥T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w)∥p⃗′,α⃗ = Cess sup
w∈TB

(∫
TB

∣∣∣T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w)
∣∣∣p′1 dVα1 (z)

) 1
p′1

×

(∫
TB

ρ (z)(b1−α1)p′1+α1

ρ (z, ui)(c1+s1−(β1+t1+a1+n+1))p′1
dV (z)

) 1
p′1

= Cess sup
w∈TB

ρ (w)b2−α2

ρ (w, ηi)c2+s2−(β2+t2+a2+n+1)
.

Since T ∗
a⃗, b⃗, c⃗

fu,η (z, w) ∈ Lp⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB), by Lemma 3.1 we have

(b1 − α1) p
′
1 + α1 > −1,

that is
α1 + 1 < p1 (b1 + 1) .

According to s2 − t2 > β2 + a2 − c2 + n+ 1, the power of the denominator
of ρ (w)b2−α2 /ρ (w, ηi)c2+s2−(β2+t2+n+1) is greater than 0, and ρ(w) can be
infinite on TB. Combined with Lemma 3.2, the above finite means b2 > α2.

Applying the above proof process to the operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗, we can get

−qiai < βi + 1

for any i ∈ {1, 2}.
Next, we prove that for any i ∈ {1, 2}, ci = n+ bi + 1 + λi.
For any ξ, η ∈ TB, let

fξ,η (z, w) =
ρ (ξ)n+1+b1−(n+1+α1)/p1 ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, ξ)n+1+b1 ρ (w, η)n+1+b2
.

Given α1 + 1 < p1 (b1 + 1) and α2 < b2, we can easily see that there is a
positive constant C independent of ξ and η such that

∥fξ,η (z, w)∥p⃗,α⃗ =

∫
TB

(∫
TB

|fξ,η (z, w)|p1 dVα1 (z)

) 1
p1

dVα2 (w)

=

∫
TB

ρ (ξ)(n+1+b1)p1−(n+1+α1) ρ (z)α1

|ρ (z, ξ)|(n+1+b1)p1
dV (z)

∫
TB

ρ (η)b2−α2 ρ (w)α2

|ρ (w, η)|n+1+b2
dV (w)

≤ C.

Notice that ci > 0, b1 > (α + 1) /p− 1 > −1 and b2 > α2 > −1, by Lemma
3.1 we have

Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w) = ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (l)b1 ρ (m)b2

ρ (z, l)c1 ρ (w,m)c2
fξ,η (l,m) dV (l)dV (m)

= C
ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2ρ (ξ)n+1+b1−(n+1+α1)/p1 ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, ξ)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
.
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Since Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w) ∈ Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), we know that there is a positive

constant C such that

∥Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w)∥q⃗,β⃗ =

(∫
TB

(∫
TB

∣∣∣Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ fξ,η (z, w)
∣∣∣q1 dVβ1 (z)

) q2
q1

dVβ2 (w)

) 1
q2

= ρ (ξ)n+1+b1−(n+1+α1)/p1 ρ (η)b2−α2

×

(∫
TB

ρ (z)a1q1+β1

|ρ (z, ξ)|c1q1
dV (z)

) 1
q1

(∫
TB

ρ (w)a2q2+β2

|ρ (w, η)|c2q2
dV (w)

) 1
q2

≤ C.

Hence, by Lemma 3.1 we have

n+ 1 + b1 − (n+ 1 + α1) /p1 = (c1q1 − (n+ 1 + a1q1 + β1)) /q1

and
b2 − α2 = (c2q2 − (n+ 1 + a2q2 + β2)) /q2,

that is,

c1 = n+ 1 + a1 + b1 +
n+ 1 + β1

q1
− n+ 1 + α1

p1
and

c2 = a2 + b2 − α2 +
n+ 1 + β2

q2
.

Lemma 4.4 Let 1 = p1 ≤ q1 < ∞ and 1 < p2 ≤ q2 < ∞. If the operator
Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB), then for any i ∈

{1, 2}, {
α1 < b1, α2 + 1 < p2 (b2 + 1) ,

−qiai < βi + 1, ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 =

n+1+β1

q1
− (n+ 1 + α1) ,

λ2 =
n+1+β2

q2
− n+1+α2

p2
.

Proof: The proof of Lemma 4.4 is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.3, which
only needs to modify the corresponding norm appropriately, thus we omit
its proof.

Lemma 4.5 Let 1 < p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 < p2 < q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗

is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

ai > 0, αi + 1 < pi(bi + 1),

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,
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where

λi = −n+ 1 + αi

pi
.

Proof:
Since Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded, it follows that for any fixed z, w ∈ TB, the

integral

Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f (z, w) = ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1 ρ (η)b2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
f (u, η) dV (u)dV (η)

= ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
f (u, η) dVα1 (u)dVα2 (η)

is finte for each f ∈ Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) .

By duality, we get that for any fixed z, w ∈ TB,

ρ(z)a1ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ(w)a2ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
∈ Lp⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB) .

Therefore, by calculation, we have

ρ(z)a1ρ(w)a2

(∫
TB

ρ (u)p
′
1(b1−α1)+α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1p
′
1

dV (u)

) 1
p′1
(∫

TB

ρ (η)p
′
2(b2−α2)+α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2p
′
2

dV (η)

) 1
p′2

≲
ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2

ρ (z)c1+α1−b1−(n+1+α1)/p′1 ρ (w)c2+α2−b2−(n+1+α2)/p′2

< ∞.

By Lemma 3.1, we know that for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
p′i (bi − αi) + αi > −1,

cip
′
i > n+ 1 + p′i (bi − αi) + αi,

that is {
αi + 1 < pi(bi + 1),

ci > n+ 1 + bi − n+1+αi

pi
.

By the arbitrariness of z and w, we have{
ai > 0,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi − n+1+αi

pi
.

This completes the proof of the lemma.
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Lemma 4.6 Let 1 = p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 = p2 < q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗

is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

ai ≥ 0, bi ≥ αi,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where
λi = −n− 1− αi.

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5, by duality, we obtain that for
any fixed z, w ∈ TB,

ess sup
(u,η)∈TB×TB

ρ (z)a1 ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ (w)a2 ρ (η)b2−α2

|ρ (z, u)|c1 |ρ (w, η)|c2
< ∞. (4.4)

For any i ∈ {1, 2}, we first prove that ci ≥ 0. Suppose ci < 0. Then we
take z = w = (0′, i), u = (0′, xn+ i) and η = (0′, yn+ i) such that |xn| → ∞
and |yn| → ∞ as n → ∞. Thus, for any fixed z, w ∈ TB, we have

ess sup
(u,η)∈TB×TB

ρ (z)a1 ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ (w)a2 ρ (η)b2−a2

|ρ (z, u)|c1 |ρ (w, η)|c2
≳ |xn|−c1 |yn|−c2 → ∞,

which contradicts to (4.4).
Next, we prove that bi ≥ αi and ci ≥ bi−αi+ai. Similar to the proof of

the previous Lemma 4.2, it is easy to get bi ≥ αi and ci ≥ bi−αi. From the
arbitrariness of z and w in TB, we get ci = bi − αi + ai for any i ∈ {1, 2}.

Lemma 4.7 Let 1 = p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 < p2 < q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗

is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 ≥ 0, a2 > 0,

b1 ≥ α1, p2 (b2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n− 1− α1,

λ2 = −n+1+α2

p2
.

Proof: Similar to the method of lemma 4.5, by duality, we have for any
fixed z, w ∈ TB,

ρ(z)a1ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ(w)a2ρ (η)b2−α2

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
∈ Lp⃗′

α⃗ (TB × TB) ,
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that is

ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2 ess sup
u∈TB

ρ (u)b1−α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1

(∫
TB

ρ (η)p
′
2(b2−α2)+α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2p
′
2

dV (η)

) 1
p′2

< ∞.

Similar to the method of Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we can complete
the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 4.8 Let 1 < p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 = p2 < q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗

is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0,

p1 (b1 + 1) > α1 + 1, b2 ≥ α2,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n+1+α1

p1
,

λ2 = −n− 1− α2.

Proof: Lemma 4.8 is the symmetric case of Lemma 4.7. Thus, we omit the
proof here.

Lemma 4.9 Let p1 = q1 = ∞ and p2 = q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded
from L∞ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

ai > 0, bi > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi.

Proof: For any f ∈ L∞(TB×TB), the boundedness of Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ : L
∞ (TB × TB) →

L∞ (TB × TB) implies that

ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1 ρ (η)b2

|ρ (z, u)|c1 |ρ (w, η)|c2
dV (u)dV (η) < ∞, (4.5)

for any fixed z, w ∈ TB.
It follows from Lemma 3.1 that bi > −1 and ci > n + 1 + bi for any

i ∈ {1, 2}. (4.5) becomes as follows :

ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2

ρ (z)c1−(b1+n+1) ρ (w)c2−(b2+n+1)
< ∞.

By the arbitrariness of z and w, this means ai > 0 and ci = n+1+ai+bi
for any i ∈ {1, 2}.
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Lemma 4.10 Let 1 = p1 < q1 = ∞ and p2 = q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is

bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 ≥ 0, a2 > 0,

b1 ≥ α1, b2 > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n− 1− α1,

λ2 = 0.

Proof: Since p1 = 1, p2 = ∞, we can conclude that for any f ∈ Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB),

there exists a positive constant C and a function g such that |f (z, w)| ≤
C |g (z)|, where g satisfies∫

TB

|g (z)| dVα1 (z) < ∞.

Since Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded, it follows that for any fixed z, w ∈ TB, the integral

∣∣∣Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f (z, w)
∣∣∣ ≤ ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2

∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ (η)b2−α2

|ρ (z, u)|c1 |ρ (w, η)|c2
|g (u)| dVα1 (u)dVα2 (η)

= ρ (z)a1
∫
TB

ρ (u)b1−α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1
|g (u)| dVα1 (u)

× ρ (w)a2
∫
TB

ρ (η)b2−α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2
dVα2 (η)

(4.6)
is finte for each f ∈ Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) .
The proof of the remaining part is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.6

and Lemma 4.9, and we will not repeat it.

Lemma 4.11 Let p1 = q1 = ∞ and 1 = p2 < q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is

bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0,

b1 > −1, b2 ≥ α2,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi.

where {
λ1 = 0,

λ2 = −n− 1− α2.
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Proof: Lemma 4.10 is the symmetric case of Lemma 4.9. Thus, we omit
the proof here.

Lemma 4.12 Let p1 = q1 = ∞ and 1 < p2 < q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is

bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 > 0,

b1 > −1, p2 (b2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = 0,

λ2 = −n+1+α2

p2
.

Proof: The proof of this lemma is similar to Lemma 4.10. From the known
exponential condition, we know that there is a positive constant C and
function g such that |f (z, w)| ≤ Cg (w), where g satisfies the following
equation: (∫

TB

|g (w)|p2 dVα2 (z)

) 1
p2

< ∞.

The boundedness of Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ : L
p⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) → L∞ (TB × TB) implies that∣∣∣Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f (z, w)

∣∣∣ ≤ ρ (z)a1 ρ (w)a2
∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1 ρ (η)b2

|ρ (z, u)|c1 |ρ (w, η)|c2
|g (η)| dV (u)dV (η)

= ρ (z)a1
∫
TB

ρ (u)b1

|ρ (z, u)|c1
dV (u)× ρ (w)a2

∫
TB

ρ (η)b2−α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2
|g (η)| dVα2 (η)

Similar to the method of Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.5, and we will not
repeat it.

Lemma 4.13 Let 1 < p1 < q1 = ∞ and p2 = q2 = ∞. Suppose Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is

bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB), then for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 > 0,

p1 (b1 + 1) > α1 + 1, b2 > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n+1+α2

p2
,

λ2 = 0.

Proof: Lemma 4.13 is the symmetric case of Lemma 4.12. Thus, we omit
the proof here.
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5 The Sufficiency for the Boundedness of Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗

In this section, we give the necessary conditions for the boundedness of
the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗, and the conclusions are the following lemmas 5.1 to
lemma 5.13.

Lemma 5.1 Let 1 < p− ≤ p+ ≤ q− < ∞. If the parameters satisfy for any
i ∈ {1, 2}, {

−qiai < βi + 1, αi + 1 < pi (bi + 1) ,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− n+ 1 + αi

pi
.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Proof: For any i ∈ {1, 2}, let τi = ci − ai − bi + αi =
n+1+αi

p′i
+ n+1+βi

qi
> 0.

Since −qiai < βi + 1, we have

−τi (βi + 1)

qi
< aiτi,

which is equivalent to

−τi (βi + 1)

qi
− ai (n+ 1 + βi)

qi
<

ai (n+ 1 + αi)

p′i
. (5.1)

In addition, from αi + 1 < pi (bi + 1), it follows that

bi − αi +
αi + 1

p′i
> 0.

Hence, we obtain

−(αi + 1) τi
p′i

− (bi − αi) (n+ 1 + αi)

p′i
<

(bi − αi) (n+ 1 + βi)

qi
. (5.2)

By (5.1) and (5.2), there exist ri and si such that

−τi (βi + 1)

qi
− ai (n+ 1 + βi)

qi
< riτi + ai (ri − si) <

ai (n+ 1 + αi)

p′i

and

−τi (αi + 1)

p′i
−(bi − αi) (n+ 1 + αi)

p′i
< siτi+(bi − αi) (si − ri) <

(bi − αi) (n+ 1 + βi)

qi
,
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which is equivalent to

−βi + 1

qi
− aiδi < ri < aiγi (5.3)

and

−αi + 1

p′i
− (bi − αi) γi < si < (bi − αi) δi, (5.4)

where

γi =
(n+ 1 + αi) /p

′
i + si − ri

τi

and

δi =
(n+ 1 + βi) /qi + ri − si

τi
.

Obviously, for any i ∈ {1, 2}, γi + δi = 1.
Let h1 (u, η) = ρ (u)s1 ρ (η)s2 , h2 (z, w) = ρ (z)r1 ρ (w)r2 , write Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ as

Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f(z, w) =

∫
TB

∫
TB

K1 (z, u)K2 (w, η)f (u, η) dVα1 (u) dVα2 (η),

where

K1 (z, u) =
ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ(z)a1

|ρ (z, u)|c1
, and K2 (w, η) =

ρ (η)b2−α2 ρ(w)a2

|ρ (w, η)|c2
.

Now we prove this conclusion by lemma 3.5. We consider∫
TB

(K1 (z, u))
γ1p′1 (K2 (w, η))

γ2p′1 (h1 (u, η))
p′1 dVα1 (u)

=
ρ(z)a1γ1p

′
1ρ(w)a2γ2p

′
2ρ (η)(b2−α2)γ2p′1+s2p′1

|ρ (w, η)|c2γ2p
′
1

×
∫
TB

ρ (u)(b1−α1)γ1p′1+s1p′1+α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1γ1p
′
1

dV (u).

(5.5)

From the first inequality in (5.4), we have

(bi − αi) γip
′
i + sip

′
i + αi > −1. (5.6)

Notice that

(ci − ai − bi + αi) γi = τiγi =
n+ 1 + αi

p′i
+ si − ri,

by the second inequality in (5.3), we have

ciγip
′
i − n− 1− (bi − αi) γip

′
i − sip

′
i − αi = aiγip

′
i − rip

′
i > 0. (5.7)
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Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given z ∈ TB, we have∫
TB

ρ (u)(b1−α1)γ1p′1+s1p′1+α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1γ1p
′
1

dV (u) ≲ ρ(z)r1p
′
1−a1γ1p′1 ,

which, together with (5.5), (5.6), (5.7), and Lemma 3.1, we get∫
TB

(∫
TB

(K1 (z, u))
γ1p′1 (K2 (w, η))

γ2p′1 (h1 (u, η))
p′1 dVα1 (u)

) p′2
p′1
dVα2 (η)

≲ ρ (z)r1p
′
2 ρ(w)a2γ2p

′
2

∫
TB

ρ (η)(b2−α2)γ2p′2+s2p′2+α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2γ2p
′
2

dV (η)

≲ ρ (z)r1p
′
2 ρ (w)r2p

′
2 = h2 (z, w)

p′2 .

Thus, condition (3.1) holds ture for the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗.

Next, we verify condition (3.2). Notice that∫
TB

(K1 (z, u))
δ1q1 (K2 (w, η))

δ2q1 (h2 (z, w))
q1 dVβ1 (z)

=
ρ (u)(b1−α1)δ1q1 ρ (η)(b2−α2)δ2q1 ρ (w)r2q1+a2δ2q1

|ρ (w, η)|c2δ2q1

∫
TB

ρ (z)r1q1+a1δ1q1+β1

|ρ (z, u)|c1δ1q1
dV (z).

From the first inequality in (5.3), we have

riqi + aiδiqi + βi > −1. (5.8)

Notice that

(ci − ai − bi + αi) δi = τiδi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
+ ri − si,

by the second inequality in (5.4), we have

ciδiqi − n− 1− riqi − aiδiqi − βi = (bi − αi) δiqi − siqi > 0. (5.9)

Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given u ∈ TB, we have∫
TB

ρ (z)r1q1+a1δ1q1+β1

|ρ (z, u)|c1δ1q1
dV (z) ≲ ρ(u)s1q1−(b1−α1)δ1q1 ,

which, together with (5.8), (5.9), and Lemma 3.1, we get∫
TB

[∫
TB

[K1(z, u)]
δ1q1 [K2(w, η)]

δ2q1 [h2(z, w)]
q1 dVβ1(z)

]q2/q1
dVβ2(w)

≲ ρ(u)s1q2ρ(η)(b2−α2)δ2q2

∫
TB

ρ(w)r2q2+a2δ2q2+β2

|ρ(w, η)|c2δ2q2
dV (w)

≲ ρ(u)s1q2ρ(η)s2q2 = [h1(u, η)]
q2 .
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Thus, condition (3.2) holds ture for the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗.
Therefore, the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 3.5,

then operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Lemma 5.2 Let 1 = p+ ≤ q− ≤ q+ < ∞. If the parameters satisfy for any
i ∈ {1, 2}, {

−qiai < βi + 1, αi < bi,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− n− 1− αi.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Proof:
When p1 = p2 = 1, for any i ∈ {1, 2}, write γi = si−ri

τi
, δi =

(n+1+βi)/qi+ri−si
τi

.
According to the proof of Lemma 5.1, we have

−βi + 1

qi
− aiδi < ri < aiγi (5.10)

and

− (bi − αi) γi < si < (bi − αi) δi. (5.11)

Next, we use lemma 3.6 to prove this lemma.
First, we consider

(K1 (z, u))
γ1 (K2 (w, η))

γ2 h1 (u, η) =
ρ(z)a1γ1ρ(w)a2γ2ρ (u)γ1(b1−α1)+s1 ρ (η)γ2(b2−α2)+s2

|ρ (z, u)|c1γ1 |ρ (w, η)|c2γ2
.

By lemma 3.2, we have for any z ∈ TB and u ∈ TB,

2 |ρ (z, u)| ≥ max {ρ (z) , ρ (u)} .

For any i ∈ {1, 2}, we get

ciγi = (bi − αi + ai) γi + si − ri (5.12)

due to τi = ci − ai − bi + αi and γi = (si − ri) /τi.
From the first inequality in (5.11), we have

γi (bi − αi) + si > 0. (5.13)
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Then, according to Lemma 3.2 and (5.12), for any given z ∈ TB and u ∈ TB,
we have

ρ (z)a1γ1 ρ (u)(b1−α1)γ1+s1

|ρ (z, u)|c1γ1
=

(
ρ (u)

|ρ (z, u)|

)(b1−α1)γ1+s1 ( ρ (z)

|ρ (z, u)|

)a1γ1

≲ ρ(z)r1

and, similarly, for any given w ∈ TB and any η ∈ TB,

ρ (w)a2γ2 ρ (η)(b2−α2)γ2+s2

|ρ (w, η)|c2γ2
=

(
ρ (η)

|ρ (w, η)|

)(b2−α2)γ2+s2 ( ρ (w)

|ρ (w, η)|

)a2γ2

≲ ρ(w)r2 .

Thus, for any given (z, w) ∈ TB × TB,

ess sup
(u,η)∈TB×TB

(K1 (z, u))
γ1 (K2 (w, η))

γ2 h1 (u, η) ≤ Ch2 (z, w) .

Thus, condition (3.3) holds true for the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗.
Note that the condition (3.4) in Lemma 3.6 is the same as the condition

(3.2) in Lemma 3.5, thus according to the proof of the second part of Lemma
5.1, we know that the condition (3.4) in Lemma 3.6 still holds.

Therefore, the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 3.6,

then operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Lemma 5.3 Let 1 = p2 < p1 ≤ q− ≤ q+ < ∞. If the parameters satisfy
that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

α1 + 1 < p1 (b1 + 1) , α2 < b2,

−qiai < βi + 1, ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 =

n+1+β1

q1
− n+1+α1

p1
,

λ2 =
n+1+β2

q2
− (n+ 1 + α2) .

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Proof:
For any i ∈ {1, 2}, let τi = ci − ai − bi + αi,

then

τ1 =
n+ 1 + α1

p′1
+

n+ 1 + β1

q1
> 0

and

τ2 =
n+ 1 + β2

q2
> 0.

Since −q1a1 < β1 + 1, we have

−τ1 (β1 + 1)

q1
< a1τ1,
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which is equivalent to

−τ1 (β1 + 1)

q1
− a1 (n+ 1 + β1)

q1
<

a1 (n+ 1 + α1)

p′1
. (5.14)

In addition, from α1 + 1 < p1 (b1 + 1), it follows that

b1 − α1 +
α1 + 1

p′1
> 0.

Combined with the known fact that b2 > α2, further implies that

−τ1 (1 + α1)

p′1
− (b1 − α1) (n+ 1 + α1)

p′1
<

(b1 − α1) (n+ 1 + β1)

q1
. (5.15)

Thus, by (5.14) and (5.15), there exists r1 and s1 such that

−τ1 (β1 + 1)

q1
− a1 (n+ 1 + β1)

q1
< r1τ1 + a1 (r1 − s1) <

a1 (n+ 1 + α1)

p′1

and

τ1 (1 + α1)

p′1
−(b1 − α1) (n+ 1 + α1)

p′1
< τ1s1+(b1 − α1) (s1 − r1) <

(b1 − α1) (n+ 1 + β1)

q1
.

Since −q2a2 < β2 + 1, we have

−τ2 (β2 + 1)

q2
< a2τ2,

which is equivalent to

−τ2 (β2 + 1)

q2
− a2 (n+ 1 + β2)

q2
< 0. (5.16)

In addition, from α2 < b2, it follows that

(b2 − α2) (n+ 1 + β2)

q2
> 0. (5.17)

Thus, by (5.16) and (5.17), there exists r2 and s2 such that

−τ2 (β2 + 1)

q2
− a2 (n+ 1 + β2)

q2
< r2τ2 + a2 (r2 − s2) < 0

and

0 < τ2s2 + (b2 − α2) (s2 − r2) <
(b2 − α2) (n+ 1 + β2)

q2
.
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That is

−βi + 1

qi
− aiδi < ri < aiγi, (5.18)

−1 + α1

p′1
− (b1 − α1) γ1 < s1 < (b1 − α1) δ1 (5.19)

and
− (b2 − α2) γ2 < s2 < (b2 − α2) δ2, (5.20)

where

γ1 =
(n+ 1 + α1) /p

′
1 + s1 − r1

τ1
,

δ1 =
(n+ 1 + β1) /q1 + r1 − s1

τ1
,

γ2 =
s2 − r2

τ2

and

δ2 =
(n+ 1 + β2) /q2 + r2 − s2

τ2
.

Clearly, γ1 + δ1 = 1, γ2 + δ2 = 1.
Now, let h1 (u, η) = ρ (u)s1 ρ (η)s2 , h2 (z, w) = ρ (z)r1 ρ (w)r2 , write Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗

as

Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f(z, w) =

∫
TB

∫
TB

K1 (z, u)K2 (w, η)f (u, η) dVα1 (u) dVα2 (η),

where

K1 (z, u) =
ρ (u)b1−α1 ρ(z)a1

|ρ (z, u)|c1
and K2 (w, η) =

ρ (η)b2−α2 ρ(w)a2

|ρ (w, η)|c2
.

Next we prove this result by Lemma 3.7.
We consider∫

TB

(K1 (z, u))
γ1p′1 (K2 (w, η))

γ2p′1 (h1 (u, η))
p′1 dVα1 (u)

=
ρ(z)a1γ1p

′
1ρ(w)a2γ2p

′
2ρ (η)(b2−α2)γ2p′1+s2p′1

|ρ (w, η)|c2γ2p
′
1

×
∫
TB

ρ (u)(b1−α1)γ1p′1+s1p′1+α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1γ1p
′
1

dV (u).

(5.21)

From the first inequality in (5.19), we have

(b1 − α1) γ1p
′
1 + s1p

′
1 + α1 > −1. (5.22)
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Notice that

(c1 − a1 − b1 + α1) γ1 = τ1γ1 =
n+ 1 + α1

p′1
+ s1 − r1,

by the second inequality in (5.18), we have

c1γ1p
′
1 − n− 1− (b1 − α1) γ1p

′
1 − s1p

′
1 − α1 = a1γ1p

′
1 − r1p

′
1 > 0. (5.23)

In addition, from Lemma 3.2 and the fact c2γ2 + r2 − a2γ2 = (b2 − α2) γ2 +
s2 > 0, we infer that, for any w ∈ TB and η ∈ TB,

ρ (η)(b2−α2)γ2p′1+s2p′1

ρ (w, η)c2γ2p
′
1

≲ ρ (w)(r2−a2γ2)p′1 . (5.24)

Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given z ∈ TB, we have∫
TB

ρ (u)(b1−α1)γ1p′1+s1p′1+α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1γ1p
′
1

dV (u) ≲ ρ (z)r1p
′
1−a1γ1p′1 , (5.25)

combining with (5.24) and (5.25), we further obtain that

ess sup
η∈TB

∫
TB

(K1 (z, u))
γ1p′1 (K2 (w, η))

γ2p′1 (h1 (u, η))
p′1 dVα1 (u)

≲ ρ (z)r1p
′
1 ρ (w)r2p

′
1 = (h2 (z, w))

p′1 .

Thus, condition (3.5) holds ture for the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗.
Next, we verify condition (3.6) of Lemma 3.7. Notice that∫

TB

(K1 (z, u))
δ1q1 (K2 (w, η))

δ2q1 (h2 (z, w))
q1 dVβ1 (z)

=
ρ (u)(b1−α1)δ1q1 ρ (η)(b2−α2)δ2q1 ρ (w)r2q1+a2δ2q1

|ρ (w, η)|c2δ2q1

∫
TB

ρ (z)r1q1+a1δ1q1+β1

|ρ (z, u)|c1δ1q1
dV (z).

From the first inequality in (5.18), we obviously have

riqi + aiδiqi + βi > −1. (5.26)

Notice that

(ci − ai − bi + αi) δi = τiδi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
+ ri − si,

by the second inequality in (5.19) and (5.20), we have

ciδiqi − n− 1− aiδiqi − riqi − βi = (bi − αi) δiqi − siqi > 0. (5.27)
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Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given u ∈ TB, we have∫
TB

ρ (z)r1q1+a1δ1q1+β1

|ρ (z, u)|c1δ1q1
dV (u) ≲ ρ(u)s1q1−(b1−α1)δ1q1 , (5.28)

combining with (5.26), (5.27) and Lemma 3.1, this imply that∫
TB

(∫
TB

(K1(z, u))
δ1q1 (K2(w, η))

δ2q1 (h2(z, w))
q1 dVβ1(z)

)q2/q1

dVβ2(w)

≲ ρ (η)(b2−α2)δ2q2 ρ (u)s1q2
∫
TB

ρ (w)r2q2+a2δ2q2+β2

|ρ (w, η)|c2δ2q2
dV (w)

≲ ρ(u)s1q2ρ(η)s2q2 .

Thus, condition (3.6) holds ture for the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗.
Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 3.7, there-

fore, operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Lemma 5.4 Let 1 = p1 < p2 ≤ q− ≤ q+ < ∞. If the parameters satisfy
that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

α1 < b1, (α2 + 1) < p2(b2 + 1),

−qiai < βi + 1, ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 =

n+1+β1

q1
− (n+ 1 + α1) ,

λ2 =
n+1+β2

q2
− n+1+α2

p2
.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Proof:
Lemma 5.4 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.3. We only need to modify

the definitions of γ1, δ1, γ2 and δ2, thus we omit the proof here.

Lemma 5.5 Let 1 < p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 < p2 < q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

ai > 0, αi + 1 < pi(bi + 1),

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where

λi = −n+ 1 + αi

pi
.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).
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Proof: According to the definition of operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗, we know that the
kernel of the integral is

K1(z, u) ·K2(w, η) =
ρ(z)a1ρ(u)b1−α1ρ(w)a2ρ(η)b2−α2

|ρ (z, u)|c1 |ρ (w, η)|c2
.

By Lemma 3.9, it suffices to prove

ess sup
(z,w)∈TB×TB

∥K1 (z, ·) ·K2 (w, ·)∥Lp⃗′
α⃗
< ∞.

By calculation, we have

ess sup
(z,w)∈TB×TB

∥K1 (z, ·) ·K2 (w, ·)∥Lp⃗′
µ⃗

= ess sup
(z,w)∈TB×TB

ρ(z)a1

(∫
TB

ρ (u)p
′
1(b1−α1)+α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1p
′
1

dV (u)

) 1
p′1

× ρ(w)a2

(∫
TB

ρ (η)p
′
2(b2−α2)+α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2p
′
2

dV (η)

) 1
p′2

.

Combining the known conditions and Lemma 3.1, we can easily conclude
that

∥K1 (z, ·) ·K2 (w, ·)∥Lp⃗′
α⃗

is uniformly bounded with respect to z and w.
Therefore, the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to L
∞ (TB × TB).

Lemma 5.6 Let 1 = p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 = p2 < q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

ai ≥ 0, bi ≥ αi,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where
λi = −n− 1− αi.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

Proof: By Lemma 3.9, it suffices to prove

ess sup
(z,w)∈TB×TB

∥K1 (z, ·) ·K2 (w, ·)∥∞ < ∞.
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By calculation, we have

ess sup
(z,w)∈TB×TB

∥K1 (z, ·) ·K2 (w, ·)∥∞

= ess sup
(z,w)∈TB×TB

ess sup
(u,η)∈TB×TB

ρ (z)a1
ρ (u)b1−α1

|ρ (z, u)|c1
ρ (w)a2

ρ (η)b2−α2

|ρ (w, η)|c2
.

Combined with the known conditions, by lemma 3.2, we can easily conclude
that

∥K1 (z, ·) ·K2 (w, ·)∥∞
is uniformly bounded with respect to z and w.

Therefore, the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L

∞ (TB × TB).

Lemma 5.7 Let 1 = p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 < p2 < q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 ≥ 0, a2 > 0,

b1 ≥ α1, p2 (b2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n− 1− α1,

λ2 = −n+1+α2

p2
.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

Proof: This lemma is a direct corollary of Lemma 5.5, Lemma 5.6 and
Lemma 3.9, which we omit to prove.

Lemma 5.8 Let 1 < p1 < q1 = ∞ and 1 = p2 < q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0,

p1 (b1 + 1) > α1 + 1, b2 ≥ α2,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n+1+α1

p1
,

λ2 = −n− 1− α2.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).
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Proof: Lemma 5.8 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.7. Thus, we omit the
proof here.

Lemma 5.9 Let p1 = q1 = ∞ and p2 = q2 = ∞. If the parameters satisfy
that, for any i ∈ {1, 2}, {

ai > 0, bi > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi.
(5.29)

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L∞ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

Proof: Obviously, when the parameter satisfies condition (5.29),∣∣∣Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ f (z, w)
∣∣∣ ≲ ρ (z)a1

∫
TB

ρ (u)b1

|ρ (z, u)|c1
dV (u)·ρ (w)a2

∫
TB

ρ (η)b2

|ρ (w, η)|c2
dV (η) < ∞.

Thus, by Lemma 3.1, Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L∞ (TB × TB) to L
∞ (TB × TB).

Lemma 5.10 Let 1 = p1 < q1 = ∞ and p2 = q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 ≥ 0, a2 > 0,

b1 ≥ α1, b2 > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n− 1− α1,

λ2 = 0.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

Proof: The proof of this lemma is similar to Lemma 4.10. Thus, we omit
the proof.

Lemma 5.11 Let p1 = q1 = ∞ and 1 = p2 < q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0,

b1 > −1, b2 ≥ α2,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = 0,

λ2 = −n− 1− α2.

Then Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).
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Proof: Lemma 5.10 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.9. Thus, we omit
the proof here.

Lemma 5.12 Let p1 = q1 = ∞ and 1 < p2 < q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 > 0,

b1 > −1, p2 (b2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = 0,

λ2 = −n+1+α2

p2
.

Then the operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L∞ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Proof: The proof of this lemma is similar to Lemma 4.12. Thus, we omit
the proof.

Lemma 5.13 Let 1 < p1 < q1 = ∞ and p2 = q2 = ∞. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

a1 > 0, a2 > 0,

p1 (b1 + 1) > α1 + 1, b2 > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n+1+α2

p2
,

λ2 = 0.

Then Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

Proof: Lemma 5.13 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.12. Thus, we omit
the proof here.

6 The Proof of Main Theorems

In this section, we will list all the main theorems of this paper and prove
them.
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Theorem 6.1 Let p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p− ≤ p+ ≤
q− ≤ q+ < ∞. Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
−qiai < βi + 1, αi + 1 < pi (bi + 1) ,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− n+ 1 + αi

pi
.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.1; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.1.

Theorem 6.2 Let p⃗ := (1, 1) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) ∈ [1,∞)× [1,∞). Then the
following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
−qiai < βi + 1, αi < bi,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− n− 1− αi.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.2; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.2.

Theorem 6.3 Let p⃗ := (p1, 1) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p1 ≤ q− ≤ q+ <
∞. Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).
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(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
α1 + 1 < p1 (b1 + 1) , α2 < b2,

−qiai < βi + 1, ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 =

n+1+β1

q1
− n+1+α1

p1
,

λ2 =
n+1+β2

q2
− (n+ 1 + α2) .

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.3; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.3.

Theorem 6.4 Let p⃗ := (1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p2 ≤ q− ≤ q+ <
∞. Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
α1 < b1, (α2 + 1) < p2(b2 + 1),

−qiai < βi + 1, ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 =

n+1+β1

q1
− (n+ 1 + α1) ,

λ2 =
n+1+β2

q2
− n+1+α2

p2
.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.4; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.4.

Theorem 6.5 Let p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p− ≤ p+ < ∞.
Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
ai > 0, αi + 1 < pi(bi + 1),

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,
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where

λi = −n+ 1 + αi

pi
.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.5; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.5.

Theorem 6.6 Let p⃗ := (1, 1) and q⃗ := (∞,∞). Then the following conclu-
sions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
ai ≥ 0, bi ≥ αi,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where
λi = −n− 1− αi.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.6; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.6.

Theorem 6.7 Let p⃗ := (1, p2) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p2 < ∞. Then
the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},
a1 ≥ 0, a2 > 0,

b1 ≥ α1, p2 (b2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n− 1− α1,

λ2 = −n+1+α2

p2
.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.7; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.7.
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Theorem 6.8 Let p⃗ := (p1, 1) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p1 < ∞. Then
the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},
a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0,

p1 (b1 + 1) > α1 + 1, b2 ≥ α2,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n+1+α1

p1
,

λ2 = −n− 1− α2.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.8; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.8.

Theorem 6.9 Let p⃗ := (∞,∞) and q⃗ := (∞,∞). Then the following con-
clusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L∞ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from L∞ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
ai > 0, bi > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.9; (3) ⇒ (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.9.

Theorem 6.10 Let p⃗ := (1,∞) and q⃗ := (∞,∞). Then the following con-
clusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).
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(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},
a1 ≥ 0, a2 > 0,

b1 ≥ α1, b2 > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n− 1− α1,

λ2 = 0.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.10; (3) ⇒ (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.10.

Theorem 6.11 Let p⃗ := (∞, 1) and q⃗ := (∞,∞). Then the following con-
clusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},
a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0,

b1 > −1, b2 ≥ α2,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = 0,

λ2 = −n− 1− α2.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.11; (3) ⇒ (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.11.

Theorem 6.12 Let p⃗ := (∞, p2) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p2 < ∞.
Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},
a1 > 0, a2 > 0,

b1 > −1, p2 (b2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,
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where {
λ1 = 0,

λ2 = −n+1+α2

p2
.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.12; (3) ⇒ (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.12.

Theorem 6.13 Let p⃗ := (p1,∞) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p1 < ∞.
Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator Sa⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(2) The operator Ta⃗, b⃗, c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},
a1 > 0, a2 > 0,

p1 (b1 + 1) > α1 + 1, b2 > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + ai + bi + λi,

where {
λ1 = −n+1+α1

p1
,

λ2 = 0.

Proof: (1) ⇒ (2) is trivial; (2) ⇒ (3) comes from Lemma 4.13; (3) ⇒ (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.13.

7 Applications

In this section, we will give three applications of the main theorems
in this paper, that is, to study the boundedness of three kinds of special
integral operators.

We study the Lp⃗
γ⃗ (TB × TB)-L

q⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) boundedness of the following

operators

T γ⃗
c⃗ f (z, w) =

∫
TB

∫
TB

f (u, η)

ρ (z, u)c1 ρ (w, η)c2
dVγ1 (u)dVγ2 (η),

where c1, c2 > 0 and γ1, γ2 > −1.
Notice that T γ⃗

c⃗ = T0⃗, γ⃗, c⃗, we have the following results.

Corollaries 7.1 and 7.2 state when operator T γ⃗
c⃗ is bounded.
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Corollary 7.1 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p− ≤ p+ ≤
q− ≤ q+ < ∞, then the operator T γ⃗

c⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗
γ⃗ (TB × TB) to

Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if and only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

βi > −1,

ci = n+ 1 + γi + λi,

where

λi =
n+ 1 + βi

qi
− n+ 1 + γi

pi
.

Corollary 7.2 If p⃗ := (1, 1) and q⃗ := (∞,∞), then the operator T γ⃗
c⃗ is

bounded from L1⃗
γ⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and only if c1 = c2 = 0.

Corollary 7.3 states when operator T γ⃗
c⃗ is unbounded.

Corollary 7.3 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy one of the following
conditions :

(1) p1 = p2 = 1 and q1, q2 ≥ 1;

(2) 1 = p− < p+ < q− ≤ q+ < ∞;

(3) 1 ≤ p− ≤ p+ ≤ ∞, p⃗ ̸= (1, 1) and (q1, q2) = (∞,∞);

then the operator T γ⃗
c⃗ is unbounded on Lp⃗

γ⃗ (TB × TB).

Next, we study the boundedness of Bergman-type projections.
Let γ⃗ := (γ1, γ2) ∈ (−1,∞)2, the weighted multiparameter Bergman-

type projection is as follows :

Pγ⃗f(z, w) :=

∫
TB

∫
TB

f (u, η)

ρ (z, u)n+1+γ1 ρ (w, η)n+1+γ2
dVγ1 (u)dVγ2 (η).

Notice that Pγ⃗ = T γ⃗
−−−−−→
n+1+γ

= T
0⃗, γ⃗,

−−−−−→
n+1+γ

, hence we have the following

results.

The following corollaries 7.4 to 7.7 give the case when the operator Pγ⃗

is bounded from Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB). Corollary 7.9 gives when

the operator Pγ⃗ is unbounded on Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB).

Corollary 7.4 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p− ≤ p+ ≤
q− ≤ q+ < ∞, then the operator Pγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to

Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if and only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

pi (γi + 1) > αi + 1,

pi (n+ 1 + βi) = qi (n+ 1 + αi) .
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Corollary 7.5 If p⃗ := (1, 1) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 ≤ q− ≤ q+ < ∞,

then the operator Pγ⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if and

only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
γi > αi,

n+ 1 + βi = qi (n+ 1 + αi) .

Corollary 7.6 If p⃗ := (p1, 1) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p1 ≤ q− ≤ q+ <
∞, then the operator Pγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if

and only if the parameters satisfy that,
p1 (γ1 + 1) > α1 + 1, γ2 > α2,

p1 (n+ 1 + β1) = q1 (n+ 1 + α1) ,

n+ 1 + β2 = q2 (n+ 1 + α2) .

Corollary 7.7 If p⃗ := (1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p2 ≤ q− ≤ q+ <
∞, then the operator Pγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if

and only if the parameters satisfy that,
γ1 > α1, p2 (γ2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

n+ 1 + β1 = q1 (n+ 1 + α1) ,

p2 (n+ 1 + β2) = q2 (n+ 1 + α2) .

Corollary 7.8 If p⃗ := (1, 1) and q⃗ := (∞,∞), then the operator Pγ⃗ is

bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and only if the parameters

satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
γi ≥ αi,

αi = − (n+ 1) .

Corollary 7.9 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy the following condi-
tions :

1 ≤ p− ≤ p+ ≤ ∞, p⃗ ̸= (1, 1) and (q1, q2) = (∞,∞) ,

then the operator Pγ⃗ is unbounded on Lp⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB).

At the end of this section, we study the boundedness of the weighted
multiparameter Berezin-type transform Bγ⃗ which is given by

Bγ⃗f(z, w) :=

∫
TB

∫
TB

ρ (z)n+1+γ1 ρ (w)n+1+γ2

|ρ (z, u)|2(n+1+γ1) |ρ (w, η)|2(n+1+γ2)
f (u, η) dVγ1 (u)dVγ2 (η),
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where γ⃗ := (γ1, γ2) ∈ (−1,∞)× (−1,∞).
Notice that Bγ⃗ = S−−−−−→

n+1+γ,−→γ ,2
−−−−−−→
(n+1+γ)

, therefore we have the following re-

sults.

The following corollaries 7.10 to 7.20 give the case when the operator
Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB).

Corollary 7.10 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p− ≤ p+ ≤
q− ≤ q+ < ∞, then the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to

Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if and only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{

−qi (n+ 1 + γi) < βi + 1, αi + 1 < pi (γi + 1) ,

pi (n+ 1 + βi) = qi (n+ 1 + αi) .

Corollary 7.11 If p⃗ := (1, 1) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) ∈ [1,∞) × [1,∞), then the

operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if and only if

the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},{
−qi (n+ 1 + γi) < βi + 1, αi < γi,

n+ 1 + βi = qi (n+ 1 + αi) .

Corollary 7.12 If p⃗ := (p1, 1) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p1 ≤ q− ≤ q+ <
∞, then the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if

and only if the parameters satisfy that,
p1 (γ1 + 1) > α1 + 1, γ2 > α2,

p1 (n+ 1 + β1) = q1 (n+ 1 + α1) ,

n+ 1 + β2 = q2 (n+ 1 + α2) .

Corollary 7.13 If p⃗ := (1, p2) and q⃗ := (q1, q2) satisfy 1 < p2 ≤ q− ≤ q+ <
∞, then the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to Lq⃗

β⃗
(TB × TB) if

and only if the parameters satisfy that,
γ1 > α1, p2 (γ2 + 1) > α2 + 1,

n+ 1 + β1 = q1 (n+ 1 + α1) ,

p2 (n+ 1 + β2) = q2 (n+ 1 + α2) .

Corollary 7.14 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p− ≤ p+ < ∞,
then the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and
only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

γi > αi = −n− 1.
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Corollary 7.15 If p⃗ := (1, 1) and q⃗ := (∞,∞), then the operator Bγ⃗ is

bounded from L1⃗
α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and only if the parameters

satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2},

γi ≥ αi = −n− 1.

Corollary 7.16 If p⃗ := (1, p2) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p2 < ∞, then
the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and only
if the parameters satisfy that,{

γ1 ≥ α1 = −n− 1,

γ2 > α2 = −n− 1.

Corollary 7.17 If p⃗ := (p1, 1) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p1 < ∞, then
the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and only
if the parameters satisfy that,{

γ1 > α1 = −n− 1,

γ2 ≥ α2 = −n− 1.

Corollary 7.18 If p⃗ := (∞,∞) and q⃗ := (∞,∞), then the operator Bγ⃗ is
always bounded from L∞ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB).

Corollary 7.19 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 = p− < p+ = ∞,
then the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and
only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2}, γi ≥ αi = −n− 1.

Corollary 7.20 If p⃗ := (p1, p2) and q⃗ := (∞,∞) satisfy 1 < p− < p+ = ∞,
then the operator Bγ⃗ is bounded from Lp⃗

α⃗ (TB × TB) to L∞ (TB × TB) if and
only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i ∈ {1, 2}, γi > αi = −n− 1.
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