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Two-Weight Estimates
for Singular Integrals Defined on Spaces
of Homogeneous Type

D. E. Edmunds, V. Kokilashvili and A. Meskhi

Abstract. Two-weight inequalities of strong and weak type are obtained in the context of spaces of homoge-
neous type. Various applications are given, in particular to Cauchy singular integrals on regular curves.

Introduction

The question of the boundedness of integral transforms defined on spaces of homogeneous
type (SHT) arises naturally when studying boundary-value problems for partial differential
equations with variable coefficients. For example, when the underlying domain is strongly
pseudo-convex, one is led to use the concept of the Heisenberg group (and more general
structures) as a model for the boundary of the domain in the theory of functions of several
complex variables. Such problems indicate a strong need for structures more general than
spaces of functions on Euclidean space. The space domain might, for instance, be most
conveniently endowed with a quasimetric induced by a differential operator or tailored to
suit the kernel of a given integral operator (see [19], Chapters I, XII and XIII).

On the other hand, it is well-known that the solubility of boundary-value problems
for elliptic partial differential equations in domains with non-smooth boundaries depends
crucially on the geometry of the boundary. In [9], Chapter IV it is shown that the presence
of angular points (involving cusps) can result in non-existence or non-uniqueness of so-
lutions of Dirichlet and Neumann problems for harmonic functions from Smirnov classes
and boundary functions in appropriate Lebesgue spaces. In this connection, two-weight
inequalities for singular integrals with pairs of weights like those considered in the sequel
enable one to identify, for the boundary functions, the weighted Lebesgue spaces for which
the problem becomes soluble.

Two-weight inequalities of strong type with monotonic weights for Hilbert transforms
have been established in [15]. Analogous problems for singular integrals in Euclidean
spaces were considered in [7] and were generalised in [6] for singular integrals on Heisen-
berg groups. For Calder6n-Zygmund singular integrals, conditions for a pair of radial
weights ensuring the validity of two-weight inequalities of strong type have been obtained
by the first two authors [4] (see also [17]) and generalised for homogeneous groups and
on spaces of homogeneous type with some additional assumptions by the last two authors
[11], [12]. Moreover, these last papers contain weak type inequalities as well.

In this paper we derive various two-weight inequalities of strong and weak type. The
sufficient conditions given are optimal in the sense that for Hilbert transforms these are also
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necessary, see for example [15] and [4]. Some very special cases of the problems discussed
in this paper were studied in [5], Chapter IX.

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 1 we establish two-weight criteria for
Hardy-type transforms, while Section 2 is devoted to the various two-weight strong type
inequalities in an SHT setting. Section 3 contains two-weight weak type inequalities for
singular integrals. In Section 4 applications to Cauchy singular integrals on regular curves
and some examples are given. Constants (often different constants in the same series of
inequalities) will generally be denoted by b or c.

1 Basic Ingredients

In this section we are going to establish two-weight criteria for some extensions of Hardy-
type transforms defined on an arbitrary measure space (X, ) with o-finite measure p. Let
us suppose there is a function d: X x X — [0, co) such that there exists some xy € X for
which d(xg, -): X — [0, 00) is yu-measurable and

0<p{x:t) <d(xp,x) <t}
whenever 0 < #; < t, < a, where a := sup{d(xp, x) : x € X}.

Given a y-measurable function w: X — R which is positive p-a.e., and p € [1, 00), we
denote by L%, (X) the space of y-measurable functions f: X — R with finite norm

1/p
1712000 = ( [ 17erwe du) .
X
We shall prove the following two theorems:
Theorem 1.1 Let1l < p < g < 0o, u{x € X : d(xg,x) = 0} = 0 and let v (resp. w) be

a.e. positive and measurable on (0, a) (resp. p-a.e. positive and p-measurable on X). Then
the inequality

(1.1) ( /0 ’ v(t)‘ /{ e £ dp‘th)l/q < c( /X G0 P w() du)l/p, fe LX)

holds with some ¢ > 0 independent of f if, and only if,

a 1/ , 1/p’
(1.2) B:= sup (/ v(T) dT) q(/ w! =P (x) dp) < o0.
0<t<a Mt {x:d(xo,x)<t}

In addition, if ¢ is the best constant in (1.1), then
B <c¢<4B.

Theorem 1.2 Let1 < p < q < o0, u{x € X : d(x,x) = a} = 0 and let v and w be as in
Theorem 1.1. Then the inequality

(1.3) ( /0 av(t)‘ /{x;dwm} f(x)dﬂ’th)l/qéc( /X | f(x)|pw(x)du)l/P, ferlX)
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holds with a constant ¢ independent of f if, and only if,

t 1/ , 1/p’
(1.4) By := sup (/ v(T) dT) q(/ w=P (x) du) < 0.
0<t<a “Jo {x:d(x,x)>t}

Moreover, for the best constant c in (1.3) we have
Bl S Cc S 4B1

The proofs of these theorems are based on the two following simple lemmas.

Lemma 1.1 Let1l < p < g < 00, and let v and w be as in Theorem 1.1. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) thereis a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all f € LE(X),

(/Oav(t)‘/{ P f(x) du‘th)l/q - C(/le(x)‘pw(x) dx)l/p;

(ii) there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all g € Lzllfq, (0, a),

(/X 1- P(x)‘/d( g(t)dt‘ d,u Ve’ <c / g7 v~ q(t)dt)

Lemma 1.2 Let1 < p < q < oo and let v and w be as in Theorem 1.1. Then the following
two assertions are equivalent:

(i) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

([oolf ol a)” <o [Irwrmoa)

for arbitrary f € L5 (X);
(ii) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

, d(x0,x)
(/wl—f’ / g(t)dt’ du /|g(t)|q 1q(t)dt)
X 0

q/
foranyg e L, ,(0,a).

/p

’

Proof of Lemma 1.1 We shall show that (i) implies (ii). We have

A (/lep’(x)‘/d;’x)g(t)dt’pl du>l/p/ = Sup’/x(/d;,x) g(t)dt)f

where the supremum is taken over all f for which

/ |f ) Pw(x) dx < 1.
X

https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5

Two-Weight Estimates 471

Then change of order of integration, Holder’s inequality and condition (i) give us:

asswl [gol([  iwla) )
0 {x:d(x0,x) <t}
a ’ ’ l/q/ a q l/q
< sup(/ IOy dt) (/ v(t)(/ | f(x)] du) dt)
0 0 d(xyx)<t

<o / "L v (1) dt)” v
0

Analogously we can show that (ii) implies (i).
As the proof of Lemma 1.2 is similar we omit it.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 First we prove that (1.2) implies (1.1). Thanks to Lemma 1.1 it is
sufficient to prove that under condition (1.2) we have the inequality

( /X W () /d () g(0) dt\ﬁ/ du>w < /O g0l v ) dr)” !

forany g € LZ: _,(0,a) with a constant ¢ independent of g.

Letg > 0,g € Lzl_q, (0, a). Then for arbitrary t € (0, a) we have

/ag(T)dT < (/ |g(7)\q/vl—q’(T)dT) W(/a v(T)dT)l/q < 0.

Then the function

’

1) = / o(r)dr

is continuous and decreasing on (0, a). Moreover, I(f) — O ast — a.
Now suppose

/“ g(r)dr € (2m,2m
0

for some integer m. Then for each integer k < m there exists #; € (0, a) such that

tk
2k:/ g(r)ydr fork<m-—1

31

and

2" = /ag(T)d’T.

m
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The sequence {t;}", decreases; let @« = limg_oot. Then we have [0,a] =
U o ltker, ) U [, al, where £, = 0. Thus

X = {x:0 < d(xo,x) < a}

= U {x € X: i <dxg,x) <t} U{x: a <d(xg,x) <a}.

k=—o00
/ g(r)dr =00
0
then in this case m = oo and

X = U{x e < d(x,x) <t} U{a < d(xg,x) < a}.
keZ

Now let t € [fgy41,tx); then I(t) = ftag(T)dT < f:ﬂ g(r)dr = 2%V as k < m. For

t € [a, a] we have
/ug(r)dTg/ag(T)dTS/ag(T)dT:Zk

123

If

for arbitrary k < m, and consequently I(¢) = 0. Further

a ’ q'/p’
(/ WP (x) (/ g(t) dt)P dﬂ,)
X d(xo,x)

a , p’
= </ wlfpl(x)</ g(t) dt)p du)‘l p
0<d(xx)<a .
= 1=’ ’ A
(> /{tkm(x()yxktk}w o /d swar)” dp)

k<m (%0,%)
, ) a'/p’
< <Z 2UkrDp (/ wl =P (x) d,u)> .
k<m {xtpy <d(xo )<ty }

This last expression can be estimated from above by

4 Zz“‘*”q'(/

k<m {x:tper <d(xo.x) <t}

! tk71 q/ ’ q//p/
= 41 Z(/ g(7) dT) (/ w! TP (x) d,u)
k<m tk {xtey <d(xo x) <ty }
a’

<41 kézm(/tk gl (r)v' 1 (T)dT) (/tk V(T)dT) (/{x:d(xmx)qk} w7 (x) d,u) b
< 49" g1’ Z/

k<m%

/ /v’
w TP (x) d,u)q

k=1 ’ ’ ’ ’ 4 ’ ’
g1 (W' (1) dr = 41 BY / g1 (r)v' =T (1) dr.
0

https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5

Two-Weight Estimates 473

This proves the sufficiency part of Theorem 1.1.
Now it remains to prove that (1.1) implies (1.2). Lets € (0,a). If in (1.1) we take
[ =W""P X{xd(x <5y then we have

, 1/ a 1
c( / WP (%) d,u> s ( / v(t)( / Fx) du)th>
{x:d(x0,x)<s} 0 {x:d(x0,x)<t}

N </Sa V(t)(/{x:d(xg,th} flx) du)th>1/q

S

Finally, from the above we obtain

( / ") dt) v ( /{ e WP (x) du) P

for any s € (0, a) and the proof is complete. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.2 To show that (1.4) implies (1.3), by Lemma 1.2 it is sufficient to
prove that (1.4) guarantees the validity of the inequality

(/x WIP'(x)‘/Od(xM) g(t) dt‘pld,u)l/p, < c(/oa |g(t)|‘1'v1*q'(t) dt)l/q

for arbitrary g € Lzll _,(0,a) with a constant ¢ independent of g.

’

Letg > 0,g € Lzllfq, (0, a). Then it is easy to see that

J(t) = / g(r)dr < oo
0

foranyt € (0, a).
The function J is continuous, increases on (0, a) and lim;_,¢ J(¢) = 0.
Now let

/“ g(r)dr € (2m 2mt
0

for some integer m. Then by continuity of J, given any integer k, k < m, there exists t,
tx € (0, a), such that

7% 798}
Zk:/ g(T)dT:/ g(r)ydr fork<m-—1
0

123
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t"Y
2’”:/ g(r)dr.
0

The sequence {t}}".___ increases; let limj_, o tx = (3. Then

and

X={x:0<d(xp,x) <a}

={x:0<d(xp,x) <G} U ( U {x:tj < d(xo,x) < tj+1}),

j=—o0

where t,,;; = a.
Ift € [0,8] then I(t) = fot g(r)ydr < fotk g(1) dr = 2% for arbitrary k, k < m, and so
I(t) = 0.1ft € (tj,tj] for j < mthen

tj+1 .
I(t) < / g(r)dr = 27*,
0

Now we have

d(xo,x) ’ q'/p’
(/ WP (x) (/ g(t)dt)p d,u>
X 0
d(x0,%) / a'/p’
= (/ wlfpl(x)(/ g(1) dt)p d,u)
0<d(x0,x)<a 0

j<m

1yt

, d(xﬂyx) P/ q /P
/ w' P (x) (/ g(7) dT) dﬂ)
{x:tj<d(x0,x)<tj1} 0

e

/ d(xp,%) p’ a'/p
(ol 0]
<m {x:tj<d(xo,x)<tj1} 0

J

This last expression can be estimated from above by

S ([ wnar) ()

i<m xitj<d(xo,%) <tjs1}

= 32U (/

i<m {x:tj<d(x0,x)<tjs1}

gﬂZ(/tj g (' (7 dr) (/tj v(r) df)%(/{

]Sm j ti—1 X:tj<d(X0,x)§t7‘+1}

< 47'B7 (/ ¢! (rv' =1 (1) dT).
0

, /v’
WP (x) d,u)q

, "Ip’
wi=P (x) d,u)q

’
q_
7

w!' =P (1) d,u) ’
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This shows that (1.4) implies (1.3). For the proof of the necessity part it is sufficient to take

f =w"P X {x:d(xg,%)>s} in (1.3). u
We remark that Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 extend results contained in [13], [14] and [10].
We conclude this section with two results dealing with limiting cases.

Proposition 1.1 Let a = 0o and suppose that v and w are as in Theorem 1.1. If
> 1
sup (/ v(T) dT) esssup —— < 09,
0<t<oo Mt {x:d(x0,x) <2t} w(T)
then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for arbitrary f € L(X) we have
/ o) / £ dy e < / |FG0) W) ds
0 {x:d(xo,x)<t} X
Proof Change of order of integration and simple estimations give us
/ v(t)‘ / £x) dM‘ dt
0 {x:d(x0, %)<t}
S/ V(t)(/ \f(x)ldu) dt
0 {x:d(xg,x)<t}
& w(x)
= (x) / v(t)dt )| ——d
/x /e ( d(xo,%) ) w(x) a

b 1
< (x) / v(t) dp ( ess sup ) w(x) du
/x /e < d(x,%) ) {y:d(xo,y)<2d(xo,%)} w(y)

< c/ |f (o) |w(x) du.
X

Analogously we can prove

Proposition 1.2 Let v and w be as in Theorem 1.1. If

t
sup (/ v(T) dT) ess sup L < o0
0

0<t<a {x:d(x0,x)>t/2} W(x)

then we have, for all f € L} (X),

/ v(t)‘ / Fx) d,u‘dt <¢ / | F(0)|w(x) dps
0 {x:d(x,)>1} X

with a constant ¢ independent of f.
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2 Singular Integrals on SHT: Strong-Type Inequalities

A space of homogeneous type (SHT) (X, d, 1) is a topological space X, endowed with a
complete measure y, such that (a) the space of compactly supported continuous functions
is dense in L' (X, p1), and (b) there exists a non-negative real-valued function (quasimetric)
d: X x X — R satisfying

(i) d(x,x) =0forallx € X;

(if) d(x,y) > O0forallx # y,x,y € X;

(iii) there is a constant ap > 0 such that d(x, y) < apd(y,x) forall x, y € X;

(iv) thereisa constanta; > 1suchthatd(x,y) < a (d(x7 z) + d(z, y)) forallx, y,z € X;

(v)  for every neighbourhood V of x in X there exists > 0 such that the ball B(x,r) =
{y € X:d(x, y) < r} is contained in V;

(vi) the balls B(x, r) are measurable for every x € X and every r > 0;

(vii) there is a constant b > 0 such that ,u(B(x, Zr)) < bu (B(x, r)) < oo forevery x € X
andeveryr, 0 < r < o0.

In addition we shall suppose that there exists a point x, € X such that if a =
sup{d(xo, x) : x € X}, then for arbitrary t; and t,, 0 < #; < t, < a, we have

1 (B(xo, 12) \ B(xo, 1)) > 0.

For the definition, various examples and properties of SHT see [2], [20]. There are numer-
ous interesting examples of SHT, such as Euclidean space with an anisotropic distance and
Lebesgue measure, any compact C*>° Riemannian manifold with the Riemannian metric
and volume, and the boundary of any bounded Lipschitz domain in R” with the induced
Euclidean metric and Lebesgue measure. From now on in this section, X will stand for an
SHT with the properties listed above.

We shall also need the Muckenhoupt class A,(X). A p-measurable, locally integrable
function w: X — R which is positive p-a.e. is called a weight. If 1 < p < oo, then A,(X)
is the set of all weights w such that

1 e )p_l
sup(,u(B) /Bw(x) d,u) (M(B) /Bw (x)du < 00,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B C X. The Muckenhoupt class A;(X) is the set
of all weights w such that

su (L/w(x)d >(esssu ;) < 00
P\ 1) Js H)\ st wi) ’

where again the supremum is taken over all balls B in X. Moreover, the maximal operator
M is defined by

(M) = sup(u(B)) " / FOlduy), x € X,
B

where the supremum is taken over all balls B in X containing x.
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Now we pass to the definition of singular integrals on SHT (see for example [2]). Let
k: (X x X)\ {(x,x) : x € X} — R be a measurable function satisfying the conditions:

|k(x, )| < forallx, y € X, x # y,

C
pu(B(x,d(x,y))’
and

d(xz,x1)> 1
d(xz,)’) M(B(x2,d(x2,)’)))7

IkGx1, y) — kG, )] + k(o) — ()| < cw<

for every x1,x;, ¥ € X such that d(x,, y) > bd(x;, x;). Here w is a positive, non-decreasing
function on (0, 00), satisfying the well-known A, —condition (that is, w(2t) < cw(t) for all
t > 0 and some ¢ > 0 independent of ¢) and the Dini condition

1
/ ﬂdt<oo.
0 t

We assume as well that for some py, 1 < py < oo, and all f € Lﬂ“ (X) the limit

Kf(x) = lim k(x, y) f(y) dp

e—0+ X\B(X,E)
exists a.e. and that the operator K is bounded in L’ (X). For the definition of singular
integrals and other remarks see [19], Chapter L, pp. 29-36 and also [5], p. 295. The bound-
edness of the operator K under the above conditions for some py € (1, 00) guarantees the

existence of the principal value K f a.e. for all f € L}(X) and the boundedness of K in
Lﬂ(X) forall p € (1, 00) (see, for example, [19], Chapter V, 6.17, p. 223 and also [8]).

Lemma 2.1 Let1 < p < oo, suppose that u{x,} = 0, let w be a weight function on X, let
p € Ay(X) and suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) there exists an increasing function o on (0, 4a,a), such that for some positive constant cy,
p(x)a(Zald(xo, x)) < caw(x) a.e;

(2) forarbitraryt, 0 < t < a, we have that
/ wl_Pl(x) du < oo.
B(xo,t)

Then K¢(x) exists p-a.e. for any ¢ € LE(X).

Proof Let 0 < a < ;- and put

Sa = {xeX:d(xo,x) > %}
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Let us suppose ¢ € L5(X). Then
(2.1) P(x) = ¢1(x) + $2(x),
where ¢; = ¢xs, and ¢, = ¢ — ¢;. Using condition (1) it is easy to see that

a(5)
a(3) Js,

/ |p(x)|? p(x)o (2a1d(x0, %)) dp
Sa

/ 10| pla) dys = 16607 p() ds
X

<

1
o(3)
a

<
~o(9)

|q5(x)|Pw(x) dp < oo

for arbitrary a,, 0 < o < £. Consequently for such o, K¢p; € LP (X) (see, for example, [8]
and [19], Section 6.13, p. 21) and K¢ (x) exists p-a.e. on X.

Now let x be such that d(xg, x) > aa, (the constant a; appears in the definition of X). If
y € Xand d(x, y) < § then

d(x0,x) < a1 (d(xo, y) + d(y,x)) < a1(d(x0, ) + aod(x, y)).

Hence

(0% (0%
> - > - =
d(x, y) " 1vl(xo,x) d(xo, ) o 2a  2m

In addition
(Blxo, dx, ) ) < en(B(x,d(x, ) ).
In fact for z € B(xo, d(x, y)) we have
d(x,2) < a (d(x, x0) + d(x0,2)) < @ (d(x, x0) + d(x, y)).
On the other hand

d(x,x0) < ar (d(x,y) +d(y,x0)) < a1 (d(x, y) + apd(xo, y))

<a (d(x )+ 7) <a (d(x y) +ajd(x, y)) =a)(1+ak)d(x,y)

and

d(x,z) < a; (a1(1 +a)d(x, y) +d(x, )/)) = a1(1 +a(1+ aé)) d(x, y).
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Hence

B(xo, d(x, ) € B(x, (1 +ai(1+a})) dix, ).
By the doubling condition (vii) above we conclude that
(2.2) (B(xo, dx, ) ) < e (B(x, d(x, ) )

For K¢, by (2.2) and the Holder inequality we have

|K(x)| = ‘/X%()’)k(x, ) d,u‘ < C/B(x a) %du

[9(y)] c
< c/ dp < . / lp(y)] du
B(m,%)u(B(xo,d(x,y))) N(B(xmm)) B(x0,2)

< C / p d 1/P / 1_p/ d l/P
- MB(xo,%)( B(xo,%)|¢(y)| W) M) ( B(xo,%>w ) M>

< 00.

’

Thus K¢(x) is absolutely convergent for arbitrary x such that d(xg,x) > aa;. We can take
« arbitrarily small and as p{xy} = 0 we conclude that K¢, (x) converges absolutely pi-a.e.
on X. By (2.1), K¢(x) exists a.e. on X.

Theorem 2.1 Let1 < p < oo, suppose that u{x,} = 0, let o be a positive continuous
increasing function on (0, 4a,a), let p € A,(X) and suppose that w is a weight function on X.
Letv(x) = o (d(xo, x)) p(x) and suppose that the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(2.3) O(Zald(xo,x))p(x) < cow(x) p-a.e;
(ii)
v(x) 1y’ p—1
(2.4) sup </ p) (/ w P (x) d,u) < 0.
0<t<a \J X\B(xo,t) (M(B(Xo,d(xo,x)))) B(xo,t)

Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any f € L5, (X) we have

(2.5) [ dn < [ 1761w dn
X X
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Proof Without loss of generality we can suppose that 0 may be represented by

o(t) = o(0+) +/ o(r)dr, ¢ >0.
0

In fact there exists a sequence of absolutely continuous functions o, such that o,,(t) < o(¢)
and lim,,_, o, 0,(t) = o(t) for any t € (0, 4a;a). For such functions we may take

o,(t) = o(0+) + n/t [U(T) — 0'(7' — l)} dr.
0

n
We have

/|Kf(x)|pv(x)du:(7(0+)/|Kf(x)|pp(x)du
X X

+ [ Iksearow ([ sl =14

If 0(0+) = 0 then I; = 0. If 6(0+) # 0 by the boundedness of K in LE(X) thanks to
(2.3)

(2.6) I < ca(0+)/ |f(x)|? p(x) du
X

< c/ |f ()] p(x)o (2a1d(x0, %)) dpu < c/ | f(x)|Pw(x) dx.
X X

After changing the order of integration in I, we have

= [ oo KFCIPp(x) ) d
0 {x:d(x0,x)>1}
“ p
<c[ow([ | FOkte, ) dul” ) ar
0 {x:d(x0,%)>1} {y:d(xo,y)>ﬁ}

+ C/ o(1) (/ p(x)‘/ f(y)k(x, y) d;z’pd,u) dt
0 {x:d(xg,x) >t} {y:d(xg,y)gﬁ}

Using the boundedness of K in Lﬁ (x) we obtain

2.7) i <c / o) / I ply)du) d
0 {y:d(xo,y)>ﬁ}
2a1d(x0,y)
<c [1mpen([ T ewar)
X 0
< C/ fWIPp(y)o (2a1d(xo, y)) dp
X

<c / £ Pwly) dp.
X
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Now we estimate I,,. When d(xg,x) > t and d(xo, y) < 2%1 we have

d(x0,x) < a1 (d(xo, y) +d(y,x)) < ai(d(x0, ) + aod(x, y))

<a (L + apd(x, y)) <my <d(;q:1x) + apd(x, }’))-

2611
Hence

400 _ yix, y)
2611&10

and

d(x, x)
2611&10

(2.8) ,u(B(x, d(xo,x))) < bu <B(x, )) < b,u(B(x, d(x, y))).

As in the preceding Lemma 2.1 we conclude that

M(B(xo, d(x, x))) < bM(B(x, d(xo, x)))

and therefore from (2.8) we have

(2.9) (B (xo, dxo, %)) ) < bu(B(x, dx, ) ).

Using (2.9) we derive the inequalities

‘ 0 !
Ly <c | ¢@) p(x) dp | dt
0 {x:d(xo,y)>t} {y:d(xo,y)gﬁ} 7’ (B(x7 d(x, y)))

= C/Oa 7 </{x:d(x0,x)>t} ( - ) )p> (/B(xo,t) fI du>p dr.

M(B(xo, d(xg, x) )

It is easy to see that for any 5, 0 < s < a, we have

/S ") < /{ s ( p(x) ))p du) it

(B, d(xo, )

< p(x) 5 (/d(xw ¢(t)dt> du

- /{x;d(xo,x)>s} (M(B(xo’ d(xo,x)))>
p(x)o (d(x, %))
= (/{x:d(xo,x)>5} ( | ))>p> "

(B (0, d(x0, )
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Now applying Theorem 1.1 we conclude that

L, < c/ | f(x)|Pw(x) dp.
X

Finally from the last estimate and (2.7) we obtain (2.5). [ |

Corollary 2.1 Let 1 < p < oo, suppose that u{xo} = 0, let 0 and u be positive, in-
creasing functions on (0,4a,a), let p € A,(X) and put v(x) = a(d(xo,x))p(x), w(x) =
u (d(xo, x)) p(x). Then the inequality (2.5) is valid under the following two conditions:

there exists a positive number b such that

(2.10) 0(2(111‘) < bu(t)

foranyt € (0,2a);

(2.11)  sup </ 4 5 dM) (/ w!' = (x) dﬂ)p_l < 00.
0<t<a \J X\B(xo,t) (M(B(Xo,d(?Co,?C)))) B(xo,t)

Now we are going to consider the case when the weight on the left side is decreasing. We
shall assume that throughout the rest of Section 2 and in Section 3,

a = sup{d(xp,x) : x € X} = 0.

Lemma 2.2 Let1 < p < oo, let o be a positive decreasing function on (0,00), let p € A,
and let w be a weight function. Suppose the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) there exists a positive constant b such that

(2.12) O‘(M>p()€) < bw(x) a.e.
26!1
(ii)
/7 _p,
(213) / Wlip (X) <lu’ (B('xO, d(Xo,X)))> dlu’ < o0
X\B(xo,t)
foranyt > 0.

Then K¢(x) exists p-a.e. for arbitrary ¢ € LE(X).

Proof Fix arbitrarily o > 0 and let

Sa = {x: d(x9,%) > a}.
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Write
d(x) = P1(x) + (%),
where ¢, (x) = ¢(x)xs, (x) and ¢, (x) = d(x) — ¢ (x).

For ¢, we have

o)

O—(Q) B(xp,)

/ 1620)[P plx) dps = 166017 p(x) ds
X

1
<o /B IO (e, )

(%]

< [ o de < o
B(x,a)

o(a)

Hence ¢, € Lﬁ (X) and so K¢, € Lg (X). From this we see that K¢, (x) exists almost
everywhere.
Now let x € X be such that d(x,, x) < 2% If d(xg, y) > « then

d(xo, y) < ay(d(xo,x) +d(x, y))
and so

1 o @ «
d > —(d —d > - — =
(x,y) > o (%0, y) — d(x0,x) > o 24 2

Moreover, it is easy to prove that
(B, dx0, 7)) ) < by (B(x,d(x, ) ).

From these inequalities we obtain estimates for ¢,:

el [:162]
Kool <e [ w(Blede ) " ‘). (B )

’

< C( 5 l[o(y)|Pw(y) d,u>1/1> </S WIPI<M(B(xO,d(xO,y)))>p d,u>l/p/

o

< 0.

As we may take « arbitrarily large we conclude that K¢, (x) and consequently K¢(x), exist
a.e.

Theorem 2.2 Let 1 < p < oo, suppose that u{xy} = 0, let o be a positive continuous

decreasing function on (0, 00), let p € Ay(X), v(x) = a(d(xo, x))p(x) and suppose that w is
a weight function. Assume that the following two conditions are fulfilled:
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(i) there exists a positive ¢ such that

(2.14) o (M> p(x) < ew(x);
26!1

(i1)

(2.15)

/ —1

’ b P
sup</ v(x) d,u) (/ wl =P (x) (M(B(xo,d(xo,x))>> d,u> < 00.
t>0 B(xg,t) X\B(x0,t)

Then the inequality (2.5) is valid.
Proof Without loss of generality we suppose that o is representable as
(o)
o(t) = o(4+00) +/ o(T) dr.
t

In fact there exists a sequence of decreasing absolutely continuous functions such that
ou(t) < o(t) and lim,—, o 0,(t) = o(t) for any t. For example, we may take

o,(t) = o(+00) + n/oo [0’(7’) - O'(T + %)} dr.

It is easy to see that

1

o,(t) = n/ ’ o(r)dr.

Moreover lim,_, o 0,4(t) = o(t) for any ¢ by virtue of the continuity of o. On the other
hand o, (t) < o(t) for any ¢ > 0. Hence

/|Kf(x)|pv(x)dx:a(+oo)/|Kf(x)|pp(x)du
X X

o [ser ([ owar)au=1+ 5.

(%0,%)

If 0(+00) = 0 then I; = 0. But if 0(+00) # 0 by virtue of the boundedness of K in Lﬁ (X)
we have

216) I < co(+00) / FG) 1P () du
X

< C/X |f(x)PP(X)U<d(§La’1x)> dp < C/X | f () |Pw(x) d.
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Now we pass to I,:
ne [ow([ KFWPpdn) d
0 B(xp,t)

<c[Tow(f ool [ sy anf an)

re / o0 / o) / FOIke y) | du) de = Iy + I,
0 B(xo,t) X\B(x,2a,t)

Again since K is bounded in L} (X) we obtain:

(2.17) m<e[ ow([ U0l edu) d
0 B(xo,2a1t)

o0

e [1roren([ swar)du<e [ 150w dn
X d(xo,x) X
It remains to estimate I,. When x € B(xg, t) and y € X \ B(x, 2a;t) we have

(B, dx0, 7)) ) < by (B(x.d(x, ) ).

In fact,

dxo,y) < an (o, x) +d(x, ) < ar (¢ +d(x, ) < a (““"“’y )} dtx,y ))

Hence
d(;o,ly) < d(x,y)
and
(2.18) u(B(x.d0o, ) < bu(B(x,dx, ») ).
In addition
(2.19) M(B(xo,d(xo, y))) < b,u(B(x, d(x,, y))).

Forifz € B(xo, d(xg, y)), then

d(x, Z) < ay(d(x,x0) + d(x0,2)) < a1 (aod(x0,x) + d(x0,y))

( 07}’)
2a

< ai(at +d(x0,y)) < ay (ao .

+ d(xy, y))

a; (2—1 + 1) d(xo, y).
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From this by the doubling condition we obtain (2.19). Using the inequalities obtained
we derive the estimates:

e [Tow( [ pwan)( [ 1ln(so e ) i)
<c[Tow( [ ran)( o (3G ds ) i)

In addition
/ o(0) / () dp) e = / el / o(e) dt) dp.
0 B(xo,t) B(xo,5) d(xp,x)

Now application of Theorem 1.2 gives the desired inequality (2.5). ]

Corollary 2.2 Let 1 < p < oo, u{xo} = 0, let o and u be positive decreasing func-
tions on (0, 00) with o continuous, let p € A,(X), put v(x) = cr(d(xo,x))p(x), w(x) =
u(d(xo, x)) p(x) and suppose that the following two conditions are fulfilled:

(i) there exists a positive number by such that

t
(2.20) a(z—al) < byu(t)
foranyt > 0;
(ii)
(2.21)

’ *P, p1
sup(/ v(x) d,u) (/ w!' =P (x) <u(B(x0,d(x0,x)))> d,u) < o0.
t>0 B(xg,t) X\B(xo,t)

Then (2.5) is valid.

In the sequel we investigate the cases when the condition (2.11) ((2.21)) implies (2.10)
((2.20)).
We prove a preliminary

Lemma 2.3 Let1 < p < oo, let p € Ap(X) and suppose 0 < ¢; < ¢ < ¢3 < 00. Then
there exists a positive number ¢ such that for any t > 0 we have

/ pdusc [ plodu
B(xo,c3t)\ B(x0,¢2t) B(xo,c11)

Proof By the definition of the maximal function M and the doubling condition we have

(2.22) Mep(x) > ( ! / lo(y) du) XBlxo,e5)\ Blxo.cot) (X)
ﬂ( B(xo,c3t)

B(an CSt))

. /
2\ B o) oyl d )X xose3)\Blxo,cat) (X)
(M(B(xo,clt)) B(xo,clm' VAL | X0\ B
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for any ¢ € Lf)’ (X). From (2.22), in view of the boundedness of the operator M in Lf)’ (X)
(see [19]) we obtain

1 P
_ d du < p du.
/B(xg.,53t)\B(xo,czt) (M(B(xm Clt)) /B(xo,clt) |¢(y)‘ u) p(x) H= C/X ‘¢(y)| p(y) H

If in the last inequality we take @(y) = XB(x,,;1) (), the desired estimate follows. [ |

Definition Leta = co. A measure y satisfies the reverse doubling condition (4 € RD) if
there exist constants 7; > 1 and 7, > 1 such that

p(B(x,mr)) > mop(B(x, 1))

forany x € Xandallr > 0.

For this definition and its connection with the doubling condition see, for example, [18]
and also [20], p. 11. As a measure with the doubling condition satisfies the reverse doubling
condition as well therefore we are able to show that from (2.11) ((2.21)) automatically
follows (2.10) ((2.20)).

Theorem 2.3 Let1 < p < oo, suppose that u{x,} = 0, let ¢ and u be positive increasing
functions on (0, 00) with o continuous, let p € A,(X), put v(x) = o(d(xo,x))p(x), w(x) =
u(d(xo, x))p(x) and suppose that

(2.23)  sup vx)

>0 (/X\Bw) (u (B(

5 d,u) (/ w' P (x) dﬂ)p_l < 0.
B(xo,t)
xOvd(x()vx))))

Then (2.5) holds.

Proof By Corollary 2.1 it is sufficient to prove that (2.23) implies that, given 8 > 1, there
is a positive constant b such that

(2.24) o(Bt) < bu(t)
forall t > 0.

Letn > m; > 0, where ), is as in the definition of the (RD) condition. In view of (RD)
we have

1(B(xo, n3t) \ Bxo, Bt)) = p(B(xo,18t)) — p(B(xo, 5t))

> u(Bxo, nft)) — %M(B(xomﬁl‘))

Y

1
(1 - a)u(B(xo,nﬂt)).
Hence

(2.25) 1 (B(xo,nBt) \ B(xo, Bt)) > bu(B(xo, npt)).
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Since o and u are monotone, we have

—p
(2.26) </X\B(xmt)v(x) (,u(B(m,d(xo,x)))) dﬂ)

—p
Z/X\B(Xmm)ff(d(xo,X))p(x) <,M(B(x0,d(x0,x)))> du
o (d(xo,x)) p(x)

2/ .
Blxo,180)\Blxo,81) <u (B(xo’ (30, x)) ))

dp

p(x)

> o(ft) / !
B(x0,n8t)\B(x0,5t) (M <B (xoa d(xo, x)) ))

dp

and

(2.27) (J/ mﬂ-ka>du)p_l=:(/1 ! (A, ) () )
B(xo,t) B(xo,t)
1 5! P_l
>um(/mt1P“M@ ’

Using Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2.3, (2.25), (2.26) and (2.27) it follows that

o - th)( 1 / UP(x) o~ VP (x) d )p
“o u(t) N(B(xo’nﬁt)\B(xO’ﬁt)) B(xo,vzﬂt)\B(xoﬂt)p (e (<) ds

g o(81) /
a u(t) (u (B(xo, nBt) \ B(xo, ﬂt)) ) P B(x0,n3t)\B(x0,/3t)

17p ’ p
: ( p P (x)du
B(xo.16t)\B(xo, 1)

u(t) (,u (B(xo, nﬁt))) B(xo,n8t)\B(xo,51) B(xo,t)

Uu((ﬁt;) (/B( o ((BGo,m50)) du) ( /B ( )pI*P'(x) du)"’l
x0,m8)\B(x0,3t ot
‘fu((ﬂtt) (/B( S0\ p(x) (M(B(xo, d(xo,x)))> N du>
Xo,nOt Xo,0t
(/B( PP (x) d,u)p_1
= b</)(\B(x0,t) < ) ))p d,u> (/Bm,t) WP (%) du)p_l <ec

p(x) dp

-1

—1

M(B(xo, d(xo, x))
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Finally by Corollary 2.1 we obtain (2.5). ]
Analogously we can prove

Theorem 2.4 Let1 < p < oo, suppose u{xo} = 0, let o and u be positive decreasing func-
tions, o be continuous, p € A,(X) and put v(x) = a(d(xo, x))p(x), w(x) = u(d(xo, x))p(x).
Suppose that

wi=F (x) Pt
(2.28) sug(/ v(x) d,u) </ o7 d,u) < 00.
] peat) B (,LL (B (Xo, d(X(), x)))>

Then (2.5) holds.

We shall now discuss the following question: if a pair (o, u) of positive increasing (de-
creasing) functions satisfies the condition (2.23) ((2.28)) with p = 1, then for which func-
tions p € A,(X) does (2.5) remain valid? It is evident that not all p in A,(X) have this
property. Nevertheless we have

Theorem 2.5 Let1 < p < oo, let u{xo} = 0. Let o and u be positive increasing functions
on (0, 00), with o continuous. If

(2.29)

sup (/ 7 (dow, ) 5 du) (/ ul=*" (d(xp, x)) du)pi1 < o0
i B0 <M(B(xo,d(xo,x)))) oot

and p € A(X) then we have

(2.30) / \Kf(x)|pa(d(x0,x))p(x) du < c/ |f(x)|pu(d(x0, x))p(x) du.
X X
Proof Let 7; and 7, be as in the definition of condition (RD). Then we have

11 (B(xo, ™) \ Blxo, nft)) > (12 — 1) (B(xo, mi1))

for any non-negative integer k.
From this and the doubling condition for y we derive

—p
(2.31) / p(x) (M(B(xo,d(xo,x)))) du
B(xo,nf 1)\ B(xo,mt)

pr—1 1 / o
. o) d.
(1e(BGa, b)) (BG00) S

<
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Now using (2.31) and the A; condition for p we obtain the following estimates, in which
-1

A = esssup ) (/ oy 1*Pl(d(xo,x)) d,u)p
B(xo,my

x€B(xo,nt) p
/ P
dy / ¥ (d(, )" () d
> B(xo,t)

—1

o (d(xo, %)) p(x)

(x07 d(XO, x)

/X\B(xg.,t) (M(

> o (d(x,x)) p(x)

<ay [ :
k=0 B(x(”ni( t)\B(XO’nll{t) (/’l‘ (B (x07 d(x07 x)) ))

dp

& k+1
<AbY AU !

= (/‘(B(xo,mt)))i’*l (/J(B(xo’ k”t))) /anf“t) plx)dp

< = o (d(x, x))

<oy |
=0 ¥ Blxo,n0)\Blxo,my*'r) (H(B(xo,d(xo,x)))>
_ (/ l—p'(d(xo’x)) du)p,
(XO nk+2t)

5 dn

<b.

Finally with the help of Theorem 2.3 we obtain (2.30). ]

Theorem 2.6 Let1 < p < 00, u{xo} = 0, let o and u be decreasing functions on (0, co)
with o continuous, and suppose that

1—p’ p—1
(2.32) sup(/ a(d(xo,x)) dﬂ> (/ ul=p (d(xo,x)) > dﬂ) < 0.
>0 \JB(xo 1) X\B(xo,t) <u(B(x0,d(x0,x))))

Then if p € A1(X) we have the inequality
@33 [ Ko (den,0)e 0 du < ¢ [ 700] u(d0,0)p' )
X X

with a constant ¢ independent of f.

Proof Again let ; and 7, be as in the definition of the reverse doubling condition. By
the A; condition for p, the doubling and the (RD) conditions and (2.32) we obtain the
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following chain of inequalities:

= 1— (1—p)1—p")
(/ U(d(xo,x))plfl’(x) du)p 1</ v’ (d(xo x)) ! Pp/(x) du)
B(xo,t) B(xo,t) </~L an d(XO,X))>>

= (/ o (d(xo,x)) p' P (x) dﬂ)p
Bl(xo,t)

y (i/ | ulfP'(d(xO,x))p(x)pl du)
ko B o) (M(B x0, d(x0, x) >>

oo 1 P’ (ktl
< b</ o (d(xo,x)) dﬂ) Zh t)P/*l
Bxo.1) k=0 ( (B(xo,nll‘)))

i(],, )y

dp

X/ 7
k+2 k+1 P
Bxo,nk"21)\B(xo,nk™11) <u (B(xm d(xo,x))>)

< b(/ a(d(xo,x)) d//,)p/_l/ ul=r’ (d(X07X)) _dp < b.
Blxo,mt) X\B(xo. 1) <u(B(xo dxe x)))>p

As p € A, it follows that p'~? € A,, and by Theorem 2.4 the last estimation leads to the
desired result.

3 Two-Weight Weak-Type Inequalities

In this section we shall establish two-weight weak-type inequalities for singular integrals
defined on an SHT (X, d, ). We need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1 Let u{xo} = 0, let w be a weight function on X and let p € A;(X). Suppose that
the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) there exists a positive increasing function o on (0, 00) such that for some positive constant
by, and with a; as in the definition of (X, d, ),

U(Zald(xo,x))p(x) <bw(x) ae
(i1)

1
esssup —— < 00
xEB(xp,t) WX

foranyt > 0.

https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5

492 D. E. Edmunds, V. Kokilashvili and A. Meskhi

Then K f(x) exists a.e. on X for any ¢ € L. (X).
Proof Fixa > 0. Let
Sa =X\ B(xs, 5)
2
and given ¢ € L} (X), put

P(x) = d1(x) + ha2(x)

where ¢;(x) = @(x)xs, (x), 2(x) = d(x) — ¢y (x). For ¢; we have

o) !
Jiolowan="35 [ ocolneodn< o [ 1olote dt, ) du
b
<o 166 hwt) du < oo

Consequently ¢; € Lll) (X) and so due to the weak-type one-weight inequality, K¢, belongs
to weak L},(X) (see, for example, [8] and also [5], p. 309). Hence K¢, (x) exists a.e.

Now we shall show that K¢, (x) converges absolutely on the set {x : d(xy,x) > aa;}.
For d(xo, y) < § and d(xo,x) > o we have d(x, y) > ﬁ and

,u(B(xo, d(x, y))) < bu(B(x, d(x, y))).

(See the proof of Lemma 2.1).
Then

Kowi<o [ IOl eyt [ )
B(xo,00/2) u(B(x, d(xvy))> M(B(X,CV)) B(xp,0/2)

b 1
<7 d — .
) /B(M) lp(y)|w(y) u(:esg(ilg) W(x)) < o0

In view of the arbitrariness of o we conclude that K¢, (x) is convergent and K¢(x) exists
a.e.
Analogously we can prove

Lemma 3.2 Let w be a weight function on X and let p € A,(X). Suppose that

(i) there exists a positive decreasing function o on (0, 00) such that

0<M>p(x) < bw(x) a.e;
2611
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(ii)

1
ess sup < 00

x€X\B(xo,t) W(x) 4 (B (xo, d(xo, x)) )
foranyt > 0.
Then K¢(x) exists a.e. for arbitrary ¢ € L} (X).
Let

1
/ f(y)dp.
I (B (xo, d(xy, x)) ) {d(xo,y)<d(xo,%)}

Pf(x) =

Lemma 3.3 Let p{xo} = 0, v and w be weight functions on X. If the following condition is
fulfilled:

1 1
sup 7/ v(x) d,u) esssup —— < 00,
L (M(B(x(), 7)) Jixext<diom<r} {dxo0)<t} W(X)

then there exists a positive constant ¢ such that for any X > 0 and f € LL(X) we have

/ v dp < 5 [ 10 e
{x:|Pf(x)|>A} X

Proof Let f > 0, f € L] (X); then for arbitrary s > 0 we have

1
/B(xo,s) flx)du < (/B(xg,s) fl)w(x) d,u) ess sup W < 0

XxEB(xp,5)

The function

Its) = / £0) dp
B(x0,5)

is left-continuous and lim;_,( I(s) = 0. Now suppose

/ o) dy € (27, 271]
X

for some integer m and let a; = sup{s : I(s) < 27} for j < m + 1. Itis easy to see that
a1 = 00. If s > aj, then G(s) > 2/. Moreover,

/ Fx)dp > 27,
{x:a;<d(xo,%)<aj+1}
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The sequence {a;}""_  is nondecreasing; let « = lim;,_c a;. If J, = {j < m:a; <
a1} then we have [0, 00) = Uje]m(“j’ aj11U [0, al, where (@, ai1] = (@, +00). Thus

X=|JEUF
JETm

where E; = {x € X :a; < d(x9,x) <aj}and F = {x € X : 0 < d(xp,x) < a}. If

/ f) dpt = o,
X
then in this case m = oo and
x=JEUE
j€J

where ] = {j € Z : aj < aj.}. Nowlets € (aj,a;.1]; then I(s) < I(aj1) < 27+ as
j < m. Fors € [0, ] we have

I(s) < I(aj) < 2/

for arbitrary j < m, and consequently I(s) = 0. If we put

sup)\(/ v(x) du) = lg()
A>0 {x€X:|gx)[>A}

for any measurable function g, then we have the following estimates:

H (u (B(xo, d(xo, -))))
35

j€j

< szﬂ

j€J

=4y 20!

j€J

<4y ( /{ ety T )

j€J

< 8(suph())[|f(-)
t>0

Ly (X)

1
I(d(xo,-))

L2 (X)

-1
xEj<~)<u(B(xo,d<xo,~)))) 1(d(x0, )

L} (X)

xEj(J(u(B(xo,d(xo, ~)))>_1

Li>°(X)

xE,.<-)<u(B(xo,d<xo, -)))>_1

Ly (X)

XE,(')(H(B(XOad(XO, -))))_1

L1 (xX)

L1 (X)s
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where

1
esssup ——.
rreo (x) {d(xox)<t} w(x)

—1
h(t) = HX{d(xo.,x)>t}(') <M (B (xo, d(xo, ()))))

Moreover, we have

-1
HX{d(xg,x)>t}(') (M <B(x0, d(xo, ()))))

= sup A ( /
A< (1u(B(x0,t))) ! {x:d(x0,%)>t,(1u(B(x0,d(x0,x)))) 1>}

sup G(\).
A<(u(B(xo,t))) !

Ly (X)

v(x) d,u)

Let 0 < A < (,u(B(xo,t)))_l; then there exists 7 > 0 such that ,u(B(xo,% ) <\l <
[J,(B(XO,T)) and we have

—1

W= <B (an 72—)) (/{x!u(B(Xo,t)K#(B(xo-,d(xo-,x)))<#(B(xU,T))} i d/‘)
< b(p(B0xo, 7)) h ( /{ ot
< sup (u(0.) (|

and finally we have

1 1
sup h(t) < bsup<7/ v(x) d,u) esssup —— < o0.
>0 Tt /J'(B(x07 7-)) {xeX:t<d(xo,x)<T} {d(xo,x)<t} w(x) u

T>t

v(x) du)

v(x) du)

xit <d(x0,x)<T}

Theorem 3.1 Let u{xo} = 0, o be a positive continuous increasing function on (0, 00), let
p € Ai(X), w be a weight function on X and put v(x) = U(d(xo,x))p(x). Suppose the
following two conditions are satisfied: there exists a positive constant by such that for p-almost

allx € X,
(3.1) p(x)o (2a1d(x0, %)) < biw(x);
and
(3.2) ( : / ()d) L
. sup| —— v(x)dp ) esssup —— < o0.
;—;t M(B(xm T)) {xeXit<d(xg,x)<T} {d(xo,x)<t} W(X)

Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any X > 0 and f € L. (X) we have

(33) v d < § [ 1) d
X

/{XEX:|Kf(x)>)\}
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Proof Put{x € X : |[Kf(x)| > A\} = H). Again we assume that o (t) = a(0+)+f0t (1) dr,
1 > 0. Then

d(xo,x)
/ (x) dp = / o(0+)p(x) dp + / p(x)( / w(t)dt> du =1 + L.
H) H), H) 0

Using a weak-type one-weight inequality for K and condition (3.1) we derive

bo(0+) / 0 p00) ds < ; / |F o0 (2a1d(x0, %)) dps
X X

L < \

b
(3.4) <3 /X |F ) () dp.

Now we estimate I,. Let

s={rex:|[ e K ] > )
S = {x €X: ‘/B(Wzm)k(x, NG du’ > %}

Then

I = / ol / P, dit) di
0 {x:d(x0,)>1}
< / ol / pCOXs du) di
0 {x:d(x0,x)>1}

+ / ’W)( / p(x)xs, du) dr
0 {x:d(x0,%)>1}

Since p € A;(X) we have

(3.5) Ly < /0 ) ( /S p(x) du) dt

sy [Teo(f i)

v Lowrsean( [ v i) an

<2 / |G i) .

Further we note that for d(xg, x) > t and d(x, x) < 5= the inequality

— 2a4

(B, (0, )) ) < bys(B(x, d(x, )

https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2000-022-5

Two-Weight Estimates 497

holds (see the proof of Theorem 2.1). By virtue of the last inequality we obtain the estimates

122 < / 77L'(t) (/ p(x)X{xGX:cPf(x)>)\} d:u) dt
0 {d(x0,x)>t}

d(x0,%)
=:/ /xm(/' Y0y dt) d
{xEX:cPf(x)>\} 0

<

/ v(x) du
{x€X:cPf(x)>A}

and by Lemma 3.3 we obtain
b
(356) B < 7 [ IfGolwte) di
X

Finally (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) lead to (3.3).

Theorem 3.2 Let u{x,} = 0, let o be a positive continuous decreasing function on (0, 00),
let p € A1(X) and let w be a weight function on X. Suppose the following two conditions hold:

(i) there exists a positive constant b such that

p(x)a(%) < bw(x) a.e onX,

1

(ii)

sup (/ v(x) du) ess sup ! < 00.
>0 NJB(xo,t) x€X\B(xo,20) w(x)p (B (xo, d(xo, x)))

Then the inequality (3.3) is true.

The proof of this theorem is based on Proposition 1.2 and some aspects of the proof of
Theorem 2.2.

Corollary 3.1 Let u{xo} = 0. Let o and u be positive increasing functions on (0, 00) with
o continuous, let p € A1(X) and put v(x) = a(d(xo,x))p(x), w(x) = u(d(xo,x))p(x).
Suppose the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) there exists a positive constant by such that
(3.7) o(2ait) < byu(t)

forallt > 0;
(ii)

1 1
(3.8) sup(/ v(x) d/i) esssup —— < 00.
:ﬁtt M(B(xm 7_)) {xeXur<d(xo,x)<7} {x:d(x9, )<t} w(x)

Then the inequality (3.3) holds.
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Corollary 3.2 Let p, 0, u, p, vand w be as in Corollary 3.1 except that o and u are decreasing
rather than increasing. Suppose also that

(i) there exists a positive constant b such that

a<2ial) < bu(t)

forallt > 0;
(ii)

1
sup </ v(x) d,u) ess sup < 0o0.
>0 JB(xo,1) x€X\B(xo,t/2) W(x) (B (xo, d(xo, x)))

Then (3.3) holds.

Theorem 3.3 Let u{xo} = 0, let o and u be positive increasing functions on (0, 00) with
o continuous and suppose that p € Ay(X). If further v(x) = a(d(xo,x))p(x), w(x) =
u(d(xo, x))p(x) and (3.8) is satisfied, then (3.3) holds.

Proof By virtue of Corollary 3.1 it is sufficient to prove the implication (3.8) = (3.7).

Let 8 > 1,1 > n; > 1, where 7 is the constant from the (RD) condition. As p € A;(X)
we know that p € A,(X) for any p > 1. Now using Hélder’s inequality, Lemma 2.3 and the
argument of the proof of Theorem 2.3 we derive the chain of inequalities

a(pt)
u(t)

o(Bt)

’ P*l
<b 5 / p(x) dp x ( / plx)' =P du)
u(t) ( 1 (B(xo, 1 gt))) Bl )\ B, 51) Bl m50)\ B, 51)

<b olft) 5 / p(x) du( / p(x)' P du)P_l
u(t) </1,(B(x0’7’ﬂt))> B(x0,n3t)\B(x0,t) B(xo,%)

<b a(Bt) p/ () du(/ W(x)l_p’d'u)Pfl
<M(B(xomﬁt))) Blxo,mB)\Blxo, B) Blxo, %)

-1
p(x) du) X esssup L(M(B(xmﬂf))y

x€B(x,5) W(X)

o(Br) /
<b
(u (B(xo, n,@t)))P ( B(xo,13)\B(x0,51)

< b; (/ v(x) du) ess sup L <b
B M(B(xoﬂlﬁl‘)) {x:5 <d(xo,x)<nBt} x€B(x0,5%) w(x) ~ ) |
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Theorem 3.4 Let p satisfy condition (RD), suppose that u{xo} = 0, let o and u be pos-
itive decreasing functions on (0,00) with o continuous, let p € A;(X) and put v(x) =
a(d(xo, x))p(x) and w(x) = u(d(xo, x))p(x). Suppose that

1
sup (/ v(x) d,u) ess sup < 00.
>0 “JB(xo,t) xEX\B(xo,t/2) w(x)u(B(xo, d(xo, x)))

Then (3.3) holds.

4 Application to Singular Integrals on Fractal Sets; Examples
Let I' C C be a connected rectifiable curve and let v be arc-length measure on I'. By
definition, I is regular if

V(I‘ N B(z, r)) <cr

foreveryz € Cand all r > 0.
For r smaller than half the diameter of I', the reverse inequality

I/(F N B(z, r)) >r

holds for all z € I'. Equipped with v and the Euclidean metric, the regular curve becomes
an SHT.
The associated kernel in which we are interested is

k(z,w) = ——

The Cauchy integral
Srf(t) = / il dv(r)
r t—T7

is the corresponding singular operator.

The above-mentioned kernel in the case of regular curves is a Calderén-Zygmund ker-
nel. As was proved by David [3], a necessary and sufficient condition for continuity of the
operator Sy in L,(I') (1 < p < o0) is that I' is regular.

From the results obtained in the preceding section we can derive several two-weight
estimates for Sr.

Definition A measurable, almost everywhere positive function w on I' is said to be in the
class A,(I") if

(4.1)

1 1 , b=l
sup ——— w(t) du(i / w =P (1) du) < 0.
zgg v(B(z,r)NT) /B(z,r)nr v(B(z,r) NT) Jeenar
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It is known (see for example [3]) that for the continuity of Sp in L), 1 < p < oo,
when I' is regular, it is necessary and sufficient that w € A, (I").

Since for regular curves the measure v satisfies the reverse doubling condition as well,
we derive from Theorem 2.3

Proposition 4.1 Let1 < p < oo, let I be an unbounded regular curve, and let t, € T'. Let
o and u be positive increasing functions on (0, 00) with o continuous, let p € A,(I') and put
v(t) = o (|t = to)p(t), wlt) = u(|t — to|)p(t).
If
l’ ’ P*l
sup/ V() 5 du(/ wl=P (1) dl/) < 00,
>0 JT\B(ty,r) (y (B(to, [t —to]) N F)) B(to,r)NT’

then the inequality

/\Srf(f)\pV(t)dV < C/ | f(0)|Pw(t) dv
r T

holds with a constant ¢ independent of f € L5(I"). A corresponding version of Theorem 2.4
is valid for Sr.

From the results of the last section we can obtain two-weight inequalities in more general
situations than the case just considered.

Let I' be a subset of R"” which is an s-set (0 < s < n) in the sense that there is a Borel
measure g in R” such that (i) supp p = T; (ii) there are positive constants ¢; and ¢, such
that forallx € I"and all r € (0, 1),

ar < u(B(x, N F) < .

It is known (see [21], Theorem 3.4) that p is equivalent to the restriction of Hausdorff
s-measure H; to I'; we shall thus identify p with H|T".
Given x € I, put I'(x, r) = B(x, r) N I'. By definition, if 1 < p < 00, p € A,(I') if

1 1 , p—1
Py dJH - =0 (2) dK, .
xes#}lo H(D(x,1)) /F(XJ) Py) dI(y) (fHS(F(x, ) /r(x,r) pt @) (Z)> < 00

Let Kt be a Calder6n-Zygmund singular integral defined on an s-set I by the procedure of
Section 2. Since H;|T satisfies condition (RD) we have, for example, the following

Proposition 4.2 Let 1 < p < oo and xy € I'. Let o and u be positive increasing functions
on (0,00) with o continuous. Let p € A,(I') and put v(x) = o(|x — x0|)p(x), w(x) =
u(|x — xo|) p(x). Suppose that

v(x) . p—1
su ——— dH(x) / w P (y)dH(y) < 0.
r>%)) (/R”\F(xo,r) ‘X - xO‘SP ) ( T(xo,r) g g )

Then there is a constant c such that for all f € L5(T),

/ 1K £GOIPv(x) dH(x) < ¢ / |F 0P w(x) dH, ().
N T
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It is clear that other direct consequences of the results of previous sections may be for-
mulated in the setting of s-sets. Note that (see [21], 4.9) since the Cantor set in R" is an
s-set, where

log(3" — 1)
§=———
log3

i

we can obtain two-weight estimates for singular integrals on a Cantor set in R".

Now we provide several examples in which the conditions guaranteeing two-weight es-
timates for singular integrals defined on an SHT X are satisfied.

Let xy € X be such that u{xo} = 0. Then the function

w(x) = (# (B (o0, (o, x))>> a

belongs to A,(X) if, and only if, =1 < a < p — 1 (see [5]). For this weight we have the
one-weight inequality

/ IKf(x)|Pw(x) du < c/ | F(x)|Pw(x) dp.
X X

For simplicity let us consider SHT for which ,u(B(x, r)) ~ r. From the results of previous
sections we deduce

Proposition 4.3 Let 1 < p < oo. Suppose also that a < oo. Then there exists a positive
constant ¢ > 0 such that the inequalities

o p=ly . p 4
/XIKf(x)|p(d(xva)) du < c/X|f(x)\P(d(xo,x)) log dxo.) du
and
du / dp
, P
/X|Kf(x)| d(xg, x) lOgP*1 d(xao.,x) =¢ X FGo d(xg, x)
hold.

Finally note that in [4], [11] and [12] can be found several other examples of pairs of
weights ensuring two-weight strong or weak-type inequalities for singular integrals defined
on special SHT.
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