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Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy Spaces Associated with Operators
Satisfying Reinforced Off-Diagonal Estimates

The Anh Bui, Jun Cao, Luong Dang Ky, Dachun Yang* and Sibei Yang

Abstract Let A be a metric space with doubling measure and L a one-to-one operator of
type w having a bounded H ., -functional calculus in L?(X) satisfying the reinforced (pz,, qz,)
off-diagonal estimates on balls, where py, € [1,2) and ¢z, € (2,00]. Let ¢ : X x [0,00) —
[0,00) be a function such that ¢(x,-) is an Orlicz function, (-, t) € Ax(X) (the class of
uniformly Muckenhoupt weights), its uniformly critical upper type index I(¢) € (0,1] and
©(+, t) satisfies the uniformly reverse Holder inequality of order (qr/I(y))’, where (g /I(¢))’
denotes the conjugate exponent of g1, /I(p). In this paper, the authors introduce a Musielak-
Orlicz-Hardy space H, r(X), via the Lusin-area function associated with L, and establish
its molecular characterization. In particular, when L is nonnegative self-adjoint and satisfies
the Davies-Gaffney estimates, the atomic characterization of H, r(X) is also obtained.
Furthermore, a sufficient condition for the equivalence between H, 1 (R™) and the classical
Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H,(R™) is given. Moreover, for the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy
space H,, (R"™) associated with the second order elliptic operator in divergence form on
R™ or the Schrédinger operator L := —A + V with 0 <V € L _(R"), the authors further
obtain its several equivalent characterizations in terms of various non-tangential and radial
maximal functions; finally, the authors show that the Riesz transform VL~'/2 is bounded
from H, r(R™) to the Musielak-Orlicz space L¥(R™) when i(¢) € (0,1], from H, r(R")
to Hy(R™) when i(p) € (;%4,1], and from Hy, (R") to the weak Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy
space WH,(R") when i(p) = -2+ is attainable and ¢(-,t) € A;(X), where i(p) denotes

n+1
the uniformly critical lower type index of (.

1 Introduction

The real-variable theory of Hardy spaces HP(R™) with p € (0, 1], introduced by Stein
and Weiss [70] and systematically developed in the seminal paper of Fefferman and Stein
[31], plays a center role in various fields of harmonic analysis and partial differential
equations (see, for example, [21, 66] and the references therein). One of the main features
of the Hardy space HP(R™) with p € (0, 1] is their atomic decomposition characterizations
(see [20] for n = 1 and [54] for n > 1). Later, the theory of weighted Hardy spaces H&,(R")
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with Muckenhoupt weights w has been studied by Garcia-Cuerva [33], and Strémberg and
Torchinsky [69]. Furthermore, Stromberg [68] and Janson [44] introduced the Orlicz-
Hardy space which play an important role in studying the theory of nonlinear PDEs (see,
for example, [36, 43, 13, 14, 16]). Recently, in [49], the last two authors of the present
paper studied Hardy spaces of Musielak-Orlicz type which generalize the Orlicz-Hardy
space in [68, 44] and the weighted Hardy spaces in [33, 69]. Furthermore, several real-
variable characterizations of the Hardy spaces of Musielak-Orlicz type were established
in [56, 42]. Moreover, the local Hardy space of Musielak-Orlicz type was studied in [73].
It is worth pointing out that Musielak-Orlicz functions are the natural generalization of
Orlicz functions (see, for example, [28, 29, 49, 59]) and the motivation to study function
spaces of Musielak-Orlicz type is attributed to their extensive applications to many fields
of mathematics (see, for example, [13, 14, 15, 16, 28, 29, 49, 50, 55] for more details).
However, it is now understood that there are many settings in which the theory of the
spaces of Hardy type can not be applicable; for example, the Riesz transform VL2 may
not be bounded from H'(R") to L'(R") when L := —div(AV) is a second order divergence
elliptic operator with complex bounded measurable coefficients (see, for example, [40]).

Recently, there has been a lot of studies which pay attention to the theory of func-
tion spaces associated with operators. In many applications, the very dependence on the
function spaces associated with the operators provides many advantages in studying the
boundedness of singular integrals which may not fall within the scope of the classical
Calderon-Zygmund theory. Here, we would like to give a brief overview of this research di-
rection. Let L be an infinitesimal generator of an analytic semigroup {e~**};~o on L?(R")
whose kernels satisfy the Gaussian upper bound estimates. The theory on Hardy spaces
associated with such operators L was investigated in [5, 30]. Later, Hardy spaces associ-
ated with operators which satisfy the weaker conditions, so called Davies-Gaffney estimate
conditions, were treated in the works of Auscher et al. [8], Hofmann and Mayboroda [40]
and Hofmann et al. [39, 41]. In [46, 45, 47, 57, 71, 72, 73, 74], the authors studied the
Orlicz-Hardy spaces associated with operators and, in some sense, these results are exten-
sions to Hardy spaces associated with operators. Then, the weighted Hardy spaces asso-
ciated with operators were also considered in [67] and [17]. Recently, in [74], the last two
authors of this paper studied the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces associated with nonnega-
tive self-adjoint operators satisfying Davies-Gaffney estimates. Furthermore, some special
Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces associated with the Schrédinger operator L := —A +V on
R™, where the nonnegative potential V satisfies the reverse Holder inequality of order
n/2, were studied by the third author of this paper [51, 52, 53] and further applied to
the study of commutators of singular integral operators associated with the operator L.
Very recently, the authors of this paper [12] studied the weighted Hardy space associated
with nonnegative self-adjoint operators satisfying the reinforced off-diagonal estimates on
R™ (see Assumption (B) for their definitions in the present setting), which improves these
results in [67, 17, 74] in some sense by essentially extending the range of the considered
weights.

We would like to describe partly the results in [74] which may be closely related to this
paper. Let L be a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on L%(X) satisfying Davies-Gaffney
estimates, where X denotes a metric space with doubling measure. Let ¢ : X x [0,00) —
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[0,00) be a function such that ¢(x,-) is an Orlicz function, ¢(-,t) € Ax(X) (the class of
uniformly Muckenhoupt weights), its uniformly critical upper type index I(¢) € (0, 1] and
©(+, t) satisfies the uniformly reverse Holder inequality of order 2/[2—I(¢)] (see Subsection
2.2 below for these definitions). A typical example of such a ¢ is

(1.1) o(z,t) := w(z)P(t)

for all x € X and t € [0,00), where w € Ax(X) (the class of Muckenhoupt weights) and
® is an Orlicz function on [0,00) of upper type 1 and lower type p € (0,1] (see Section
2.2 below for the definition of types). Let zp € X. Another typical and useful example of
such a ¢ is

tCl{
In(e + d(x,x0))]? + [In(e + t)]7

(1.2) o(z,t) == [

for all z € X and t € [0,00), with some o € (0,1], 8 € [0,n) and v € [0,2a(1 + In2)]
(see Section 2.2 for more details). Then, the last two authors of the present paper [74]
introduced a Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H, ,(X), via the Lusin-area function associated
with L, and obtained two equivalent characterizations of H, r(X) in terms of the atom
and the molecule. Hence, it is natural to raise the question when the condition o(z,-) €
RHy/2— () (X) can be relazed. One of the main aims of this paper is to give an affirmative
answer to this question.

Moreover, motivated by [12, 74, 7, 18], in this paper, we consider more general oper-
ators by assuming that the considered operator satisfies Assumptions (A) and (B) in
Subsection 2.3 of this paper. Indeed, Assumption (A) is weaker than “the nonnegative
and self-adjoint” condition imposing on the operator L in [74]. Meanwhile, in Assumption
(B), we first introduce the notion of the reinforced (pr,qr, m) off-diagonal estimates on
balls in the spaces of homogeneous type (see Definition 2.7 below), which is quite wide
so that it can provide a framework to treat almost the results in previous works (see,
for example, [5, 30, 40, 39, 46, 45, 74, 12]). Under Assumptions (A) and (B), we first
introduce the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces Hy, ,(X) (see Definition 4.1 below), via the
Lusin-area function associated with L, and then characterize the spaces of H, r(X) in
terms of the molecular with ¢(xz,-) € RH,, /7()y(X) (see Theorem 4.8 below), where
(qr/I(¢))" denotes the conjugate exponent of qr/I(¢). In particular, when L is nonneg-
ative self-adjoint and satisfies the Davies-Gaffney estimates, the atomic characterization
of H, r(X) is also obtained (see Theorem 5.4 below). It is important to notice that
RHy /2 1()) (X) C RH (g, /1(4)y (X) whenever q;, > 2 and hence the results in this paper
improve significantly those in [74], by enlarging the range of the weights. In particular case,
if the heat kernels associated with {e_tL +>0 satisfy the Gaussian upper bound estimate,
then pr, = 1 and gz, = oo and hence the class of ¢ can be extended to ¢(z, ) € Ax(X).
Moreover, we also give a sufficient conditions on L so that our Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy
space H, 1,(X) coincides with the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H,(X) introduced by the
third author of this paper in [49] when X := R™ (see Theorem 6.7 below). As applications,
we consider Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces H,, 1.(X) in some particular cases, for example,
L being the second order elliptic operator in divergence form or the Schrodinger opera-
tor. More precisely, for the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H,, 1(R™) associated with the
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second order elliptic operator in divergence form on R™ with bounded measurable com-
plex coefficients or the Schrédinger operator L := —A + V, where 0 < V € L%OC(R"), we
further obtain its several equivalent characterizations in terms of the non-tangential and
the radial maximal functions (see Theorems 7.5 and 8.3 below); finally, we show that the
Riesz transform VL~!/2 is bounded from H,, ,(R") to the Musielak-Orlicz space L (R")
when i(y) € (0,1], from Hy (R") to Hy(R") when i(¢) € (747,1], and from Hy, 1(R")
to the weak Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space W H,(R") when i(p) = ;17 is attainable and
o(-,t) € A1 (X) (see Theorems 7.8, 7.11, 8.5 and 8.6 below), where i(¢) denotes the uni-

formly critical lower type index of .

One of the new ingredients appeared in this paper is the introduction of the notion of
the reinforced (pr,qr, m) off-diagonal estimates on balls in spaces of homogeneous type
with m € N := {1, 2, ...}. We remark that, to study the weighted Hardy space HS(R")
on the Euclidean space R™ and to relax the range of the weight w as wide as possible,
the authors introduced a notion of the reinforced (pr,qr) off-diagonal estimates in [12],
which is particular useful for studying the weighted Hardy space associated with various
differential operators of second order in the setting of Fuclidean spaces. However, if we
consider the differential operators on some more general spaces (for example, the Laplace-
Beltrami operator on the Riemannian manifold with doubling property), the reinforced
(pr,qr) off-diagonal estimates in [12] seem no longer suitable (see Remark 2.9(a)). To
overcome this difficulty, we introduce the reinforced (pr,qr,m) off-diagonal estimates on
balls by combining the ideas of the reinforced (pr,qr) off-diagonal estimates from [12] and
the off-diagonal estimates on balls from [7]. Also, the order m € N makes many differential
operators of higher order fall into our scope (see Remark 2.9(c)). We also point out that,
in [39, 45], the authors introduced a Hardy space associated with operators L in the space
of homogenous type by assuming that L satisfies the so called Davies-Gaffney estimates.
However, due to the fact that Davies-Gaffney estimates are equivalent to L2-L? off-diagonal
estimates on balls (see Remark 5.1(ii)), their Hardy spaces can be viewed as a special case
of ours.

Another interesting ingredient appeared in this paper is the discussion of the role of the
L*(X) norm in the definitions of the Hardy space H, 1,(X) and the atomic or the molec-
ular Hardy space. This discussion has two aspects, the first one is from [12], where the
authors asked the question that what happen if we replace L?(R™) by L(R") with ¢ # 2
in the definition of the Hardy space. For this question, in the present setting, we prove
that the space H,, 1,(X) is invariant when we do this replacement for all ¢ € (pr, q1.) (see
Theorem 4.9), which coincides with the result obtained in [12] when ¢(z, t) := tPw(zx), for
p € (0, 1]. The second aspect of this discussion can be reduced to the following question:
“what happen if we replace the L?>(R™)-convergence of the atomic (resp. molecular) rep-
resentation by the L*(R™)-convergence with s # 2 in the definition of the the atomic and
molecular Hardy space?” This question arises naturally when we study the boundedness
of the fractional integral between two different Hardy spaces. For this question, we prove
that the atomic and molecular Hardy spaces are invariant when we do this replacement
for all s € (pr, qr) (see Theorems 5.9 and 4.8).

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the settings
which are considered in this papers. This includes the assumptions for the function ¢ and
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the operator L. Then, we establish the results on the LP(X)-boundedness of two square
functions which is useful in what follows.

Section 3 is dedicated to studying the Musielak-Orlicz tent spaces. Like the classical
result for the tent spaces, we also give out the atomic decomposition for the Musielak-
Orlicz tent spaces.

In Section 4, we first introduce the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space Hy, 1(X) via the Lusin-
area function and prove that the operator 77, ys (see (4.2) below for its definition) maps the
Musielak-Orlicz tent space T,,(X) continuously into the space Hy, 1(X) (see Proposition
4.5 below), here and in what follows, Xy := X x (0,00). By this and the atomic decom-
position of the space T, (X5 ), we establish the molecular characterization of Hy, (X) (see
Theorem 4.8 below). Moreover, similar to [12, Theorem 3.4], we show that H, r(X) is
invariant if we replace L?(X) by L(X) with q € (pr, qr) in the definition of H,, 1,(X) (see
Theorem 4.9 below). As a consequence, we see that L*(X)NH,, 1(X) is dense in Hy, 1,(X)
whenever s € (pr,qr) (see Corollary 4.10 below).

If L is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator in L?(X) satisfying the reinforced (pr,p,1)
off-diagonal estimates on balls with py, € [1,2), in Section 5, we establish the atomic char-
acterization of the space H,, (X) (see Theorem 5.4 below) by using the finite propagation
speed for the wave equation and a similar method used in Section 4.

The aim of Section 6 is to give an affirmative answer to the question “when do the
Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces Hy, ,(R") and Hy,(R™) coincide?”. More precisely, if the
distribution kernel of the heat semigroup {e_tL }i>0 satisfies the Gaussian upper bound
estimate, some Holder regularity and the conservation (see Assumption (C) below for
details), then the spaces H, r(R") and H,(R") coincide with equivalent quasi-norms (see
Theorem 6.7 below).

In Section 7, as a special case, we further study the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space
H, 1 (R") associated with the second order elliptic operator in divergence on R™ with
complex bounded measurable coefficients. By making full use of the special structure
of the divergence form elliptic operator and establishing a good-A inequality concerning
the non-tangential maximal function and the truncated Lusin-area function, we obtain
the radial and the non-tangential maximal function characterizations of H, (R") (see
Theorem 7.5 below). We remark that the proof of Theorem 7.5 is similar to that of [74,
Theorem 7.4] (see also the proof of [72, Proposition 3.2]). Theorem 7.5 completely covers
[46, Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.1] by taking ¢ as in (1.1) with w = 1 and ® concave.
Moreover, we prove that the Riesz transform VL™1/2, associated with L, is bounded from
Hy [ (R") to L#(R™) when i(p) € (0,1], from Hy, (R") to Hy(R™) when i(¢) € (37, 1],
and from Hy, 1(R") to the weak Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space W Hy,(R™) when i(¢) = 25
and is attainable (see Theorems 7.8 and 7.11 below). We point out that Theorem 7.8
completely covers [46, Theorems 7.1 and 7.4] by taking completely cover [45, Theorems
5.1 and 5.2] by taking ¢ as in (1.1) with w =1 and ® concave. Theorem 7.11 completely
covers [19, Theorem 1.2] by taking ¢ as in (1.1) with w = 1 and ®(¢) := t*/(+1) for all
t € ]0,00).

In Section 8, we consider the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces H,, (R") associated with
the Schrédinger operator L := —A+V, where 0 <V € L (R"). Similar to Section 7, we
establish several equivalent characterizations of H, r,(R™) in terms of the radial and the
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non-tangential maximal functions associated with the heat and the Poisson semigroups of
L (see Theorem 8.3 below). Moreover, we also study the boundedness of VL~ Y2 on the
space H,, ,(R") (see Theorems 8.5 and 8.6 below). It is worth pointing out that Theorems
8.3 and 8.5, respectively, improve [74, Theorem 7.4] and [74, Theorems 7.11 and 7.15] by
extending the range of weights (see Remarks 8.4 and 8.7 below for details).

Finally we make some conventions on notation. Throughout the whole paper, we denote
by C a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters, but it may vary
from line to line. We also use C'(, 3 ) to denote a positive constant depending on the
indicated parameters vy, 3, .... The symbol A < B means that A < CB. If A < B and
B < A, then we write A ~ B. The symbol |s| for s € R denotes the maximal integer not
more than s. For any given normed spaces A and B with the corresponding norms || - || 4
and || - ||, the symbol A C B means that for all f € A, then f € Band || f|g < || f|la. Also
given A > 0, we write AB for the A-dilated ball, which is the ball with the same center as
B and with radius ryg = Arp. We also set N:= {1, 2, ...} and Z, := {0} UN. For each
ball B C X, we set

So(B) = B and S;(B) =2/B\ 2'"'B

for j € N. For any measurable subset £ of X, we denote by EC the set X \ E and by xg
its characteristic function. For any 6 := (61,...,0,) € ZT, let |0] := 61 +--- +6,,. For any
subsets E, FFC X and z € X, let

d(E.F):= inf d dd(z,E) = inf d .
(E,F) x&%g(%wan (2, E) gE@w)

For 1 < ¢ < oo, we denote by ¢ the conjugate exponent of ¢, namely, 1/¢ + 1/¢' = 1.
Finally, we use the notation

1
]{Bh(x)d,u(x) = M/Bh(x)d,u(x).

2 Preliminaries

In Subsection 2.1, we first recall some notions on metric measure spaces and then,
in Subsection 2.2, we state some notions and assumptions concerning growth functions
considered in this paper and give some examples which satisfy these assumptions; finally,
we recall some properties of growth functions established in [49]. In Subsection 2.3, we
describe some basic assumptions on the operator L studied in this paper and then study
the LP(X)-boundedness of two square functions associated with L.

2.1 Metric measure spaces

Throughout the whole paper, we let X be a set, d a metric on X and p a nonnegative
Borel regular measure on X. For all x € X and r € (0, 00), let

B(z,r):={ye X : d(z,y) <r}
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and V(z,r) := u(B(z,r)). Moreover, we assume that there exists a constant C' € [1,00)
such that, for all z € X and r € (0, c0),

(2.1) V(z,2r) < CV(x,r) < oo.

Observe that (X, d, p) is a space of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and
Weiss [23]. Recall that in the definition of spaces of homogeneous type in [23, Chapter
3|, d is assumed to be a quasi-metric. However, for simplicity, we always assume that
d is a metric. Notice that the doubling property (2.1) implies that the following strong
homogeneity property that, for some positive constants C' and n,

(2.2) V(z,Ar) < CA"V(x,r)

uniformly for all A € [1,00), z € X and r € (0,00). There also exist constants C' € (0, 00)
and N € [0,n] such that, for all z, y € X and r € (0, 00),

(2.3) V(z,r) <C [1 + M] " Vy,r).

Indeed, the property (2.3) with N = n is a simple corollary of the triangle inequality for
the metric d and the strong homogeneity property (2.2). In the cases of Euclidean spaces
and Lie groups of polynomial growth, N can be chosen to be 0.

Furthermore, for p € (0,00], the space of p-integrable functions on X is denoted by
LP(X) and the (quasi-)norm of f € LP(X) by ||f|lrr(x)-

2.2 Growth functions

Recall that a function ® : [0,00) — [0,00) is called an Orlicz function if it is non-
decreasing, ®(0) = 0, ®(¢) > 0 for ¢t € (0,00) and lim;_,o P(t) = oo (see, for example,
[59, 62, 63]). The function ® is said to be of upper type p (resp. lower type p) for some
p € [0,00), if there exists a positive constant C' such that for all s € [1,00) (resp. s € [0, 1])
and t € [0,00), ®(st) < CsPD(t).

For a given function ¢ : X x [0,00) — [0,00) such that for any x € X, ¢(z,-) is an
Orlicz function, ¢ is said to be of uniformly upper type p (resp. uniformly lower type p) for
some p € [0,00) if there exists a positive constant C' such that for all z € X', t € [0, 00) and
s € [1,00) (resp. s € [0,1]), (x,st) < CsPo(x,t). We say that ¢ is of positive uniformly
upper type (resp. uniformly lower type) if it is of uniformly upper type (resp. uniformly
lower type) p for some p € (0,00). Moreover, let

(2.4) I(p) :=inf{p € (0,00) : ¢ is of uniformly upper type p}
and
(2.5) i(p) :=sup{p € (0,00) : ¢ is of uniformly lower type p}.

In what follows, I(p) and i(p) are, respectively, called the uniformly critical upper type
index and the uniformly critical lower type index of p. Observe that I(¢) and i(p) may
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not be attainable, namely, ¢ may not be of uniformly upper type I(¢) and uniformly lower
type i(¢) (see below for some examples).

Let ¢ : X x [0,00) — [0,00) satisfy that x — (z,t) is measurable for all ¢ € [0, 00).
Following [49], (-, t) is called uniformly locally integrable if, for all bounded sets K in X,

/Ktesig,lzo) {¢($’t) [/K ;1) dﬂ(y)] _1} dp(z) < 0.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ : X x[0,00) — [0, 00) be uniformly locally integrable. The function
©(+,t) is said to satisfy the uniformly Muckenhoupt condition for some q € [1,00), denoted
by ¢ € Ay(X), if, when ¢ € (1, 00),

Aq(p) = sup sup ]{Bw(fc,t) du(z) {]i[w(y,t)]‘q//q du(y)}q/q/ < 0,

te(0,00) BCX

where 1/¢+1/¢' =1, or

Ai(p) := sup sup ][ p(z,t) du(z) (eSssup [so(y,t)]_l> < 0.
te(0,00) BCX JB yEB

Here the first supremums are taken over all ¢ € (0,00) and the second ones over all balls
BcCc#X.
The function ¢(-,t) is said to satisfy the uniformly reverse Hélder condition for some
€ (1,00}, denoted by ¢ € RH,(X), if, when ¢ € (1, 00),

Rty () = s swp {f [go(a:,tnqdu(x)}l/q{]i so(x,t>du<x>}_1<oo,

te(0,00) BCX

or

RHLo(¢) == sup sup{esssup so(y,w}{fB w(w,t)du(w)}_l<00-

te(0,00) BCX yeB

Here the first supremums are taken over all ¢t € (0,00) and the second ones over all balls
BcCA&X.

Let Ao (X) := Ugel1,00)A¢(X) and define the critical indices of ¢ € Ay (X) as follows:

(2.6) q(p) :==inf{g € [1,00) : v € Ay(X)}
and
(2.7) r(p) :=sup{qg € (1,00] : ¢ € RH,(X)}.

Now we introduce the notion of growth functions.

Definition 2.2. A function ¢ : X x [0,00) — [0,00) is called a growth function if the
following hold true:
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(i) ¢ is a Musielak-Orlicz function, namely,

(i); the function p(z,-) : [0,00) — [0,00) is an Orlicz function for all z € X’;
(i)2 the function ¢(-,t) is a measurable function for all ¢ € [0, c0).

(i) @ € Ano(X).
(iii) The function ¢ is of positive uniformly upper type 1 and of uniformly lower type po
for some ps € (0,1].

Remark 2.3. From the definitions of the uniformly upper type and the uniformly lower
type, we deduce that, if the growth function ¢ is of positive uniformly upper type p; with
p1 € (0,1], and of positive uniformly lower type pe with ps € (0, 1], then p; > po.

Clearly, ¢(z,t) = w(x)®(t) is a growth function if w € A (X) and @ is an Orlicz
function of lower type p for some p € (0,1] and of upper type 1. It is known that, for
p € (0,1], if ®(t) := t? for all t € [0,00), then ® is an Orlicz function of lower type p
and of upper type p; for p € [%,1], if ®(t) := t?/In(e + t) for all t € [0,00), then ® is
an Orlicz function of lower type ¢ for ¢ € (0,p) and of upper type p; for p € (0, %], if
O(t) :=tPIn(e + t) for all t € [0,00), then ® is an Orlicz function of lower type p and of
upper type ¢ for ¢ € (p,1]. Recall that if an Orlicz function is of upper type p € (0,1),
then it is also of upper type 1.

Another typical and useful example of the growth function ¢ is as in (1.2). It is easy
to show that ¢ € Aj(X), ¢ is of uniformly upper type a, I(p) = i(p) = a, i(p) is not
attainable, but I(y) is attainable. Moreover, it worths to point out that such function ¢
naturally appears in the study of the pointwise multiplier characterization for the BMO-
type space on the metric space with doubling measure (see [60, 61]); see also [50, 51, 52, 53]
for some other applications of such functions.

Throughout the whole paper, we always assume that ¢ is a growth function as in
Definition 2.2. Let us now introduce the Musielak-Orlicz space.

The Musielak-Orlicz space L¥(X) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f
such that [ ¢(z,|f(x)]) du(z) < oo with Luzembourg norm

[ fllze(x) := inf {A € (0,00) : /Xgo <x, W—;”) du(z) < 1}.

In what follows, for any measurable subset E of X’ and ¢ € [0, 00), we let

aﬂw:ﬁy@www.

The following Lemma 2.4 on the properties of growth functions is just [49, Lemmas 4.1
and 4.2].

Lemma 2.4. (i) Let ¢ be a growth function as in Definition 2.2. Then ¢ is uniformly
o-quasi-subadditive on X x [0,00), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that,
for all (z,t;) € X x [0,00) with j € N, ¢(z,3 72, t;) < C 72, p(w, ;).

(ii) Let ¢ be a growth function as in Definition 2.2. For all (xz,t) € X x [0,00), as-

te@s) g

sume that o(z,t) = [, Then © is a growth function, which is equivalent to p;

moreover, ¢(x,-) is continuous and strictly increasing.
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(iii) Let ¢ be a growth function as in Definition 2.2. Then [, ¢(x, ”]Jﬁ;(i)(')() Ydu(x) =1
for all f € L¥(X) \ {0}.

We have the following properties for A (&X'), whose proofs are similar to those in [34, 35].

Lemma 2.5. (i) Ai(X) CAp(X) CAY(X) for1 <p<gq< 0.
(ii) RHoo (&) C RHL(X) C RH,(X) for 1 < q <p < oo.
(iii) If p € Ap(X) with p € (1,00), then there exists g € (1,p) such that ¢ € Ay(X).
(iv) Ifgp € RH,(X) with q € (1,00), then there exists p € (q,00) such that ¢ € RH,(X).
(V ( ) pe[l oo)A (X) - qu(l,oo}RHQ(X)'
(vi) If p € (1,00) and ¢ € Ay(X), then there exists a positive constant C' such that, for
all measurable functions f on X and t € [0, 00),

/ M@ (e, t) du(z) < C / F@)Pe(e.t) du(z),
X X

where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood mazximal function on X, defined by setting, for all
T € X,

M(f)(a) _i‘é}%u /!f )] duu(y)

where the supremum is taken over all balls B > x.
(vil) If ¢ € A,(X) with p € [1,00), then there exists a positive constant C' such that,

. Bo, B
for all balls By, By C X with By C By and t € [0,00), 2720 < C[AZ4)p.

(viil) If ¢ € RH,(X) with g € (1,00], then there exists a positive constant C such that,

for all balls By, Bo C X with By C By and t € [0, 00), iggig > C[Zggfg](q_l)/q.

Remark 2.6. By Lemma 2.5(iii), we see that if q(¢) € (1,00), then ¢ ¢ Ay (X).
Moreover, there exists ¢ ¢ Aj(X) such that ¢(p) = 1 (see, for example, [48]). Similarly,
if () € (1,00), then ¢ ¢ RH,()(X), and there exists ¢ ¢ RH(X) such that r(p) = oo
(see, for example, [26]).

2.3 Two assumptions on the operator L

Before giving the assumptions on operators L, we first recall some notions of bounded
holomorphic functional calculus introduced by McIntosh [58].

For 6 € [0, 7), the open and closed sectors, Sy and Sp, of angle § in the complex
plane C are defined, respectively, by setting S := {z € C\ {0} : |argz| < 6} and Sy :=
{z€C: |argz| <0} Let we [0, 7). A closed operator T in L?(X) is said to be of type
w, if

(i) the spectrum of T, o(T), is contained in S,;

(ii) for each 6 € (w, 7), there exists a nonnegative constant C' such that, for all z € C\ Sy,

(T —=1)~ < Oz,

! Hc(mm)

where above and in what follows, for any normed linear space H, ||S|[(3) denotes the
operator norm of the linear operator S : H — H.
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For p €0, w) and o, 7 € (0, 00), let H(S0 ={f: f is a holomorphic function on SO}

Hoo(S0) = {f € H(SD) + | fllp(sg) < o0}
and
\I/J7T(Sg) ={fe H(Sg) : there exists a positive constant C' such that
for all € € S, |£(€)] < Cinf{l€]7, [¢]77}}

It is known that every one-to-one operator T of type w in L?(X) has a unique holo-
morphic functional calculus (see, for example, [58]). More precisely, let T' be a one-to-one
operator of type w, with w € [0, 7), u € (w, 7), 0, T € (0, 00) and f € \IJJ7T(52). The
function of the operator T, f(T), can be defined by the H..-functional calculus in the
following way,

1
211

(2.8) £ = g [ € =T e
where I' := {re? : co>7r>0}U{re™ : 0 <r < oo}, v € (w, ), is a curve consisting
of two rays parameterized anti-clockwise. It is known that f(7) in (2.8) is independent of
the choice of v € (w, p) and the integral in (2.8) is absolutely convergent in || - ||z(z2(x))
(see [58, 38]).

In what follows, we always assume w € [0, w/2). Then, it follows, from [38, Proposition
7.1.1], that for every operator T of type w in L?(X), —T generates a holomorphic Cg-
semigroup {e_ZT}Zesg/2 _on the open sector 52/2—w such that ||e_ZT||£(L2(X)) <1 for all

ze SY 2w and, moreover, every nonnegative self-adjoint operator is of type 0.

Let \I’(SO) = U, T>0\I’U7T(SO) It is well known that the above holomorphic functional
calculus deﬁned on W(S)) can be extended to Huo(S)) via a limit process (see [58]). Recall
that, for p € (0, 7), the operator T is said to have a bounded Ho, (SO) functional calculus
in the Hilbert space H, if there exists a positive constant C such that for all v € Hy, (SO)
V(T ey < C’H¢||Loo(52) and T is said to have a bounded Ho, functional calculus in the
Hilbert space H if there exists u € (0, m) such that 7" has a bounded HOO(SS) functional
calculus.

For any given f € Lloc( ), each ball B C X and j € Z, let

1
1. o F@Nn) = s [ 1@l

Now we recall the notion of LP — LY off-diagonal estimates on balls, which was first
introduced in [7].

Definition 2.7. Let k € N, p, q € [1, 00| with p < ¢, and {A;}+~0 be a family of sublinear
operators. The family {A;}:~o is said to satisfy LP — L7 off-diagonal estimates on balls
of order m, denoted by A; € O, (LP — L7), if there exist constants 01, 62 € [0,00) and
C, ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all ¢ € (0,00) and all balls B C X and f € L (X),

loc

eo {f |At<><Bf><:c>|qdu<x>}l/qgo{r(tmm IRV >}1/p,
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and, for all j € N with j > 3,

(210 {f .

J

. 65 iy y2m/(2m—1) 1/p
, Y _rp) T
< ot [T <_t1 2 )] = { f i@ du(:v)}

1/q
|A¢ (xBf) ()] du(ﬂ?)}

and

{]é |At(xs;(B) f) ()] d,u(;p)}l/q

. j b2 (g, ,)2m/(2m—1) 1/p
< 020 [T (i/giﬂ e—c% {][ |f ()P d,u(x)} 7
t S;(B)

where T(s) := max{s, 1} for all s € (0, 00).

Similar to the comments below [7, Definition 2.1], we have the following properties on
O (LP — L9).

Remark 2.8. (i) It is easy to see that, for p < p; < ¢1 <gq,
Om(LP — L9) C O (LP* — LT,
(ii) Similar to [7, Proposition 2.2], we see that A; € O,,(L' — L™) if and only if the

associated kernel p; of A; satisfies the Gaussian upper bound, namely, there exist
positive constants ¢ and C' such that, for all z, y € X and t € (0, 00),

C [d(x, y))>m/ Y
Ipe(z,9)| < W exXp {_C 1/(2m—1) ‘

(iii) A; € Oy (LP — L9) if and only if its dual, Af, belongs to O,, (LY — L¥).

Now, we make the following two assumptions on operators L, which are used through
the whole paper.

Assumption (A). Assume that the operator L is a one-to-one operator of type w in
L?(X) with w € [0, 7/2), has dense range in L?(X) and a bounded H.-calculus in L?(X).

Assumption (B). Let m € N. Assume that there exist p, € [1, 2) and ¢, € (2, 00],
depending on L, such that the family {(tL)*e~*F};~0, with k € Z, satisfies the reinforced
(pL, qr, m) off-diagonal estimates on balls, namely, for all t € (0,00) and p, ¢ € (pr,qr)
with p < ¢, (tL)*e 't € O,,(LP — L9).
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Remark 2.9. (a) We first point that in Assumptions (A) and (B), if L is non-negative

()

(d)

self-adjoint, X is the Euclidean space R™ and m = 1, from [7, Proposition 3.2], it
follows that the notion of the reinforced (pr, qr, m) off-diagonal estimates on balls
is the same as the reinforced (pr, qr) off-diagonal estimates introduced in [12] (see
[11, 27, 32] and their references for the history of the off-diagonal estimates). Here,
we use the off-diagonal estimates on balls, because they coincide with the off-diagonal
estimates when X = R", and the off-diagonal estimates on balls seem more suitable
in a general space of homogeneous type. For example, the heat semigroup e ** on
functions for general Riemannian manifolds with doubling property is not LP — L4
bounded when p < ¢ unless the measure of any ball is bounded below by a power of
its radius. However, if we assume the LP — L? off-diagonal estimates, it then implies
the LP — L7 boundedness (see also the discussions above [7, Proposition 3.2]).

Denote by L* the adjoint operator of L in L?>(X). Let pr,, qr be as in Assumption (B),
m € N and k € N. If (tL)*e L satisfies the reinforced (pr, qr, m) off-diagonal esti-
mates on balls, then (tL*)¥e " also satisfies the reinforced (q7,, P}, m) off-diagonal
estimates on balls. Recall that, for any p € [1,00], 1/p+ 1/p' = 1.

Examples of operators which satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B) include:

(i) the second order divergence form elliptic operators with complex bounded coef-
ficients as in [40] (see also (7.1) below for its precise definition);

(ii) the 2m-order homogeneous divergence form elliptic operators

D™ Y 9% (aas0%)

|laj=m=|g]|

interpreted in the usual weak sense via a sesquilinear form, with complex bounded
measurable coefficients a,, 5 for all multi-indices o and S (see, for example,
[10, 18]);

(iii) the Schrodinger operator —A 4+ V on R™ with the nonnegative potential V' €
Li (R™) (see, for example, [39, 45] and related references);

loc

(iv) the Schridinger operator —A +V on R™ with the suitable real potential V' as in
[3];

(v) the nonnegative self-adjoint operators satisfying Gaussian upper bounds, namely,
there exist positive constants C' and ¢ such that, for all z, y € X and t € (0, ),

C [d(a, y)]>m/ )
Ipe(z,9)| < W Y {_C 1/(2m—1) ’

where p; is the associated kernel of e % and m € N;

We point out that the condition that L is one-to-one is necessary for the bounded
H,, functional calculus on L%(X) (see [58, 25]). Moreover, from [25, Theorem 2.3], it
follows that if T is a one-to-one operator of type w in L?(X), then T has dense domain
and dense range;
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(e) If L is nonnegative self-adjoint on L?(X) satisfying the reinforced (pr, p}, m) off-
diagonal estimates on balls, then the condition that L is one-to-one can be removed
and we can introduce another kind of functional calculus by using the spectral theorem.
More precisely, in this case, for every bounded Borel function F : [0, o) — C, we
define the operator FI(L) : L?(X) — L?*(X) by the formula

F(L) = /O T RO dEL(),

where Fp (M) is the spectral resolution of L (see [39] for more details). Observe also
that a one-to-one nonnegative self-adjoint operator is of type 0.

Assume that the operator L satisfies Assumptions (A) and (B). For all k& € N, the
vertical square function G, j, is defined by setting, for all f € L*(X) and x € X,

() 1/2
[Tl S

0 t

Gl = {

which is bounded on L?(X) (see, for example, [58]). When k = 1, we write G, instead of
Gr,1-

Theorem 2.10. Let L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B), k € N and, pr, and qr, be as in
Assumption (B). Then Gy, i is bounded on LP(X) for all p € (pr,qL)-

To prove Theorem 2.10, we need the following two criteria, which are due to [4] (see
also [6]).

Lemma 2.11. Let py € [1,2) and {Ai}i~0 be a family of linear operators acting on
L?(X). Suppose that T is a sublinear operator of strong type (2,2). Assume that there
exists a sequence {a(j)}52, of positive numbers such that, for all balls B := B(xp,7p)
and f € LPO(X) supported in B,

1/po

1/2
2 ; PO x
(2.11) {][Sj(B)\Tu—ATB)f(x)\ du(w)} Sam{]fg (@) diu( >}

when j > 3, and

1/2 1/po
(2.12) { f, s du(w)} <o) { f 1P dute)

when j > 2. If 3722, a(j)2" < oo, then T is of weak type (po, po)-

Lemma 2.12. Let py € (2,00] and {At}i=0 be a family of linear operators acting on
L2(X). Suppose that T is a sublinear operator acting on L*(X). Assume that there exists
a positive constant C' such that, for all balls B := B(xp,rB), y € B and f € LP(X)
supported in B,

1/2

1/po
(2.13) {]iz T(I — Avp) f(2)]”° d#(x)} < C [M(fP) ()]
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and
1/po
{ ]fg T A, f(z)P du(:v)} < CIM(ITFR) ()2,

where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood mazimal function (see Lemma 2.5(vi)). Then T
is of strong type (po, po)-

Now we prove Theorem 2.10 by using Lemmas 2.11 and 2.12.

Proof of Theorem 2.10. For the sake of simplicity, we only give the proof for kK = 1. Since
G is bounded on L?(X), we can assume that p;, < 2 < qz. We now consider the following
two cases.

Case 1). p € (pr,2).

In this case, we apply Lemma 2.11 with A,, = I — ({ — e_T’QBmL)M, M € N and
M > (n+ 61)/2m. From Assumption (B), we deduce that et € O,,(LP? — L?). Thus,
(2.12) holds. It remains to show that for all j € N with j > 3, balls B and f € LP(X)
supported in B, it holds that

1/2
(2.14) {fg(B) ‘GL(I — 6_7‘)237”L)Mf($)‘2 dlu(l‘)}

< gdlmi=o) { } i@ dﬂ(fv)}l/p-

First, we write

) 1/2
(2.15) {][ . ‘GL —r%mL)Mf(a;)‘ du(a:)}

om —t2mL —r2m M 2 dt v
\t Le " H(I — e M f (@) Ldu(a)

{ 237’3
- 1/2
+ ][ / =:I14+1IL
S;(B) J2irg

We first estimate I. Write

<I 27”L / / " M (ot A+l s . dsy

IA

d 1/2
t2mLe—t2ML(I 2mL)Mf( )‘ —td,u(iﬂ)}

Thus,

20y ram r2m
(216) I < {][ / B/ 7 .. / B ‘tQmLM-i-le—(t2m+sl+...+sM)Lf(x) 2
S;j(B) J0 0 0
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" 1/2
Xdsy - d8M7d,u(:E)} .

By the fact that ((£2™ + s1 + - -« + sy ) L)YMTle= " +sit+sa)l ¢ O (LP — L2), we know
that

1/2
{][ ‘t2mLM+l6_(t2m+81+m+sM)Lf(x)‘2 du(az)}
S5;(B)

s2m M+1

< Mt syt sy
(P sy 4 sy )M

(2jTB)2m

‘ ' 1/p
om0 [ [ du b
B

Jo1

i If(w)lpdu(fv)}l/p

which, together with Minkowski’s integral inequality and (2.16), implies that

2m 2m

2irg r r ) )
(2.17) 15/ /B /B 2391t2m(2jr3)—2m(M+1>d31---dsM%
0 0 0

<{f I du(w)}l/p oo {f \f(x)\pdm}l/p.

Likewise, we also see that

) 1/p
I < 9-9CmM-0) { / \f(fc)\”du(w)} |

This, combined with (2.15) and (2.17), shows that (2.14) holds as long as M > (n+61)/2m.
Thus, as a direct consequence of Lemma 2.12 and interpolation, we conclude that Gy, is
bounded on LP(X) for all p € (pr, 2).

Case 2). p€ (2, q1).

In this case, we first prove (2.13) for T' := G and A,, =1 — ({ — e TE LM with
M > (n+ 601)/2m. To do this, we decompose f = >>2 f;, where for each j € Z,,
fi == fxs;m)- Then, by an argument similar to that used in the proof of Case 1),
we conclude that (2.13) holds true for 7' := G and A4,, = — (I — e "B IYM with
M > (n+ 61)/2m. We now claim that, for all f € L?(X), balls B := B(zp,rp) and
y € B,

1/p

@18 {f feulr- -l S MOTR)

1/2

Since I — (I — e "8" )M = Ej\il c(j,M)e_jT’QB;"L, where {c(;, M)}jj‘/io are constants de-
pending on j and M, it follows that (2.18) is equivalent to that, for all j € {1, ..., M},

(2.19) { ]fg (Gre 7 e p(a)|f du(w)}l/p < MATF@)] .
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To see this, by Minkowski’s inequality, we conclude that

{ 7{; Gre I8 ()| du<x>}l/p

) . . P 2/p gy 1/2
g{ /0 []2 (e—m L(t2mLe—t Lf) (x)( du(a;)} ?} .

Let g := tsze_tmLf and g; := gxs,(p) With 7 € Z. Then, from the fact that e=ITE"L ¢
O (L? — LP), we deduce that, for all y € B,

{]{9 (Gre 8L f (@) dmx)}l/p /0 Ty M; g dm)} 2/p %

i€y
< (MUY )]

Thus, (2.19) holds and hence (2.18) holds true. By this and Lemma 2.12, we see that G,
is bounded on LP(X) for all p € (2, q1,), which completes the proof of Theorem 2.10. O

1/2

N

1/2

For all k € N, the non-tangential square functions St is defined by setting, for all
feL?X)and x € X,

_ 1/2
(2.20) Spk(f)(z) = {/0 /B( ) ‘(tQmL)ke_f?mLf(y)‘Q ‘;l?x(yg)%} :

In particular case k = 1, we omit the subscript k to write Sz. It is easy to show that, for
all f € L2(X), 1SL k(llzzxvy S NG k(f)llz2(x) and hence Sg, i is bounded on L2(X).
Moreover, we have the following boundedness of Sy, j on LP(X).

Theorem 2.13. Let L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B), k € N and pr, and qr, be as in
Assumption (B). Then St i is bounded on LP(X) for all p € (pr, qr)-

Proof. Without the loss of generality, we may assume that £ = 1. Similar to the proof of
Theorem 2.10, we also consider the following two cases for p.

Case 1). p € (pr,2).

In this case, we apply Theorem 2.11 to this situation for 7' := Sz and A4,, = I —
(I — e 5" LYM with M > (2n + 61)/2m. Due to the fact that (tL)fe~'L € O,,(LP — L?)
for all k € Z4, we only need to show (2.12), namely, for all j € N with 57 > 3, balls
B := B(zp,rp) and f € LP(X) supported in B, it holds that

1/2
(2.21) {fg(g) ‘SL(I — e_T’?LL)Mf(x)‘z dlu(l‘)}

_ 1/p
< g-iCmM=0) { / If(w)l”du(w)} .
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To show this, we first write

fs » (S0 e H M (@) du(a)

d(z, acB)

][ / / B LT e | ) Aty

+][ / =L .
S;(B) J Xxrp)

Let us first estimate I. Let

d
F;(B) := {z € X : there exists x € Sj(B) such that d(z,z) < (55,4553) } .

Then F;(B ) S]_l(B) S;j(B) U Sj41(B) =: U;(B). This, together with the fact that
fd(:c y)<t v(w ) du(x) < 1, implies that

d(z, :vB)

2m 2m 2 d
O e )y e )] Gty

2irg
M(QjB) /Uj(B)/O

At this stage, by an argument used in Case 1) of the proof of Theorem 2.10, we conclude

that
) 2/p
I, < 2-2CmM-0) { / If(w)l”du(w)} .
B

Likewise, for Iy, we write

o0 _42m _.2m 2 d,u(y) dt
IS][ / / tszet2Ll—eT2BLMfy —du(x
5 A o] ( M| Gy )

S oo [ e - e ) dun T

1 /OO / 2 —t2mL _ M
< — t“" Le [—e 8" f du(y)—
@5 o o ( )| dut)S
> wm o)
:u(sz) 2j71TB Sj(Bt)
=K+ > Hy,
=2

where B, := B(xp,1t).

m _42m sz 2
2L = H M ()| Tdu(y).

m —p2m 2
2 Le™ (L — BN f(y)| duly) T
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Notice that in this situation, B C B; and hence f = fxp,. By an argument similar to
that used in the proof of Theorem 2.10 and the fact that (tL)*e~** € O,,(LP — L?) for all

k € Z4, we see that
o 1/2
e e (- B ) )|

U
r%m r%m
< {f
0 0 4By
r2m 2m

B "B t2m ) 1/p
< . ]
N/O /0 (t2m+31+"'+8M)M+1 3{]{1Bt |f(£l7)| /L(:E)}

2mM 1/p
<Ew {f reraw)

where ds := dsq - - - dsp;. This implies that

() AmM B d 2/10
ks [ HESs f, ror i)}
(') AmM d 2/10
< /2 . <2jiB) {{]2 !f(a:)!pdu(a:)}
) 2/p
< g-ilimd-n) { f i@ du(w)} .
B

Likewise, for all j € N with j > 2, we have

g/f’”.../”sm{]zv

< 9i0h 2 TBt T tm (2j7,Bt)2m -
~ 2 (27 51+ 4 sp)MHL O F e

l/p 2mM 1/p
X{Btlf(:v)lpdu(rv)} Sl {f @) dp } .

Therefore,

- ) 1/2
752mLM—i-1e—(t2 +s1+~~~+sM)Lf(y)‘ d,u(y)} d3

1/2
£2m Le=t""L([ — e LM f(y )( du(y)}

1/2
m 2
tQmLM-i-le—(tz +81+"'+SM)Lf(y)‘ d,u(y)} dg

) (3] 4mM 2]B 2/p
H: < 2_3("+5)/ ) ][ )P

00 AmM 2/p
(e Ty 2t dt
’S 2 Jnt )/2],1 t4mM <2j7,B> t {][B |f(x)|p d,u(m)}
rB

. ) 2/p
< g-jeg-ilimM-n) { (A du(:v)} |
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where n is the dimension of X appearing in (2.2).

From these estimates of K and H;, we deduce that (2.21) holds and hence Sy, is bounded
on LP(X) for all p € (pr, 2).

Case 2). p€ (2, q1).

In this case, for any h € L/ 2),(2( ), from Fubini’s theorem and Holder’s inequality, we
infer that

[ises@rnwane) = [ [T [ et )| e get S

- /X /0 h /B - ‘tsze‘tszf(y)(zh(w) ‘C/ZM(CU) ﬂdu(y)

dt
7du(y)

< [ [ Emre s M)
S [ GLI@EMBW) du(s) S 161Ny IMB 1

At this stage, using Theorem 2.10 and the fact that M is bounded on LP(X) for all
p € (1,00), we conclude that

/X [SLF@)?h() din(@) < 1y 1 ey

which implies that Sg is bounded on LP(X) for all p € (2,q1) and hence completes the
proof of Theorem 2.13. O

3 Musielak-Orlicz tent spaces

In this section, we study the Musielak-Orlicz tent space associated with the growth
function. We first recall some notions as follows.

For any v € (0,00) and = € X, let ', (z) := {(y,t) € X : d(x,y) < vt} be the
cone of aperture v with vertex x € X, here and in what follows, we always assume that
Xy =X x (0, 00). For any closed subset F' of X', denote by R, F' the union of all cones
with vertices in F', namely, R, F 1= Uyerl',(z) and, for any open subset O of X, denote
the tent over O by T,(0), which is defined as T}, (0O) := [R,(O)]L. Tt is easy to see that
T,(0) = {(z,t) € Xy : d(z,0%) > vt}. In what follows, we denote I' (z) and T1(O) simply
by I'(z) and O, respectively.

For all measurable functions g on X} and x € X, define

1/2
Alg)(a) = { [ sl %} .

Coifman, Meyer and Stein [22] introduced the tent space T3 (R:*1) for p € (0, 00), here and
in what follows, RZL_H := R"™ x (0,00). The tent space T4 (Xy) on spaces of homogenous
type was introduced by Russ [65]. Recall that a measurable function g is said to belong
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to the tent space TH(Xy) with p € (0, 00), if l9llze 2y = [A(9)||Le(a) < o0. Moreover,
Harboure, Salinas and Viviani [37], and Jiang and Yang [45], respectively, introduced the
Orlicz tent spaces Top(R") and Tp(X4).

Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2. In what follows, we denote by T,,(Xy) the space of all
measurable functions g on Xy such that A(g) € L¥(X) and, for any g € T,(X,), its
quasi-norm is defined by

lgllz, ey = 1A(9) e () = inf{A € (0,00) : /X 0 <x A@;(@) d(x) < 1}.

Let p € (1, 00). A function A on X, is called a (T, p)-atom if

(i) there exists a ball B C X such that suppa C B ;

(i) [ 4ll7gcx,) < BB Ixsl7

Furthermore, if A is a (T}, p)-atom for all p € (1,00), we then call A a (¢, 00)-atom.
For functions in T,,(X} ), we have the following atomic decomposition.

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2. Then for any f € T,(Xy), there exist
{A\j}; € C and a sequence {A;}; of (T,, 0o)-atoms associated with {B;}; such that, for
almost every (x,t) € Xy,

(3.1) f(z,t) = Z A A (z,t).

Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that, for all f € T,(Xy),

(3.2) A({NjA;j}5) :=1inf { X € (0,00) : Zw (B- ¢> <1

7 AIxs; lpe )
< Ol fllz, ;)

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is similar to that of [74, Theorem 3.1]. We omit the details
here.

Corollary 3.2. Let p € (0,00) and ¢ be as in Definition 2.2. If f € T,(X}y) NTH(Xy),
then the decomposition (3.1) also holds in both T,(Xy) and T4 (Xy).

The proof of Corollary 3.2 is similar to that of [74, Corollary 3.5] and hence we omit
the details here.

In what follows, let Tf;(?q) and Té”b(X+) with p € (0,00) denote, respectively, the set
of all functions in T,(Xy) and T3 (Xy) with bounded support. Here and in what follows,
a function f on Xy is said to have bounded support means that there exist a ball B C X
and 0 < ¢ < ¢ < oo such that supp f C B X (c1,¢2).

Proposition 3.3. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2. Then TfD’(XJr) C T22’b(X+) as sets.

The proof of Proposition 3.3 is an application of the uniformly lower type ps property
of ¢ for some py € (0, 1], which is similar to that of [42, Proposition 3.5]. We omit the
details.
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4 The Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H, ;(X) and its molec-
ular characterization

In this section, we first introduce the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H, (X) associ-
ated with the operator L via the Lusin-area function. Then we establish an equivalent
characterization of H, r,(X) in terms of the molecule. We begin with some notions and
notations.

Let L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B), and m € N be as in (2.9). For all f € L?(X),
the Lusin-area function Sy, is defined as in (2.20).

By Theorem 2.13, we know that, for any p € (pr,qr), where p; and gqr are as in
Assumption (B), there exists a positive constant C(p), depending on p, such that, for all

feLr(x),
(4.1) ISL(F)llzecey £ COINFllLr(x)-

Now we introduce the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy H,, r,(X) via the Lusin-area function Sr.

Definition 4.1. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 and L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B).
Assume that py, and ¢, are as in Assumption (B). A function f € LP(X) with p € (pr,qr)
is said to be in Hy, 1, ,(X) if Sp(f) € L¥(X) and, moreover, define

£l oy == IS0 Fllze ey = inf{)\ € (0,00) : / o (;U w> du(z) < 1}.
X

The Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H, 1, ,(X) is defined to be the completion of ]?I¢,L7P(X)
with respect to the quasi-norm || - |z, , (x)-

In what follows, for the simplicity of the notation, we write Hy, (X) := Hy, 1, 2(X).

Remark 4.2. From the Aoki-Rolewicz theorem in [2, 64, it follows that, there exist a
quasi-morn || - || on Hy 1, ,(X) and v € (0,1] such that, for all f € Hy,  »,(X), [|f|] ~

HfHH%L,p(X) and, for any sequence {f;}; C Hy 1, p(X),

v
SOAl < Do
i i

By the theorem of completion of Yosida [75, p.56], it follows that (H,, 1,,(X), || - ||) has
a completion space (Hy, 1, (X)), || - ||); namely, for any f € H, 1 ,(X), there exists a
Cauchy sequence {f;}72, C I}%L,p(X) such that limg_,o || fx — f]] = 0. Moreover, if
{fr}32, is a Cauchy sequence in H, 1 ,(X), then there exists a unique f € Hy, 1 ,(X)
such that limg e || fx — f|| = 0. Furthermore, by the fact that || f|| ~ || fl[z, . ,(x) for all
f € Hy 1,p(X), we know that the spaces (Hy, 1, p(X), || [z, . ,x)) and (Hy, £,p(X), |- I)

coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

To introduce the molecular Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space, we first introduce the notion
of the molecule associated with the growth function (.
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Definition 4.3. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B), pr
and g7 be as in Assumption (B). Let ¢ € (pr,qr), M € N and € € (0,00). A function
a € LI(X) is called a (¢, q, M, €)1-molecule associated with the ball B C X if, for each
ke{0,..., M} and j € Z, it holds that

G

< 9=ic[,(27 B)|M/4 -1
sy <2 BB sl

Moreover, if « is a (¢, q, M, €)g-molecule for all ¢ € (pr, qr), then « is called a
(¢, M, €)r-molecule.

Definition 4.4. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B), pr,
and ¢z, be as in Assumption (B). Assume that ¢ € (pr,qr), M € N and € € (0,00). The
equality f = Zj Ajoy is called a molecular (p, r, q, M, €)-representation of f for some
r € (pr,qr), if each oy is a (¢, ¢, M, €)-molecule associated to the ball B; C X, the
summation converges in L"(X) and {);}; satisfies that

S o (B il Izt ) < oo
J

Let

]?Ig[’Lq’E(X) := {f: f has a molecular
(¢, r, ¢, M, €) — representation for some r € (pr,qr)}

with the quasi-norm || - given by setting, for all f € ]?I%’LQ’E(X),

lizsteecn

HfHH%’L‘IvE(X)

=inf ¢ A({\j}5) : f = Z)\jaj is a molecular (¢, r, ¢, M, €)-representation p
J
where A({\je;};) is as in (3.2).
The molecular Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H g’[ 7 1€(X) is then defined as the comple-

1 ~M7 q,€ 3 1
tion of H,, 7""(X) with respect to the quasi-norm || - ”H(’X'L‘I'E(X)‘

In what follows, let LZ(Xy) denote the set of all functions f € L*(X}) with bounded

support, M € Nand M > %[%—F%—%], where k, g(¢), i(p), 01 and gy, are respectively

as in Definition 2.7, (2.6), (2.5), (2.10) and Assumption (B). For all f € L?(X}) and x € X,
define

> m _42m dt
(42) (@) = Clmary [ 0L )@)
where C(,, pr) is a positive constant such that
(4‘3) C(m, M)/ 752m(M—i—2)e—2t2m % 1
0

Here m is as in Definition 2.7.
For the operator 7y, s, we have the following boundedness.
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Proposition 4.5. Assume that L satisfies Assumptions (A) and (B), and 7p_a is as in
(4.2). Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 with ¢ € RH g, /1(o)y(X), where qr, and I(p) are,
respectively, as in Assumption (B) and (2.4). Then

(i) the operator 7, ar, initially defined on the space Tf’b(XJr) with p € (pr,qr), extends
to a bounded linear operator from T (X, ) to LP(X);

(ii) the operator my, ar, initially defined on the space Tf;(?q), extends to a bounded linear
operator from T,(X1) to Hy 1(X).

Proof. The proof of (i) is similar to that of [46, Proposition 4.1(i)]. We omit the details.
Now we prove (ii). Let f € Tg(?@). Then by Proposition 3.3, Corollary 3.2 and (i), we
know that

7TL,Mf = Z )\jﬂ'L,MAj = Z )\jOéj
J J

in L2(X) where {)\;}; and {4;}; satisfy (3.1) and (3.2). Recall that for each j, supp A; C
B and Bj is a ball of X. Moreover, from the fact that Sy, is bounded on L?(X), we deduce
that for almost every x € X, Sp(mr, m(f))(z) < 32, |Aj[Se(ey)(z). This, combined with
Lemma 2.4(i), yields

/X o (2, Sp(mpar(F)()) dulx <Z / 2, 17181 (0) () du(x).

We now claim that for some € € (ng(¢)/i(¢),00), o; = mr, m(A4;) is a (¢, M, €)r-
molecule, up to a harmless constant, associated to the ball B; for each j. Indeed, assume
that A is a (T, 00)-atom associated to the ball B := B(xp,rp) and q € (pr,qr). Since
for ¢ € (pr,2), each (v, 2, M, €)r-molecule is also a (¢, ¢, M, €)-molecule, to prove the
above claim, it suffices to show that o := 7y p(A4) is a (¢, ¢, M, €)r-molecule, up to a
harmless constant, adapted to B with ¢ € [2,qr).

Let g € [2,q1). When j € {0, ..., 4}, by (i), we know that

(4.4) el zags;(8)) = 7L, mAllLacs; 8y S Az,
S BBl E ) ~ 277 (@ B Ixal 1

When j € N with j > 5, take h € L9 (X) satisfying HhHLq y < 1and supph C 5;(B).
Then from Holder’s inequality and ¢’ € (¢}, 2], we infer that

(4.5) [z, A, BY| < / / DEm LM (1) (@) & dp(a)
< A |zocry HA (gL e 1))

L' (X)
S IIAH:pgm)[M(B)]l/"'_l/2

y {/A‘(t2mL*)M+le—t2mL*(h)(x,t)r M}lm.
B



MUSIELAK-ORLICZ-HARDY SPACES 25

Moreover, by Assumption (B), we see that

/A ‘(t2mL*)M+1e—t2mL* (h)(x, t)‘2 du(z) dt
B

< /OTB {2j01 [T (2]:3)}62 [(B)Y2[u(2 B) "M exp [— <2j:B>2m/(2m_l)] }2%

t
j —2(e+61) - - )
e B e

S
which, together with (4.5), implies that
[z, )] S 2 (B lxs 7 e S 277 10@ BY s 72 o
From this and the choice of h, we deduce that, for each j € N with j > 5,
(4.6) el zags, By = Iz, a(@) | Lags,; () S 2”@ B Ixa ] 5h 2

Moreover, let k € {1,..., M}. When j € {1,...,4}, take h € L9 (X) satisfying
Pl o (x) < 1 and supph C S;(B). Then it follows, from Hélder’s inequality and the

Lq/(X)—boundedness of Sp« m41-k, that

(g™ L™ s, (@), )

S /0 - /B (é)zkm’a(%m‘(tsz*)MH_ke_tsz*(h)(x) dpu() dt

t

< 1 A@) o) 152 3110
S llallzgeny S BV UXBILE ) S 277 1@ B Ixsl g 2,
which implies that, for each k € {1, ..., M} and j € {0, ..., 4},

(4.7) H (r;QmL_l)ka‘

< 9—je J B\11/4q -1
La(s;(B)) ~ 277¢(u(2’ B)] HXB”Lw(X)’

When j € N with j > 5, similar to the proof of (4.5), we know that, for each m €
{1, ..., M},
i

< 97¢ J B)11/4 -1
Lq(sj(B)) ~ 2 [IU,(Q B)] ”XBHL#P(X)?

which, together with (4.4), (4.6) and (4.7), implies that « is a (p, ¢, M, €)r-molecule.
Let € > ng(y)/i() and M € Nwith M > 22 [98 4 & 2] By o € RH(,, /() (X),

2m Li(yp) n nqr,

e > nq(p)/i(p) and M > %[% + 4 - %], we find that there exist p1 € [I(y),1],

p2 € (0,i(v)), qo € (q(¢),00) and g € [2,qr) such that ¢ is of uniformly upper type p;
and lower type p2, ¢ € Ay (X), ¢ € RH(g/p,y(X), € > ngo/p2 and M > 5 [12 + b 2].

We now claim that, for any A € C and (¢, ¢, M, €)-molecule a associated with the ball
BcCAXx,

(45) | et sc0)@)duta) < ¢ (B L)

IxsllLe
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If (4.8) holds, from this, the facts that, for all A € (0, c0),

Sc(mr, m(f/A) = Sc(mr, m(f))/A and 7, v (f/A) = Z)\ /A,

and Sp(mr, m(f)) < 325 [A[SL(e), it follows that, for all A € (0, 00),

[ <$ sLm,A;(f))(x)) i) S 3 <Bj, 7AHXB'X'MX)> ,

which, together with (3.2), implies that

7L, MfHH¢ L.2(X) X A({Aja5}) HfHT¢ (X1)s

and hence completes the proof of (ii).
Now we prove (4.8). By the definition of «, we see that

@9) [ ele.5100)@) (o)
00 1/2
s _g2m 2 du(y) dt
< 2my —1>ML wu(y
~ el / / t*" Le Aaxs, Yy dx
JZ:%/X ( { 0 B(x,t)‘ ( SJ(B)>( )‘ V(x,t)t
+Z/ %) <:E, {/ / ‘t2mLe_t2mL(r)29mL)M ()\ng(B)(r%mL)_Ma
=0 X r B(z,t)
du(y) dt
XV(m,t) } > ZE —i—ZF
For any j € Z, let B; := 2/B. Then

oo . )
Ej = / ol x| / / p2my o —tmL axs. y
] 22: 5i(By) < | ’{ 0 B(x,o‘ ( SJ(B))( )‘
du(y)dt "\ &
8 V(z, t)t} dr =: ;Ew-

When i € {0, 1, ..., 4}, by the uniformly upper type p; and lower type ps properties
of ¢, we see that

‘2

N—

(y)

_ p1
(@.10) Eij 5 ol [ o (@ Az ) [ 2 (oxsym) @)] duta)

«(Bj

_ P2
sl [, o (Wil [5: (oxs0) @] du
i(B;
=: Gy j + Hi j.
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Now we estimate G; ;. From Holder’s inequality, Theorem 2.13, ¢ € RH, /p1)’(X ) and
Lemma 2.5(vi), we deduce that

p1/q
(B, [SL <O‘X5j(B)) (w)}q d,u(x)}

1
_ (a/pr) (a/p1)’
x { R CT =) du(w)}
Si(Bj)

< X812y 2 s iy 2 B P19 (2759 B A s 2 )

< g-ipile=nao/ml, (B, \)\\HXBHZ;(X)) :

(411)  Gij < Ixslfe {/
Ui(B

For H; ;, similarly, we have

H; ; < 279p2(enao/p) (B, ])\]HXBH;(X)> ,
which, together with (4.10) and (4.11), implies that, for each j € Z4 and i € {0, 1, ..., 4},
(4.12) Bi.j S 27970/ (B, N lxall g ) -

Forall j € Z, and z € X, let

1/2
" _gam 2 dp(y) dt
{ /0 /B(m)‘ ¢ (O‘XSJ<B>) (y)‘ Ve, t)t

Now we estimate fS (B) [H (x)]9dp(x). For any i, j € Z, let

gi(Bj) ={yeX: 27%rp <d(y,rp) <2 2rp}.

It is easy to see that when ¢ > 5, d(S;(B), Si(B; )) > 2itirp. By M > o (20 b _ %),
we know that 2mMq + 62 + ¢/2 + 1 > (T;ZO + 3401 +0)g—1. Let s € ([% +3+
01+ 02]qg — 1,2mMq + 629 + q/2 + 1). Then by Hélder’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem and

Assumption (B), we conclude that

@i [ m o ) dae)

J

& _om ¢ duly) dt
£2mLe " (axg Y)| ———=
/sy (Bj) {/o /B(x,t) ‘ ( S’(B)) ( )‘ V(z,t)te/?
(a—2)/2
B du(y) dt
X du(z
{/0 /B(w,t) V(l‘,t) /L( )

< (-2)/2 / i / omp —12mL 7 du(y) dt

N
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B | i+J 0 " ,
S {2’91 ()] e e
0

q
dt
”aHLq(Sj(B))} an

< Tg_2)/22i91q2—jeq(2i+jTB)ezqHXB”ZZ(X)M(QHJ‘B)

~

TB t s
—(02q+q/2)
AL () o}

< 2—2'[8—(91+92)q}2—j(s+e—€zq)u(2i+13)

2t )2m/(2m—1)
7

xe_(

HXB”LZ(X)-

By using (4.13), similar to the proof of (4.12), we know that for any j € Z; and i € N
with ¢ > 5,

(4‘14) E@j < 2—102[s/q—(91+02)—nq0/172]i2—p2(S/q+5—92—nqo/p2)j(p (B, |)‘|||XB||Z;(X)) )

Now we deal with F';. Let

Fi= ;/gi(Bj) v (x’ A {/rB /B(x,t)
<o e) ol SO ) wer = 3w

When i € {0, 1, ..., 4}, similar to the proof of (4.12), we conclude that

_42m
t2mL€ t L(T2mL)M (ij (B)

(4.15) F; ; < 2—jP2(e—nqo/P2)<p (B7 ‘)“HXBHZ;(X)> .

For each j € Z and all z € X, let

°° 1/2
= { [T [ e e (s () o) o G

Now we estimate fsi(Bj)[Gj (2)]?7du(z). We first see that, for all z € X,

2i+j*37»B . 2
(4.16) Gj(x) < { / /B o \thLe—“ L(p2mpyM (Wm (r;sz—l)Ma) <y>\

B

duly) dt 2 r 12
e — @, G ‘
. V(z,t)t + 2i+i—3yp 51(2) + Gy 2(x)

For Gj 1, similar to (4.13), we conclude that, when i € N with ¢ > 5,

(4.17) / (G, 1(2)]9 dp(z) < 2 ils+1=(Or+02+1/2)d]
Si(Bj)
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<2 IO (T B) g | 1

For Gj 2, by Theorem 2.13, we find that

2mMq

r q
. q < _ 'B 2m r\—M
/Si(Bj)[Gm(x)] dp(r) S (27 g)2mMa /Sz-(Bj) [SL,MH <ij(B)(rB L) oz) (x)} du(zx)
< 2B 3 L) Mol

< 2_2qui2_j(2qu+€Q)ju(2jB)HXB”ZZ(X)’

which, together with (4.16) and (4.17), implies that

/S(B )[Gj(x)]q du(z) < 2_i[5+1_(91+02+1/2)ﬂZ_j[8+1+5_(62+1/2)q}M(2i+jB)||XBHZZ(X)-
(B

By using this estimate, similar to the proof of (4.14), we see that, for all j € Z, and i € N
with ¢ > 5,

F; ; < 22l D)/a=(0140241/2)—nao /pa] gpa(s+1) g+ e~ (B1-4+1/2)=nao/p2] ( B, |\||x BHZi(X)>

)

which, together with (4.9) through (4.15) and s > [7t + 5+ 01 + 0]g — 1, implies that
(4.8) holds true, and hence completes the proof of Proposition 4.5. O

Proposition 4.6. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B),
e € (nq(p)/i(p),00) and M € N with M > %[% + %1 - %] Then, for all f €
H, (X) N L2(X), there exist {\;j}; C C and a sequence {a;}; of (¢, M, €)r-molecules,
respectively, associated with the balls {Bj}; such that f =3, Aja; in both Hy r(X) and
L%*(X). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that, for all f € Hy, 1(X) N

A({Nja;}5) :==inf ¢ X € (0,00) : ng <B el

e | <1, < C|f .
! AHXBjHLw(X)) 170z, 2

Proof. Let f € H, ,(X) N L?*(X). Then by the Hoo-functional calculi for L and (4.1), we
know that

o0 _ m dt m _42m
I = Cm, ) / 2 e e N G 2y
0

in L2(X). Moreover, from Definition 4.1 and the L?(X)-boundedness of S, we infer that
t2mLe_t2mLf 627310(2(4_) NT2(X,). Applying Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.2 and Proposition
4.5 to t*Le "L f. we conclude that

f= 7TL7M(t2mLe_t2mLf) = Z N, mA; =: Z)\jaj
J J

in L2(X)NH,, 1(X), and A({)\ja;};) < HtQmLe_tszfHTw(X” ~ | fllm,, ,(x)- Furthermore,
by the proof of Proposition 4.5, we know that, for each j, ; is a (¢, M, €)r-molecule up
to a harmless constant, which completes the proof of Proposition 4.6. ]
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The proofs of Propositions 4.5 and 4.6 imply immediately the following corollary.

Corollary 4.7. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B), pr, and
n [q(so) + 0 2 1,

2mli(p) " n ng

where q(v), i(p) and 61 are respectively as in (2.6), (2.5) and (2.10). Suppose that T is
a linear (resp. monnegative sublinear) operator which maps L?(X) continuously into weak
L?(X). If there emists a positive constant C such that, for all X € C and (¢, q, M, €)p -

molecule o associated with the ball B,

qr be as in Assumption (B), q € (pr, qr.) and M € N satisfying M >

| ¢ TOa)@) dute) < (B L)

" IxBllLex)

then T' can extend to be a bounded linear (resp. sublinear) operator from H i/,[ X)) to
L?(X).

Theorem 4.8. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 and L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B).

Assume that q € [2,q1) 0 ([r(@)'1(¢),q1), M € N with M > 48 4 & 2] ¢ ¢

(ng(p)/i(p),00), where qr,, r(p), I(v), q(¢) and i(p) are, respectively, as in Assumption
(B), (2.7), (2.4), (2.6) and (2.5). Then H, (X) and H%’Lq’e()() coincide with equivalent
quasi-norms.

Proof. We first prove that

Mg -
H, " “(X) N LX(X) C Hy, 1,2(X)
and the inclusion is continuous. Let f € ﬁg’Lq’e(X)ﬂLz(X). Then there exist {\;}jeny C C
and a sequence {o;}jen of (¢, ¢, M, €)r-molecules such that f = Z‘;‘;l Ajo, where the
summation converges in L"(X) for some r € (pr,qr). By Theorem 2.13, we see that, for
each i € N, Sp,(37%_ ) Ajey — f)(x) < 327201 [Nj[SL(ej)(2) for almost every x € X, which,
together with (4.8) and f € Hg’Lq’E(X), implies that

(4.18) St [ D Aoy — f | € LP(x)
j=1
and '
St Z )\jOéj — f — 0
= L#(X)

as ¢ — oo. Moreover, by the definition of (¢, ¢, M, €)r-molecules, Holder’s inequality and
q > 2, we conclude that for each j € N, a; € L?(X), which, together with f € L?(X),
implies that, for any i € N, f —37%_ \ja; € L?(X). From this and (4.18), it follows that
fe ﬁ%L,g(X). Furthermore, by the fact that Sp(f) < >°72; [A;|SL(;) and (4.8), we see
that

(4.19) 1 N, ey S P e e -
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Now we prove that H, 1 o(X) C ]?I%’Lq’e(X) N L?(X) and the inclusion is continuous.
Let f € Hy 1, 2(X). Then by Proposition 4.6, we know that there exist {);}; C C and
a sequence {«;}; of (¢, ¢, M, €)r-molecules such that f = Zj Njay in Hy (X) N L*(X)
and A({\ja;};) S [1fllm,, ,(x), which implies that f € ﬁ%f’e()() N L?(X) and

1 gy S 15 o0

]irom this and (4.19), we infer that H, 1 o(X) = ﬁf’Lq’e(X) N L*(X) and, for all f €
H@7L72(X)7
11 20 ~ I sy

To finish the proof of Theorem 4.8, it suffices to prove that ﬁ% (X) and ﬁy’Lq’E(X )N
L%*(X) are dense in Hy, r(X) and Hif[’Lq’E(X ), respectively. Indeed, if these hold true,
by these and a standard density argument, we conclude that H, 1, o(X) and H g‘[ 1P(X)

coincide with equivalent norms. Obviously, Hy, 1, 2(X) is dense in H, 1(X). Now we prove
that ]?Ii/’[’Lq’E(X) N L?(X) is dense in Hif[’Lq’E(X). Let f € ﬁf’Lq’e(X). Then there exist
a sequence {\;}jen C C and a sequence {o;}jen of (¢, ¢, M, €)r-molecules such that
f =2 jenAjoy in L"(X) with some r € (pr,qr). For any N € N, let fn := Z;V:1 Ajoy.
From the definition of (¢, ¢, M, €)-molecules, ¢ > 2 and Holder’s inequality, we deduce
that, for all j € N, a; € L*(X), which implies that, for any N € N, fx € L?(X). Thus, for
any N e N, fy € ]?Ig[quve(X)ﬂL%X), and ”f_fNHHgI’Lq’é(X) — 0 as N — oo. By this, we

see that ]?I%’Lq’E(X) N L%(X) is dense in ]?I%’Lq’E(X) and hence dense in H%’Lq’E(X). This
finishes the proof of Theorem 4.8. O

Theorem 4.9. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 and L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B).
Assume that ¢ € RH,, /1(,)y (X). Then the spaces Hy, (X) and Hy 1 s(X), with s €
(pr,qr), coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

Proof. Let s € (pr,qr). By the definitions of the spaces H, (X) and Hy, 1 s(X), we see
that ﬁ% L,2(X)NL*(X) and Iio,L, s(X)NL2(X) coincide with equivalent norms. Similar to
the proof of Theorem 4.8, we need to prove that Iia, L,2(X)NL*(X) and ﬁ% Ls(X)NL2(X)
are dense in ﬁ@7L’2(X) and ﬁ¢7L,s(X), respectively.

We first prove that ﬁ<p7L72(X) N L*(X) is dense in ﬁ%L,g(X). Let f € ﬁ¢7L72(X).
Then by Proposition 4.5, we know that there exist {);};jen C C and a sequence {«;}jen of
(¢, g, M, €)r-molecules, with ¢ € (max{s, 2}, qr), such that f = Z;’il Ajagin Hy 1,(X)N
L%(X). From q € (s, q)N[2,00) and Holder’s inequality, we deduce that, for each j € N, «;
is a (¢, 2, M, €)r-molecule and also a (¢, s, M, €)r-molecule, which implies that for any
N €N, Zjvzl Njay € L2(X) N L5(X). Moreover, by (4.8), we see that SL(Zévzl Ajoy) €
L¥(X). Thus, for any N € N, Z;Vzl Ajaj € PNI%LJ(X) N L*(X). Furthermore, from
=252 Njay in Hy, (X), we infer that ||f—2§\7:1 Aol xy — 0as N — oco. Thus,
PNI%LJ(X) N L*(X) is dense in ﬁ¢7L72(X).
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Let f € ﬁ% 1,s(X). By the definition of H,, 1, (X, we see that 2mLe—t"" L ¢ T, (X4 ).
For any N € N, let fn := 7TL7M(t2mLe_t2mLonN), where

On = {(y,t) € X x (0,00) : d(y,0) <N, t € (N1 N)}

with some x¢ € X'. Then from Proposition 3.3, we infer that tsze_tszfxON €T, (Xy)N
T2(X,), which implies that fy € I;TSD,L@(X). Moreover, by f € L*(X) and the L*(X)-
boundedness of Sz, we conclude that Sp(f) € L*(X), which implies that t2"Le~ "L f &
T5(X1). From this and the definition of T3 (X)), it follows that t2mLe_t2mfoON €
Tzs’b(XJr), which, together with proposition 4.5(i), implies that fy € L*(X). Thus, fy €

Hy, 1,2(X) N L%(X). Moreover,

ISLUN = Dlla,, . x) S thmLe_tszfx(oN)c -0,

Tp(X4)

as N — oo. Thus, ﬁ%L,S(X) N L%(X) is dense in ]?I¢,L75(X), which completes the proof
of Theorem 4.9. O

As a corollary of Theorem 4.9, we have the following conclusion. We omit the details.

Corollary 4.10. Let L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (B), and ¢ be as in Definition 2.2
with ¢ € RH g, /1(0)y (X), where q1, and I(p) are respectively as in Assumption (B) and
(2.4). Then, for all s € (pr,qr), the space L*(X) N Hy, 1(X) is dense in Hy (X).

5 The atomic characterization of H, r(X)

In this section, we establish the atomic characterization of the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy
space Hy, (X). To obtain the support condition of H, r(X) atoms by using the finite
propagation speed for the wave equation, we have to restrict to a special case of operators
satisfying Assumptions (A) and (B). More precisely, throughout this section, we assume
that the considered operator L satisfies the following assumptions as in [12]:

Assumption (H;). L is a non-negative and self-adjoint operator in L2(X).

Assumption (Hy). There exists a constant py, € [1,2) such that the semigroup {e *};~0,
generated by L, satisfies the reinforced (pr, p7, 1) off-diagonal estimates on balls as in
Assumption (B).

Remark 5.1. (i) It is easy to see that if an operator L satisfying Assumptions (H;) and
(Hg) is one-to-one, then it falls in the scope of operators satisfying Assumptions (A) and
(B). For the more general case, by using the functional calculus via the spectral theorem,
all the results obtained in the above sections still hold true in this situation. Here, the
Hardy space H, r(X) is defined as in Definition 4.1. This is a little different from the
version of Hofmann et al. in [39], where the dense subspace H?(X) of the Hardy space is
defined to be the completion of the range of L in L?(X), R(L) (see [39] for more details).

Recall that L?(X) = N (L) @ R(L), where N'(L) denotes the kernel of L. We know that
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these Hardy spaces are different from a kernel space N (L), which is not essential for our
purpose. We make this change in the definition of the Hardy space, because it brings us
some conveniences; for example, when p = 2, we obtain H} (X) = L(X).

(ii) The following definition of the LY off-diagonal estimates is from [4]. For all ¢ €
(1, ), a family {T;};~0 of operators is said to satisfy the LY off-diagonal estimates, if
there exist two positive constants C' and ¢ such that

_ _laEF)?
e fllragry < Ce ™ et || fllram

holds true for every closed sets E, F C X, t € (0,00) and f € LY(E). From [7], we deduce
that {T}}i>0 € O1(L? — L9) if and only if {7} }¢~0 satisfies the L? off-diagonal estimates.
Thus, Assumption (Hg) implies that {7} };~¢ satisfies the L? off-diagonal estimates.

To establish the atomic characterization of H, r(X), we first introduce the notion of
the following atoms.

Definition 5.2. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (H;) and (Hs), and
pr, be as in Assumption (H). Assume that ¢ € (pr,p}7), M € Nand B C X is a ball.
A function a € LY(X) is called a (p, q, M)r-atom associated with B, if there exists a
function b € D(LM) such that

(i) a = LMb;

(ii) for all k € {0, ..., M}, supp (LFb) C B;

(iii) ||(T2BL)kaLq(X) < T%M[M(B)]l/qHXBHZ;(X), where rp is the radius of B and k €
{0, ..., M}.

Moreover, if a is a (¢, ¢, M)-atom for all ¢ € (pr,p}.), then a is called a (¢, M) ,-atom.

Based on this kind of atoms, we introduce the following atomic Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy
space.

Definition 5.3. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (H;) and (Hs), and
pr be as in Assumption (Hy). Assume that ¢ € (pg, py) and M € N. For f € L*(X),
f= Zj Ajaj is called an atomic (p, q, M) -representation of f, if, for all j, a; is a
(¢, ¢, M)-atom associated with the ball B; C X, the summation converges in L*(X)
and {\;}; C C satisfies that

So(m M Yow

7 x; lpe )

Let

M, q

o Lat(X) == {f: f has an atomic (¢, ¢, M)L-representation}

with the quasi-norm given by

”f”H(]Xqu’at(x)
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=inf ¢ A({)\ja;};): f= Z/\jaj is an atomic (p, ¢, M)p-representation , ,
J

where the infimum is taken over all the atomic (¢, g, M)p-representations of f and

7 >\||XBj||Lw(X)

A <{/\jaj}j> =inf ¢ A € (0, c0) : Zgo (B- ¢> <1

The atomic Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H g ’Lq’ ot () is then defined as the completion

of HY:9 (X) with respect to the quasi-norm || - | 7pae
®,

¢, L,at L,at(x).

We have the following atomic characterization of the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space
HSD7L(X)'

Theorem 5.4. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (H1) and (Ha), pr,

be as in Assumption (Hg) and M € N satisfying M > %(% - pi,L), where q(v) and

i(p) are respectively as in (2.6) and (2.5). Assume further that ¢ € ([r(¢)]'I(¢),p7) N
(pr,p}), where () and I(p) are, respectively, as in (2.7) and (2.4). Then, Hy, (X) and

H, 7 (X) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

Remark 5.5. When X := R” and for all z € R" and ¢ € [0,00), ¢(z,t) := tPw(z) with
p € (0,1] and w a Muckenhoupt weight, Theorem 5.4 is just [12, Theorem 3.8].

To prove Theorem 5.4, we need to introduce some operator mg, 1, , which can be viewed
as a retraction operator from the Musielak-Orlicz-tent space T, (X ), introduced in Section
3, to Hy, (X). To this end, we first give some notations. In what follows, for any operator
T, we let K7 be its integral kernel. Let cos(tv/L) with t € (0, o) be the cosine function
operator generated by L. By [24, Theorem 3.4] (see also [39, Proposition 3.4]), we know
that there exists a positive constant Cy such that

(5.1) supp K /1) C {(z,y) € X x X : d(z, y) < Cot}.

Moreover, let 1» € C°(R) be even and suppvy C (—C’O_l,C’O_l), where Cj is as in (5.1).
Let ® denote the Fourier transform of 1. Then, for all £k € N and t € (0,00), the kernel
of (t2L)*®(t\/L) satisfies that

(5.2) supp K 2 yrgyr) C {(@y) € X x X0 d(w, y) <t}

Now, let M € N with M > %(3((5)) - pi,), where ¢(¢) and i(p) are respectively as in
L

(2.6) and (2.5). Assume that ® is as in (5.2). Then, for all k € N, f € LZ(X}) and = € X,
the operator mo, 1, 1 is defined by

w0, 1k(F)(@) = Clopy /0 T (L) sV 1) (@) E

t 9
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where C(g 1) is a positive constant such that

2 —t2ﬂ

(5.3) C@’k)/o P ee — =1.

Using Minkowski’s integral inequality and the quadratic estimates (see also [39, (3.14)]),
we easily see that me 1, can be continuously extended from T2(X}) to L?(X). Moreover,
we have the following boundedness of 7, 1, a7, which can be viewed as an extension of [74,
Proposition 4.6].

Proposition 5.6. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (Hy) and (Hs), pr,

be as in Assumption (Hg), g € (pr,p}) and M € N satisfying M > 2 (q((:i)) pl ), where q(p)

and i(p) are respectively as in (2.6) and (2.5). Assume further that ¢ € RH(pr/I(cp))/(X),

where I(p) is as in (2.4). Then the operator w1, v, initially defined on the space TJD’(X+),
extends to a bounded linear operator from T,(X1) to Hy, 1(X).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may only prove Proposition 5.6 under the assumption
that ¢ € [2, p}). For the case when ¢ € (pr,, 2), the following proof is still valid, only need
to make a few modifications when using Holder’s inequality. Let f € TS(XJF). From
Proposition 3.3, Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.2 and the fact that 7 1 i is bounded from
T3(Xy) to L2(X), we deduce that there exist a family {A4;}; of (T}, co)-atoms associated
respectively to the balls {B;}; and {\;}; C C such that

7o, L, M(f E N, 1, m(A E Aja;

in L?(X) and

(5.4) AN Aj}) S llT, )

where A({\jA;};) is as in (3.2). Moreover, since the square function Sy, is nonnega-
tive (which means that, for all f € D(Sr) and =z € X, Sp(f)(x) > 0), sublinear and
Sy, is bounded on L?(X), we know that, for almost every x € X, Sr(mo . m(f))(z) <
>_;AjSc(aj)(x). This, combined with Lemma 2.4(i), implies that, for all A € (0, c0),

55 [ o (o 2RI gy E) | e ISy @)/ 0) duta).

We first prove that, for each j, a; is a (¢, M)-atom associated with B;. Indeed, let

> dt
(5.6) b; = Cloan /0 PO LI (A, 1)

where C(g, pr) is as in (5.3). From (5.2), we infer that, for all k € {0, ..., M}, supp Lkbj C
Bj, which is the support condition of a (¢, ¢, M)r-atom as in Definition 5.2.
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On the other hand, for any h € L9 (B;) N L*(B;), By (5.6), Assumption (H;), Fubini’s
theorem, the fact that suppA; C B; and Holder’s inequality, we conclude that, for all
ke{o,..., M},

/ (r%jL)k b;()h(x) du(x)
X

/Oo/ Aj(z, t) (T%;jL)kﬁ(M—i-l)L(I)(t\/E)h(x) du(f) dt'
0 X

S /ooo /X 4y 1) (1) @y Dyn()| 2L

t

~

(L) d(tVI)h(x) ‘2 dn(x) dt] ’

oM
Sy A Lo [/ V(x,t)t

r

(z) L7 (%)
Following the same argument as that used in the proof of [12, Lemma 5.3], we easily

see that, for all ¢ € (pr, p}), 7,1,k is bounded on L7 (X). This, together with the

arbitrariness of h and the fact that A; is a (T, co)-atom associated with Bj, implies that
k
‘ (r3,2) b

which is the size condition of a (¢, ¢, M)r-atom as in Definition 5.2(iii). Thus, we conclude
that, for each j, a; is a (¢, M)r-atom associated with B;.

We claim that, to finish the proof of Proposition 5.6, it suffices to show that, for any
A € C and (p, M)p-atom a associated with the ball B C X,

< BB, I
La(X)

(5.7 | ¢t s100@) dﬂ(w),Sw(B L)

" Ixsllze)

Indeed, if (5.7) holds, then by (5.5), we see immediately that, for all f € Tf;(?q) and
A € (0, 00),

/X(p (m, SL(W<I>,L,/<\4(JC))($)> du(z) < Zj:(‘p <B- A ) 7

7 Mxs, lpe )

which, together with (5.4), implies that ||7e L amfll S A({NjAs}5) S Ifll7,x,)- Thus,
7o, 1, M can be extended to a bounded operator from T, (X} ) to H,, 1(X). This proves the
claim. By M > %(3((:5)) - i), ¢ € RHy /1(p)y (X) and Lemma 2.5(iv), we know that there
exist qo € (Q(Qo)a OO)? P2 € (072(90))7 p1 € [I(QO), 1] and q € (I((,D) [7’((,0)]/, plL) N (pln p/L) such
that ¢ is of uniformly upper type p; and lower type pa2, p € Ay (X), M > %(Z—g — %) and

(58) (NS RH(q/pl)/(X)

Now, for j € {0, ..., 4}, similar to the proof of (4.12), we conclude that

/ P SE00) i) S ¢ (B L) |

" Ixsllze )
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Now, we turn to the case when j € N and j > 5. From the fact that ¢ is of uniformly
upper type p1 and lower type ps, we deduce that

/ o (5, Sp(Aa)(@)) dpu(z)
S;(B)
S [ s@@lslew]) s (w A

S;(B) IxBllLe(x)

> dp(x)
[ (s @ikaliw]? e (5 ) dute) =15+,

S;(B) ||XBHLw(X)

To estimate I, let Tj = ISz(a)%, )- By Hélder’s inequality and (5.8), we find that

ay Ty
(59 1 S sl 150@ R ) / o (= L)T“) () V™
S;(B) ||XBHLw(X)

_ _PL A
< [u(2ﬂB)] g IXBITe )" @ (SJ(B)’ m> '

To estimate Tj, we write Tj into

ok

d(zx, zB)

(5.10) / [/ /“ ‘tz 21, )‘2 jlé((yg,fi
oo o s

du(z) =: A; + B;.
We first estimate A;. For j > 5, let

dp(z)

1
G;(B) = {y € X : there exists x € Sj(B) such that d(y,z) < Zd(x,xg)} ,

where xp denotes the center of B. Moreover, by the triangle inequality, we easily see
that, for all y € G;(B), d(y,zp) < 2 lrp and d(y,zp) > 2 2rp. Thus, G;(B) C

Ufijl-_lSi(B) =S j(B). This, combining with Holder’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, the
definition of the function b as in (5.6), Assumption (Hg) and the fact that a is a (¢, M)r-
atom, implies that

d(z, zB)

(5.11)  A; S (2rp)s /S(B [/ /B(xt ‘tz e )‘q tczlué(:)ndz)

st [ e | 0

tq( +2M)

q 232 J
< @) bl /O exp{ 0[27“3]} dt

t2 t‘](%'l'?M)

dp(z)
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N 2_2quN(B)”XBHZg(X)

The estimate of B; is similar to that of A; and, via replacing Assumption (Hy) by the
L9(X)-boundedness of the family of operators {(t2L)Me~*"L},., we conclude that

: _ du(y) dt
B. < (2yn)—4M(G / / / ‘tQL t2L q
i S (2'r)” s,(B) | Jdzmn) B(m € ALV (1, )

S(QjTB) HbHLQ(X /; t4M+1 S27 aat wB )”XBHL*” X)
3rp

dp(z)

which, together with (5.10) and (5.11), shows immediately that

[ £ 2799 u(B) [xs 2 .

Thus, from this, (5.9) and Lemma 2.5(vii), we deduce that

P1

(512) L 27PN W@ B)] 7 w(B)e (Sj(B)’ W>

<2 J[2p1 M — ”(QO——)]CP <37 Al > -~ 2—]’6090 <B, Al ) 7
IXBllLe(B) IxBllLe(B)

where €y := 2p1M —n(go — p1/q). The estimate of J; is similar to that of I;. We only
need to point out that, from Lemma 2.5(ii) and the fact that (;1)" < (7})', it follows that
¢ € RH(/(X). Thus, we conclude that

p2

(513) Jj < 2—j[2p2M—n(QO—p72)](p <37 ’)" ) ~ 2—]?0(‘0 <B, ’)" > 7
~ IXBllLe(x) IXBllLe(x)

where € := 2pa M —n(qo—p2/q). Let €= min{eg, €9} > 0. Combining (5.12) and (5.13),
we immediately conclude that

= A
(5.14) [ ot 8100 duta) 532 (B L)
x e IXBllLe(x)
5 2 <B7 L) )
IXBllLe(x)
which completes the proof of (5.7) and hence Proposition 5.6. ]

Before turning to the proof of Theorem 5.4, we introduce a sufficient condition which
guarantees a given operator to be bounded on the atomic Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space.

Lemma 5.7. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (Hy) and (Hs), pr, be as

in Assumption (Hy), q € (pr,p}) and M € N satisfying M > (Z((SD)) - pi,), where q(p) and
L

i(p) are respectively as in (2.6) and (2.5). Suppose that T is a linear (resp. monnegative
sublinear) operator which maps L?(X) continuously into weak-L*(X). If there erists a
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positive constant C' such that, for any A € C and (¢, q, M)-atom a associated with the
ball B,

(5.15) | ¢ T @) duto) < ¢ (B L)

" Ixsllizex)

then T' can extend to be a bounded linear (resp. sublinear) operator from Hg‘[’ant(X) to
LY (X).

The proof of Lemma 5.7 is similar to that of [74, Lemma 5.6]. See also the proof of [46,
Lemma 5.1] and [12, Lemma 4.1]. We omit the details here.
Now we prove Theorem 5.4 by using Proposition 5.6 and Lemma 5.7.

Proof of Theorem 5.4. By Definition 5.3, we see that, to show Theorem 5.4, it suffices to
prove that

(5.16) L2(X) N Hy, 1 (X) = L*(X) N H52 L (X)

with equivalent norms. We divide the proof of (5.16) into the following two steps.
Step 1. We first prove the inclusion L*(X)N H,, 1(X) C L*(X) ﬂprV’[’Lq’ at(X). For any
f € L3(X)N Hy (X), by the bounded functional calculus in L*(X), we know that there

exists a positive constant C(g, 5p) such that

> dt

f= C(‘1>,M)/ (D)™ evVI)RLe S = mo (PLety)
0

in L?(X). Moreover, from the fact that 2Le*Lf ¢ T,(X,), we deduce that there exist

{Aj}; € C and {A;}; of (T,, oco)-atoms, respectively, associated with {B;}; such that

_42
t2L€ t Lf = Z )\jAj
J

in T,(X1)NTE(Xy) and A({)\;4;};) < ||t2Le_t2Lf||T¢(X+), which, together with Proposi-
tion 5.6, implies that

f= Td, L, M <t2Le_t2Lf> = Z /\jﬂ"l),L,M(Aj)
J

in L2(X). This, together with the fact that e 1 a(4;) is a (¢, ¢, M)-atom associated
with Bj;, immediately shows that f € L%(X) N Hf’Lq’at(X). Thus, L*(X) N Hy, 1(X) C
M7
L2(X) N ng, Lq,at(X)‘
Step 2. We now prove the inclusion L?(X)NH} ¢ (X) C L*(X)NH,, (X). By (5.14),
we know that, for any A € C and (¢, g, M)-atom a associated with the ball B, (5.15)

holds, with Sz, in place of T. Thus, by Lemma 5.7, we conclude that Sy, is bounded from

H'? (X) to L#(X), which immediately implies that, for all f € L2(X) N H) 7 (X),

. M,
HfHH%L(X) < ||f||H(1:1,ant(X). This shows that L?(X) ﬂH%Lq’at(X) c L*(X) NHy (X),

which, together with Step 1, completes the proof of (5.16) and hence Theorem 5.4. O
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Now, we consider the question of replacing the role of L?(X) norm by the more gen-
eral L*(X) norm for s € (pr, p}), in the definition of the atomic Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy

space Hi/{ ,qu at(X). We also introduce the following notion of the L*(X)-adapted atomic

Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H fi‘{’; (X).

Definition 5.8. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (H;) and (Hy),
and pr, be as in Assumption (Hy). Assume that ¢, s € (pr, p}) and M € N. For f €
L2(X), f = zj Aja; is called an atomic (g, q, s, M) -representation of f, if each a; is
a (¢, ¢, M)r-atom associated with the ball B; C X, the summation converges in L*(X’)
and {\;}; C C satisfies that

So(m B Yow

7 Ixs; lpe )

Let

rrM,q,s

oL (X)) :=={f: f has an atomic (¢, q, s, M) -representation}

with the quasi-norm given by

HfHHf’Lq,ac(X)

= inf ¢ A({)ja;};): f= Z)\jaj is an atomic (p, ¢, s, M)-representation p ,
J

where the infimum is taken over all the atomic (¢, ¢, s, M)r-representations of f and

7 Nlxs, |l ze )

A ({)\jaj}j> ==inf ¢ A € (0, o0) : Zcp <B ¢> <1
J

The atomic Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H i/,[ ’Lq”;t

of ﬁf’Lq’;(X) with respect to the quasi-norm || -

(X) is then defined as the completion
iz o
From its definition, we know that the space H'? (X) as in Definition 5.3 can be

@, L, at

viewed as the L?(X)-adapted atomic Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H g’[ ’L‘{’jt(X ). Moreover,

we have the following equivalence between H (ZX (X)) and Hif[’Lq’ ar (X))

Theorem 5.9. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (H1) and (Ha), pr,
be as in Assumption (Ha) and M € N satisfying M > %([z]((Z)) - pi,L), where q(y) and i(p)
are respectively as in (2.6) and (2.5). Then, for all s € (pr, p}) and g € (L()[r(v)]',p}),
where I(p) and r(y) are respectively as in (2.4) and (2.7), H:%%(X) and H ¢ (X)

@, L,at @, L,at
coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

To prove Theorem 5.9, we need a few lemmas. This first one is a variant of Lemma 5.7,
whose proof is similar. We omit the details.
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Lemma 5.10. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (Hy) and (Hz), pr,
a(e) L)

n

be as in Assumption (Hz), q, s € (pr, p}) and M € N satisfying M > Z(

o) P
where q(p) and i(p) are respectively as in (2.6) and (2.5). Suppose that T is a linear
(resp. monnegative sublinear) operator which maps L°(X) continuously into weak-L*(X).
If there exists a positive constant C such that, for any X\ € C and (p, q, M)-atom a

associated with the ball B,

| ¢ T00@) duto) < O (B, L) |

IxBlLe(x)

then T can extend to be a bounded linear (resp. sublinear) operator from Hif[’Lq”;t(X) to
L?(X).

Lemma 5.11. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, L satisfy Assumptions (Hy) and (Hs), pr be
(‘1(<P

as in Assumption (H2), q, s € (pr,p}) and M € N satisfying M > & ) where q()

and i(p) are respectively as in (2.6) and (2.5). Assume further that ¢ € RH(:DL/I(@)) (X)),
where I(p) is as in (2.4). Then, for all k € N,

(i) the operator e, 1, 1, initially defined on the space TQS’b(XJr), extends to a bounded
linear operator from T3 (Xy) to L°(X);

(i) for all t € (0, 00), the operator t2Le~"L, initially defined on L*(X), extends to a
bounded linear operator from L*(X) to Ty (Xy).

Proof. We first prove (i). Let f € T3 (Xy) N T22’b(X+). For any g € L¥ (X) N L*(X), by
Fubini’s theorem, Assumption (H;), Holder’s inequality and the L (X)-boundedness of
the square function Sg, 1, 1, we conclude that

o =|[" [ 0 0t VD e L0

S ”-AfHLS ”S‘P,L,k( )”Ls’()() S ”f”TS(XJr)”gHLs’()o

/ mo. 1 (F)(@)g(x
X

which, together with the dual representation of L*(X) norm and a density argument,
implies that 7, 1, 1 extends to a bounded linear operator from T3 (X, ) to L*(X). This
shows that (i) is valid.

We now turn to the proof of (ii). By the definition of the Hardy space HY (X) (with p €
(0, 00)) associated with operators satisfying Assumptions (H;) and (Hz) in [39], together
with an argument similar to that used in the proof of [41, Proposition 9.1(v)], we see
that, for all s € (pr, p}), H} (X) = L*(X). This, combined with the definition of H} (X)),
immediately implies that the operator 2Le~t"L extends to a bounded linear operator from
L*(X) to T5(X4). This shows (ii), which completes the proof of Lemma 5.11. O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 5.9.

Proof of Theorem 5.9. The inclusion that H MLq’at(X ) C Hi/[Lq ot () follows immediately

from Theorem 5.4, Lemma 5.11 and (5.7). We now prove the inclusion H o L. 1 .(X) C

H i/[ Lq’at(X ). To this end, we first recall the following Calderén reproducing formula,
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which is deduced from the bounded functional calculus in L?(X). More precisely, let ® be
as in (5.3). For any f € L2(X)N LX) N Hi/[ant(X), we see that there exists a positive
constant C(g, ar) such that

© M+ g _p2p, dt
(5.17) f= C(q,,M)/O (L) @ (VL) 2Le "
in L2(X). Moreover, by Lemma 5.11(ii), we know that t2Le "L f € T5(Xy) N T, (X4).

Thus, by a slight modification of the proof of [42, Corollary 3.4], we conclude that there
exist {\;}; C C and a sequence of (T}, co)-atoms {A;}; associated with the balls {B;};

such that ,
t2L€_t Lf = Z )\jAj
J

in 7°(X}) and T,(Xy). Now, let g € L?(X) N L¥ (X). From (5.17), Fubini’s theorem and
Assumption H1) we deduce that

(5.18) / F@)g(x) du(z) = /0 h /X 2Le 0 f(2) (L) &(tvI)g(x) d“(f)dt
:Ej: /0 ” /X MA; (g, 0(2L) ™ (v Tg(2) d"(f) dt
-3 Jou [T @Y eevDa) @ Fow dn)
=3 | vas@lgta) duto)

By the proof of Proposition 5.6, we conclude that, for each j € N, a; is a (¢, ¢, M)-
atom associated with B;. This, together with (5.18), implies that f has a (¢, ¢, s, M)r-
atomic representation f = Zj Ajaj as in Definition 5.8. Thus, f € HM % *(X), which,

L at
together with the fact that L2(X) N L%(X) N Hﬁ/‘[ant(X) is dense in Hgo I 7 (X) and a
density argument, completes the proof of the inclusion Hgo I 1.(X) C Hi/[ Lq’at(X ) and
hence Theorem 5.9. U

6 A sufficient condition for the equivalence between the
spaces H, (R") and H,(R")

In this section, we give a sufficient condition on the operator L, satisfying Assumptions
(A) and (B), such that H, ,(R™) and H,(R") coincide with equivalent quasi-norms. We
first recall some notions and properties of H,(R"™).

In what follows, we denote by S(R™) the space of all Schwartz functions and by S'(R™)
its dual space (namely, the space of all tempered distributions). For m € N, define

S (R") := {¢> e S(R™): sup sup (1 + |&)) D198 p(2)| < 1}.

zeR™ BeZn, |B|<m+1
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Then for all x € R™ and f € §'(R™), the non-tangential grand mazimal function f} of f
is defined by setting,

fm(@) = sup sup [ f * ¢e(y)l,
PESm(R™) |y—z|<t, t€(0,00)
where for all ¢ € (0,00), ¢4(-) := t7"¢(;). When m(y) := [n[q(p)/i(v) — 1]], where g(¢)
and i(p) are, respectively, as in (2.6) and (2.5), we denote f;(@) simply by f*.
Now we recall the definition of the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy H,(R") introduced by Ky
[49] as follows.

Definition 6.1. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2. The Musielak-Orlicz Hardy space H,(R™)
is defined to be the space of all f € §'(R™) such that f* € L¥(R") with the quasi-norm

Hf”HAR”) = ||f*||Lw(Rn)-

To introduce the molecular Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space, we first introduce the notion
of molecules associated with the growth function ¢.

Definition 6.2. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, ¢ € (1,00), s € Z4 and ¢ € (0,00). A
function a € LI(R"™) is called a (¢, q, s, €)-molecule associated with the ball B if

(') for each j € Z+, ||allLa(s;(B)) < 2_j€\2j311/qHXBHZ;(Rn);

(ii) [gn o x)z? dx = 0 for all 8 € Z7 with |3] < s.

Definition 6.3. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, ¢ € (1,00), s € Z4 and ¢ € (0,00).
The molecular Musielak-Orlicz Hardy space, H 0.5 (R™), is defined to be the space of

,mol

all f € §'(R") satisfying that f = 37, \ja; in S (R™), where {\;}; C C and {a;}; is a
sequence of (¢, g, s, €)-molecules respectlvely associated to the balls {B;};, and

A:
o (m )

: s, T e
where, for each j, the molecule o is associated with the ball B;. Moreover, define
1l ey 2= nf {A ((jes),) }
where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as above and
A ({)\jaj}j) ==1inf ¢ A € (0,00) : Z(p <Bj, ¢> <1
- AllxB; | Lo ®n)

Definition 6.4. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2.
(I) For each ball B C R", the space LL(B) with ¢ € [1,00] is defined to be the set of
all measurable functions f on R"”, supported in B, such that

1 / 1/q
sup f(@)|%p(x,t daz] < o0, q€]ll,00),
1l = 4 o o L, e 11, 0)

I fll oo By < 005 g =00



44 THE ANH BUI ET AL.

(IT) A triplet (¢, g, s) is said to be admissible, if ¢ € (q(¢), 0] and s € Z4 satisfying
s> Ln[% —1]], where ¢(¢) and i(p) are respectively as in (2.6) and (2.5). A measurable
function a on R is called a (¢, ¢, s)-atom, if there exists a ball B C R"™ such that

(i) suppa C B;

(i) llall e sy < X815 @ny:

(iil) [pn a(z)z® dz =0 for all a € ZT} with |a| <'s.

(ITI) The atomic Musielak-Orlicz Hardy space, H¥ ¢ *(R™), is defined to be the space
of all f € §'(R") satisfying that f = 3, A\ja; in S'(R"), where {);}; C C and {a;}; is a
sequence of (¢, ¢, s)-atoms associated with {B,};, and

A.
o LYo

j \XB”Lw(Rn

Moreover, let

. Al
A({Njaj};) :==1inf ¢ X € (0,00) : <,0<B-,— <1
7 EJ: 7 MIxs; e @y
The quasi-norm of f € H¥**(R") is defined by || f| e, e srn) := inf{A({)\;a;};)}, where
the infimum is taken over all the decompositions of f as above.

Then we have the following conclusion, which is just [42, Theorem 4.11].

Lemma 6.5. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2. Assume that (¢, q, s) is admissible, € €
(max{n + s,n9() ()}, 0) and p € (@(@)r(P)]'s50), where q(p), i(y) and r(p) are,
respectively, as in (2.6), (2.5) and (2.7). Then H,(R"™), H#%*(R") and Hﬁ’,i&il(w)
coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

Throughout this section, we always assume that the operator L satisfies the following
additional assumption.

Assumption (C). The distribution kernels hy of e~F satisfy that there exist positive
constants C, ¢, ¢ € (0,00) and v € (0, 1] such that, for all t € (0,00) and almost every
z, y, h € R" with 2|h| < tV/2™ 4+ |z — y|,

C C‘Z’ _ y‘2m/(2m—1)
(6.2) ez +hyy) = he(2, )| + he(@,y + h) — h(2, y)]
. C |h| v _E|:E_y|2m/(2m—1)
— n/2m \ $1/2m + |$ _ y| exXp t1/(2m—1)
and
(6.3) / hi(z,y)de =1= hi(x,y) dy.
n R"L
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Remark 6.6. (i) If the operator L satisfies Assumption (C), then L satisfies Assumption
(B) with pr, =1 and q1, = oc.

(ii) Let L := —div(AV) be the divergence form elliptic operator in L?(R"), where A
has real entries when n > 3 and complex entries when n € {1, 2}. By [9, Chapter 1], we
know that the operator L satisfies Assumptions (A) and (C).

We now in the position to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.7. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 and L satisfy Assumptions (A) and (C).

Assume that q(¢) < ™2 and i(p) € (M 1], where v, q(¢) and i(p) are, respectively,

n+v ’

as in (6.2), (2.6) and (2.5). Then H, (R"™) and H,(R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-
norms.

Proof. Let f € H,(R™) N L?*(R") and q € (q(¢)[r(¢)]',00). Then from Lemma 6.5, we
deduce that there exist {\;}; C C and a sequence {a;}; of (¢, ¢, 0)-atoms such that

(6.4) F=Y Na
j

in §'(R™) and
(6.5) £l £, mry ~ A({Nja;}5)-

Moreover, by f € L?*(R") and the proof of [49, Theorem 3.4], we know that (6.4) also
holds in L*(R™). Thus, to prove f € H, ,(R™), it suffices to show that, for any A € C and
(¢, g, 0)-atom a associated with the ball B,

(6.6) | e@siam) e (B ¢)

" IxBllLe @)

Indeed, if (6.6) holds true, by (6.4) and (6.5), we see that || f|z, &) S A{Njas}s) ~
I £l 22, ()

Now we prove (6.6). From (6.2) and (6.3), we deduce that the kernel of {2 Le~t""L
qu2m, satisfies that, for any v € (0, v), there exists a positive constant Cy such that for all
t € (0,00) and almost every z, y, h € R™ with 2|h| <t + |z — y],

(6.7) lqizm (T + hyy) — qm (2, y)| + [qem (2, + h) — q2m (,y)]

< 1 |h| 2 Cl|$_y|2m/(2m—1)
~ono\ 4 |l‘ _ y| t2m/(2m—1)

and
/n gem (z,y)de =0 = /n Gpzm (x,y) dy.
Write
(6.8) / o (z,Sp(\a)(x)) do = / o (z,Sr(A\a)(x)) dz —I—/ ce= 1 4 Do,
" 8B (8B)¢
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Moreover, since ¢ > q(¢)[r(¢)], it follows that there exists p € (1,00) such that p >
[r(¢)]" and q/p > q(p), which implies that ¢ € A,/,(R™). From this, Hélder’s inequality
and Definition 2.1, we infer that

p/q
lalag) < { /B (@) (2 Nl s d"”}

1/(q/p)’

A o (@ Wisliis)] " dh S a8l
B QO Y XB Lw(B) ~ qu(B) 9

which implies that
(6.9) lall o5y < llall o s | BIP.

By this, the uniformly upper type 1 property of ¢, Holder’s inequality and the LY(R™)-
boundedness of Sy, we see that

(6.10) W [ e (n sl 1+ el Su@@)] da
S [+ Ixlie) BB 7 lal o) @ (BLINIXE 7 )

S e (BNIxBl7 5 ) -

Now we estimate I». For any = € (SB)E, we first write

(6.11) 1S5 (@) (2)]2 :/ /B(m /qt% g 2)a(z) dz @Jr/;o...
— E1(2) + Bae). ’

Notice that, for any = € (8B)C, y € B(x,t) with ¢ € (0,rp) and z € B, it holds that

(6.12) ly—zl 2oz —zl—|o -yl 2|z -] — |z —zp| - 7B
1
> | —ap|—2rg > i\x —zp|
Moreover, similar the proof of (6.9), we see that
(6.13) lallLr ) < llallze (s |BI.

Let s € [n+v,00). Then from (6.12), (6.13) and (6.1), we deduce that, for all z € (8B)°,

2
c\y zl\2m/(2m— 1) dydt
2s dydt
2(s n)

2
~ m”aHLl(B m”aHLg(B)-
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Now we deal with Eo(z). By n+ v > ng(p)/i(¢), we know that there exist gy €
(q(p), ), po € (0,i(p)) and v € (0,v) such that n + v > nqgy/po, which further implies
that there exists v; € (0,7) satisfying that

(6.15) n 4y =1 > ngo/po-

Moreover, for any = € (SB)C, y € B(x,t) with t € (rp,00), and z € B, it holds that
t+ |y — 2| > |z — 2| > |z — xp|, which, together with [ a(z)dz =0, (6.7) and (6.13),
implies that

% [ 2 dydt
Bao) % [ [ e 0:5) = qontomllal ] 5

B B({E,t)

N |z — zp]" r dy dt
S a2V dz| =L —
- /7" B(z,t) _/B (t + |y — Z|)n+~/| ( )| eS|

B

. *° rh ? dydt
S )z
rg JB(x,t) B 1|z —zp| t

2y

e al [
Nz — zp|2etr—) THENE) [

2(y—m) 2(nt+y—1)

r
S B 2 2 < B -2
~ |x_$B|2(n+'y—'yl)||aHLg(B)|B| ~ |:1;‘—;UB|2("+'Y_'YI)||XB‘|L¢(B)‘

From this, (6.11) and (6.14), it follows that, for all z € (8B)C,

T%‘*"Y—w .
Spa)(z) S W”XBHM(B),

which, together with the uniformly lower type pg properties of ¢, Lemma 2.5(vi) and
(6.15), implies that

LS [ el MSi@eE) d

7«%”'7_71’)\’ ,
S B S S —
~ \/(SB)C (;0 Z', ‘.Z' _ xB’n-i-'y—ryl ”XBHL‘P(B) d[]j

o0

<Y <2ij 2—<n+w—mwHXBH;;(B))
3

<.
Il

A
Nk

2 trivmmitning (B, NIxsllyl ) < @ (BN Ixsllit )

<.
Il
w

By this, (6.8) and (6.10), we see that (6.6) holds true.
Now we prove that H, r(R™) N L*(R") C H,(R™) N L?*(R"). By Theorem 4.8 and
Lemma 6.5, we only need to show that, for any given (¢, p1, M, €)r-molecule «, it holds
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that « is a (¢, p1, 0, €)-molecule as in Definition 6.2, where p; € (q(¢),00), M € N with

M > 27:73522), and € € (nq(¢)/i(p),o0). Indeed, compared with Definitions 4.3 and 6.2, we

know that, to show our conclusion, it suffices to prove that

(6.16) /n a(z)dz = 0.

By the Hy-bounded functional calculus, we know that, for all f € LP(R™) with p € (1, p1],
(I+L0)7'f= /000 e te L fat,

which, together with Fubini’s theorem and (6.3), implies that, for all f € LP(R™)NL!(R"),

(6.17) /n(I+ L)y f(z)de = /000 et /n e L f(x)dadt = . f(x)dz.

Moreover, by the definition of a, we know that o € L'(R™) N LP(R™) and there exists
b€ LY(R") N LP(R") such that o = Lb. From this and (6.17), we deduce that

/Rn a(z)dr = /n(I—l—L)_lLb(a:) dx

- / (I+L)" (I + L)b(x) de — / (I + L)~ "b() dz = 0,
which completes the proof of (6.16).

By the above proofs, we see that H, 1 (R") N L?*(R") and H,(R™) N L*(R™) coincide
with equivalent quasi-norms, which, together with the fact that H, r(R™) N L*(R™) and
H,(R™) N L?*(R™) are, respectively, dense in H, (R") and H,(R"), and a density argu-
ment, implies that the spaces H,, r,(R") and H,(R") coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.
This finishes the proof of Theorem 6.7. O

7 The Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space associated with the sec-
ond order elliptic operator in divergence form

In this section, we study the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H,, (R") associated with the
second order elliptic operator in divergence form on R"™ with complex bounded measurable
coefficients. By making full use of the special structure of the divergence form elliptic
operator, we establish the radial and non-tangential maximal function characterizations
of H, (R™) based respectively on the heat and Poisson semigroups of L. Moreover, we
establish the boundedness of the associated Riesz transform on H, r,(R").

7.1 Maximal function characterizations of H, ;(R")

We begin this subsection by recalling some necessary notions and notation. Let A be
an n X n matrix with entries {a; ;}',_; C L>(R", C) satisfying the ellipticity condition,
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namely, there exist constants 0 < A4 < A4 < oo such that, for all £, ( € C and almost
every x € R™,

AlE)? < Re(A(z)€,€) and  [(A(2)E, ¢)] < AalélIC],

where (-, -) denotes the inner product in C and Re ¢ denotes the real part of the complex
number £. Then the second order elliptic operator L in divergence form is defined by

(7.1) Lf = —div(AVf),

interpreted in the weak sense via a sesquilinear form. It is well known that there exists a
positive constant w € [0, 7/2) such that the operator L is of type w on L?(R") and L has
a bounded H.-functional calculus on L2(R") (see, for example, [1, 41]). Moreover, let
(p—(L), p+(L)) be the interior of the mazimal interval of exponents p € [1, co] for which
the semigroup {e~"'};~0, generated by L, is LP(R™) bounded. By [4, Proposition 3.2]
(see also [41, Lemma 2.25]), we conclude that, for all p_(L) < p < ¢ < p1(L), {e " }0
satisfy the LP — L7 off-diagonal estimates. Thus, L satisfies Assumptions (A) and (B) with
k = 2. Therefore, a corresponding theory of the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H, r,(R"),
including its molecular characterization (see Theorem 4.8) is already known.

We also recall the definitions of some maximal functions associated with L from [40].
Let f € L?(R") and = € R", the radial mazimal functions, Rj and R, respectively
associated with the heat semigroup and Poisson semigroup generated by L are defined by
setting, for all a € (0, o0), f € L*(R") and x € R",

[NIES

(72) RE(f)(x) = sup {L L owl dy}

>0 | (at)”

and

N

>0 | (at)”

(7.3) R (f)() = sup {L [ fer ] dy}
B(z, at)

Similarly, the non-tangential mazimal functions, N{* and N3, respectively associated with
the heat semigroup and Poisson semigroup generated by L are defined by setting, for all
€ (0, o), f € L*(R") and z € R™,

(SIS

(7.4) Ni(£)@) = sup { =/ (yat)(e‘t%(f)(Z)‘QdZ}

(yt)eTa() | (at)"

and

D=

(7.5) NE(f)(@) = sup { ! /B . 1e—”f<f><z>\2dz},

(yt)eTa(z) | (at)"

where above and in what follows, I'y(z) = {(y,t) € R" x (0,00) : |z —y| < at}. In
what follows, when a = 1, we remove the superscript « for simplicity. We also define
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the Lusin-area functions, Sy and Sp, associated respectively to the heat semigroup and
Poisson semigroup by setting, for all f € L?(R") and = € R",

(7.6) Su(f) () = { /F .

and

(7.7) Sp(f)(x) = { / .

We first introduce the Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space, defined via the above maximal
functions, as follows.

e ()| @}

tVe_t\/Z(f)(y)r @}2 .

Definition 7.1. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (7.1), and Sp as
in (7.7). The Sp-adapted Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space Hy s,(R™) is defined to be the
completion of the set

{Fe2®): fln, @ = ISp(DllLe@n < oo}

with respect to the quasi-norm || - ||z, sp(RP)-
In a similar way, the Sy-adapted, Ry-adapted, R p-adapted, Ny-adapted and Np-adapted
Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy spaces,

Hso,Sh(Rn)v HSD,Rh(Rn)’ Hso,RP(Rn)v Hso,Nh(Rn) and Hso,NP(Rn)
are also defined.

Following [4], let (¢—(L), ¢+ (L)) be the interior of the maximal interval of exponents
p € [1, o0], for which the family of operators, {\/tVe *}~q, is LP(R™) bounded. From [4,
Proposition 3.7], it follows that ¢_ (L) = p_(L) and ¢4+(L) > 2. Moreover, by [4, Corollary
3.8 and Proposition 3.9], we know that, for all ¢_(L) < p < q < q4+(L), the family of
operators, {\/fVe_tL }>0, satisfies the LP — L7 off-diagonal estimates.

For the operator Sp, we have the following boundedness.

Lemma 7.2. Let S, and Sp be respectively as in (7.6) and (7.7). Then, for all p €
(g—(L), q+(L)), both Sy, and Sp are bounded on LP(R™).

The proof of Lemma 7.2 follows from a similar method used for the vertical Lusin-area
function associated with the heat semigroup (see [4, Theorem 6.1]). We omit the details
here.

Lemma 7.3. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (7.1),

q € (¢-(L), min{qy (L), p+(L)})
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and M € N. Then, there exists a positive constant C such that, for all t € (0, 00), close
sets E, F C R"™ satisfying d(E, F) > 0 and f € LY(R™) with supp f C E,

oo 2 ds % ¢ 2M
. {A Mmz} <¢lazm] Moo

and

00 2 ds % ¢ 2M

Proof. We first prove (7.8). To this end, by the change of variable, we write

1

2 2
o0 d
(7.10) / z
0 Ly(F) ®

t 2 27\ M 2 ds % & ds %
/ SVe—s (M+1)L<I_e—tL) f 4 +{/ _}
0 La(F) § t s

=H+K.
For H, we deduce, from the binomial theorem, Assumption (B) and the fact when ¢ >
s, (ktVe~B)*L)(sve=s*(M+DL) gatisfies the L9 off-diagonal estimates in (kt)? (see, for

example, [41, Lemma 2.22]), that
t 2
(711) H 5 {/ Hsve—SZ(M-i-l)Lf‘ @}
0 La(F) s
t
—(kt)2L [ —s2(M+1)L
v s { [ (sewetre) (e
1
t 2 2
([ o)+
0 S S

t [d(E, F)2\ sds]? .M
+1Ss;1£M [/0 exp{—w} t—Q] }HfHLq(E) S [d(E, F)} £l La()-

Similarly, we have
2 ds 2
Lyr) $

Kg{l*
[/too exp {_[d(ES’izF)]z} <2_22>2M %] 5 I fllLa(e)

t

2M
< [m] TP

sVe=s'L (I — e_tzL)Mf

M
sVe L <t2Le_t2L) f

sVe 'L (I — e_t2L>Mf

A

[NIES

2 s2ds 2
La(F) t2s }

Sve—szL (e—szL o e—(sz+t2)L>Mf

AN
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which, together with (7.10) and (7.11), shows immediately that (7.8) holds. The proof of
(7.9) is similar to that of (7.8). We omit the details here. O

Now, we are in the position to state our first main result in this section.

Proposition 7.4. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (7.1), Sy and Sp
respectively as in (7.6) and (7.7). Assume further that o € RH(wingp, (1), ¢, (1)}/1(0)) (X)),
where I1(p) is as in (2.4). Then H, s, (R"), H, s, (R™) and Hy (R™) coincide with
equivalent quasi-norms.

Proof. We prove Proposition 7.4 by first showing that L*(R™) N H, s, (R") and L*(R"™) N
H,, 1(R"™) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms, whose proof is divided into two different
directions of inclusions. We first prove the inclusion L?*(R") N H,, s,(R") C L*(R™) N
H, (R"). Let f € L*(R") N Hy, s, (R™). For all x € R™, let

5p(f)(x) = { /F .

From the proof of [40, Lemma 5.4], we deduce that, for all x € R, §p(f)(a:) < Sp(f)(x),
which immediately implies that

(7.12) |50

dyd :
t2Le_t\/Z(f)(y)‘2 tg"‘lt} .

< n
Lony 1S (f)ll Lo @n)-

Moreover, by the L*(R")-boundedness of Sp (see, for example, [40, (5.15)]), we know that

|50

Lo S ISP 2@ny S 11 llz2@n)-

Thus, t2Le VI f € Tw(RT'l) NT? (R’}FH). Using the bounded H.o-functional calculus in
L?(R™), we see that f = FL,M(t2L€_t\/Zf) in L2(R"), where 7y, j is as in (4.2), which,
combining with Proposition 4.5 and (7.12), implies that

1l oy S [|2Ee™ES

~|[3e5)]

) S HfHH%sP(R”) < 0.

T (RYH) L (R™

This shows f € L?(R")NH,, 1 (R™) and hence the inclusion L*(R")NH,, s, (R™) C L?(R™)N
H, (R™).

Now, we prove the inclusion L*(R™) N Hy, (R™) C L*(R™) N Hy, s, (R™). To this end,
it suffices to show that the operator Sp is bounded from H, r,(R") to L¥(R™). Moreover,
by Corollary 4.7, we only need to show that, for any A € C and (¢, g, M, €)r-molecule «
associated with B,

(7.13) [ el sp0a)@) dr s ¢ (B L)

9y
HXBHL%D(]R”)

where ¢ € (p—(L),min{p4(L),q+(L)}), € € (0, o0) and M € N can be chosen sufficiently
large.
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To prove (7.13), we first write
| e Sia)w) d
< / K (:L« sp(1-cit)" (Aoz)(:z:)) da
4 / o <x Sp [I (1~ e—TBL)M] (Aa)(x)) de =T+ 7.

For I, let p1 € [I(¢), 1] and p2 € (0, i(¢)) such that ¢ is of uniformly upper type p; and
lower type py. By Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 2.4(i), we conclude that

(715) IS ZZ/ s ) <:17, |A|SP (I - e_r%L)M (Xs:(m)) (x)> dx

1€N jeN

<ZZ{/ w[ ¢ ‘G_T%L>M(Xsi<3>a><x>HxBuL¢(Rn)]“

1€N jeN

X (x, ¢> dx
HXB”L‘P(R")
M p2
+/ _ [Sp <I—e"‘2BL> (xs:()@) (ZE)HXBHLW(R")}
S;(2¢B)
A
oot # =B )

HXB”LV’(R" ieN jeN
We first estimate i] in the case when j € {0, ..., 4}. Let ¢ > 2 and
(7.16) q € (I(p)[r(@)', la+(D)]') N (p-(L), min{p (L), ¢+(L)})

such that (5.8) holds true. Let p € (q(¢), 00). Then ¢ € RH () (R") N AzR"). This, to-
p1

gether with Holder’s inequality, Lemma 7.3 and the L4(R™)-boundedness of the semigroup
{e7"}is0 for g € (p—(L), p+(L)), implies that

~ M q
Lij 3 {/ | [SP (I - e_rzBL> (Xsuma) (w)\\XB\\m(Rn)] }
55(2'B)
o [ <$ A ﬂ(%)’ L7
|29 B| /s, 2i ) 7\" IXBllLe @)

‘2Z+]B|(p1) IxB HLv Rn)

P ) IA|
< |l o (279 B] e / <a:, 7> dz p .
| HLQ(S ”XBHL“R ‘ ‘ { Sj(2iB)(p ”XBHLv(R")

NS
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From this, Definition 4.3 and Lemma 2.5(vii), we deduce that

~ . n_ng A
Ly g2 e (B’ HXB|"L‘ (R )> ’
(RN

g 1
when € > n(;} q).~
We now estimate I; ; in the case when j > 5. Similar to the case when j < 4, we first
have

i _pn A
(7.17) IZ iS22 ~ (Il M)HXBHLW R") |B|" @ ¢ (B, m>
P11
M q q
S;(2°B)
(it (PL _pr1 Al
oI Dy e gt <B, | > A P
H B||L<P(R )| 2 |’XBHL<P(R”) ( J)

For A; ;, since ¢ > 2, by the dual norm representation of the L2 (R™)-norm, we know that
there exists g € L(2)(R"), with ||g|| < 1, such that

L(%)I(R”)_
aam g~ d
8;j(2'B) |/T(z)

Al
ST

dydt}%

M
tVe tVL (I - e_rzBL> (XSi(B)a) (y)

[\
U
<
QU
~
—_
[N
Q=

M
tve VT (I G_T%L) (xsym)@) (v)

M
tve VT (I - €_T23L> (xsim)a) ()

1
/ / dydt | ?
2i(20-1—2k)r J S (21 B) t

x M(g)(y

M“
O [

A j+ Z Ai .k
k=0

where M denotes the classical Hardy-Littlewood maximal function.
To estimate A; j, we need the following subordination formula,

(7.19) eV = ¢ / —=e ~ du,

where C' is a positive constant. By using Holder’s inequality, (7.19), Minkowski’s in-
tegral inequality, the L(%)/(R”)—boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function
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95

and Lemma 7.2, we conclude that

(120) A < / [/ N
0 Rn\ (205 -2 B)
M

,S { H—Ve_H I—e_r2BL>

1
dt | *
X (xs;mya) (y) 7} du
Lo(RM\(2+7-2))

0o 2M
—u B —(i+7)M
s [T | dulalisn S 2 s

M
Ve tVE <I — e_r2BL> (XSZ-(B)O‘) (y)

We continue to estimate .ZZ j, k- Similar to the estimates for .ZZ j» we first conclude that

_ 00 0o
Aijk S / e " /
0 2i(20-1—2k)rp

2

2
ﬂ} du
L9(Sp(2'B)) T

o0 o L
< —Uu S
R W e

(e—sL _ e—(s+r%)L):|
4u(M+1)

1
2 2\ 2M 2
<T—B> @ du.
La(Sp(2iB)) \ ¥ s

By the L7 off-diagonal estimates (similar to the estimates used in (7.11)) and the change

4u

1

t2 M
Ve wl (I - e_TQBL>

X (XSi(B)a)

M

B

X (XSi(B)a)

_ itio. )2
of variable (let 5 := %%), we further find that
1
_ 00 (3] [2i+j7,B]2 r2 2M ds | 2
< —u = bl _B =
Aijk S HO‘HLQ(SAB))/O ‘ {[22'(22’12’“)7-3]2 eXp{ s(1+u) s s du
4u(M+1)
1
4u(M+1) (2itirg)2 2
< lla /‘X’ u /[Zi(2j12k)rB]2 e s r%s(l—i—u) Mg J
a . e R = ———a — u
~ L1(S;(B)) 0 0 (2Z+]TB)2 S

1
< 92(i+)M * o [ Y onr s ds) 2
<2 lallzags:(B)) ; (1+u)e e du

< 22(i+j)MHaHLq(S¢(B))’

which, together with (7.17), (7.18), (7.20) and Definition 4.3, implies that, when j > 5,

o n A
T, <o @Dy g BT (B, W > Ai )P
2 J HXB”[M(R )‘ ’ ¥ ||XBHL9°(R") ( 7.7)
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s b n A
~ ”XBHLAP(R )‘ ’ ¥ ||XBHL%0(R") H ”L (Si(B))
< 2—(i+j)101[2M+”(p?1—~)]2—iep1(’0 <B, |/\| > ‘
~ HXBHL%D(]R”)

Similar to the estimates for TZ j» we see that

INIZ,J, S 2—(i+j)P2[2M+”(p?2—j}2—iep2(’p <B, |/\| > :
HXBHLw(Rn)

which, combining with (7.15), implies that

(7.21) 1< (B ¢> .

" Ixslle @)

Also, by following the same way as the estimates for I, we know that J < (B, %),
which, together with (7.14) and (7.21), shows that (7.13) holds true.

The proof for the equivalence of H g, (R") and H, (R") is similar. We omit the
details here. This finishes the proof of Proposition 7.4. O

Now, we state the maximal function characterizations of H, r(R") as follows.

Theorem 7.5. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (7.1), Ry, Rp,
Ny, and Np respectively as in (7.2), (7.3), (7.4) and (7.5). Assume further that ¢ €
RH(min{p+(L),q+(L)}/I(<p))’(X): where I((,D) 1S as in (24) Then H¢’Rh(Rn), H%RP(RH),
Hy ny (R™), Hyp np(R™) and Hy, 1 (R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

Remark 7.6. Theorem 7.5 completely covers [46, Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.1] by
taking ¢ as in (1.1) with w = 1 and ® concave.

To prove Theorem 7.5, we need a good-\ inequality concerning the non-tangential maz-
imal function and the truncated Lusin-area function associated with the heat semigroup.
More precisely, let o € (0, 00) and 0 < € < R < oo. For all f € L?(R") and z € R, the
truncated Lusin-area function S}’ R’a, associated with the heat semigroup, is defined by
setting,

e, R, z) =
(7.22) S () { /pm)

where T5 7 (2) := {(y,t) € R" x (¢, R) : |y — 2| < at}. We have the following good-\
inequality.

2 2 dyd :
tve L (f)y)| ;;f} ,

Lemma 7.7. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (7.1). Assume that
e, R € (0,00) with ¢ < R. Then, there exist positive constants ey and C, indepen-
dent of € and R, such that, for all v € (0, 1], A, s € (0, 00) and f € L*(R™) satisfying
INa(F) | Lo mny < 00,

o({rems i B (0@ > 2 M@ <A} s)
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1
€7R7§

< Oy <{az eR": S E(f)(2) > )\} , s> .

Proof. Lemma 7.7 can be proved by using the same method as in the proof of [72, Lemma
3.3], where a good-\ inequality was established in the setting of the strongly Lipschitz
domain of R™. In the present situation, the proof is more simple, since we do not need to
take care of the boundary condition and the diameter of the domain. Here, in order to
avoid redundancy, we only give an outline for the proof of Lemma 7.7. Let

1
O:={zreR": S;’R’ 2 (f)(xz) > oo}
From the L?(R")-boundedness of S}, we deduce that |O| < oo. By using Whitney’s
covering lemma, we see that there exists a family {Q;}; of dyadic cubes, with the lengths
{l;};, satisfying that

(i) O =U;Qj and {Q;}; are disjoint;
(ii) 2Q; C O and 4Q; N O° # 0.

By this, to show the desired conclusion of Lemma 7.7, we only need to prove that, for all
Js

129 ¢ ({re@: S HN@ > 2 M@ <0 5) £700 (@500,

Moreover, for all z € @; and z; € 4Q; N OE, using the fact that Friax{mlj’e}(x) C
20

Frfax{wlj’e} (x;) and the definition of O, we conclude that
2

max iy € L
(7.24) Syt d om0y < A,

1
Thus, if € > 10l;, we know that, for all x € Q;, S;’ 20 (f)(x) < A, which contracts with

1
the condition S, 20 (f)(x) > 2X. This implies that Q; = 0. Hence, (7.23) holds in this

1 €101, L
case. If e < 10l;, from the fact that, for all z € R", SZ’R’ (f)(x) <8 10031 2 (f)(z) +

R L
S}ILOIJ’R’ 2 (f)(x), (7.24) and Lemma 2.5(viii), we deduce that, to prove (7.23), it suffices

to prove that, for all j,

(7.25)

{xe Q;iNF: S H () a) > A}\ <22(0,1,

where F := {z € R" : Nip(f)(xz) < vA}. We prove (7.25) by dividing two cases. If
€ > 5l;, then similar to the proof of [72, Lemma 3.4] (replace the strong Lipschitz domain
2 and the non-tangential maximal function therein respectively by R™ and the present

version of the non-tangential maximal function in (7.4)), we conclude that, for all z € R,

¢ R L
S, 3 () (x) S Nu(f)(z), which, combining with the definition of F', shows that

/ |:Se,10lj,210 2 2 )
s (f)(xﬂ s [ W@ e S NG
QjﬂF QjﬂF
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This, together with Chebyshev’s inequality, implies the validity of (7.25). For the case
when € < 5l;, let G := {(y,t) € R" x (¢,10;) : d(y,Q; N F) < %}. From (7.22) and
Fubini’s theorem, we infer that

2
€, 1015, 55 . 2
/Q . {sh <f><x>] d = //G EVuly, 0 dydt,

where u(y, t) := e "L (f)(y). To estimate Jo tIVuly, ) dy dt, we need to introduce some
smooth cut-off function defined on a fatter truncated cone. More precisely, let

Gy = {(y,t) e R" x (g zozj) L d(y,Q;NF) < %}

and n € C§°(Gy) satisfying n =1 on G, 0 <7 < 1 and [|[V7|peq,) S 1 (see also the

Nt

proof of [40, Lemma 5.4]). Then, by the ellipticity condition, we see that

/ £ Vuly, ) dydt < / [V uly, )2 n(y, 1) dy di
G G1

< §Re/ tA(y)Vu(y, t)Vu(y, t)n(y, t) dy dt =: Rel.
G1

Using Leibniz’s rule, the definition of L and the fact that duu(y, t) = —2tLu(y, t), we
know that

- / EAQ)Vuly, V), D) dy dt — / tA(y) Vuly, )alg, V(. ) dy dt
G1 G1

= /G tLu(y,t)(nu)(y, t) dy dt — / tA(y)Vu(y, thuly, t)Vn(y,t) dy dt

G1
1 - -
=3 | ot dyd— [ tA@)Tuly.0ulr.0F00. 0 dy
1 1
1
= —=I; - J.
5l
Thus, from the fact that 8 (|u(y,t)?) = 2Re(8yu(y,t))u(y,t), the integral by parts and
n € C§°(G1), we deduce that

1
Rel = —%6511 — ReJ

_ _i/Gl Ay (July, 1)[?) n(y,t) dy dt — Re /Gl tA(y)Vu(y, tuly, )Vn(y, t) dy dt

1

3 [l Pomy. ) dyde —Re | A)Vuly, Oy V700 dy
G1\G G1\G

=: 12 + 13.

The remainding estimates for Iy and I3 are obtained by using a decomposition of the set
G1 \ G, the properties of the cut-off function 7, Besicovith’s covering lemma and a Cac-
cioppoli’s inequality (see, for example, [72, (3.29)-(3.33)] for the detail calculations). We
then conclude that Iy +1I3 < (vA)?|Q4|. This, together with an application of Chebyshev’s
inequality, implies the validity of (7.25), which completes the proof of Lemma 7.7. O
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With the help of Lemma 7.7, we now prove Theorem 7.5.
Proof of Theorem 7.5. We first prove the following equivalence relationships
Hy »,(R") = Hy n;, (R") = Hyp, L(R").

The proof is divided into the following three steps.

Step 1. L*(R")N H, n;, (R™) C L2 (R™) N Hy, L (R"). Let f € L2(R™)N H,, u;, (R™). For
any 0 < € < R < oo and v € (0,1], by Lemma 2.4(ii), Fubini’s theorem and Lemma 7.7,
we conclude that

Loz s 5 n@) do

N/m¢<{x eR": ST (f)(a) >t},t>%
0
dt

~ /ooo ? <{ eR": 55T () (@) >, Nulf)(e) < w} | t> dt

t

t

s [Te(foer st i@ > 51 0)

+/Ooocp({a:€]R": Nu(f)(x) > ~t}, t)%

+/°°<,o<{xeR": Ni(F) () >t} 1) L
0

By the change of variables and the fact that ¢ is of uniformly upper type 1, we further
see that

(7.26) / K <x sofean f)(x)) da

5760/00090<{$6an S;’R’%(f)(x) >t},t>%

1 [ n dt
+;/0 oz € R": Nu(F)(@) > 1}, 1)

s [ e(n s ow) dor s [ o M) b

Moreover, using an argument similar to that used in the proof of [74, Lemma 7.7], we
conclude that, for all 0 < o < f < o0 and s € (0, c0),

[oe(esptom) don [ o(asi™ (@) de

From this and (7.26) with ~ sufficient small, it follows that

/nSD <x, S;’R(f)(x)> dr < /n o (z, Nu(f)(z)) da.
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Letting ¢ =+ 0 and R — oo, we immediately know that

n

[ e sin@) drs [ oo MlH) do

which implies that || f{|z,, s, (RY) S HfHH%Nh ®ny- Thus, L*(R™) N Hy, v, (R™) € L2(R™) N
H,, 1(R™).
Step 2. L?(R™) N Hy, ®, (R") C L*(R") N Hy z, (R™). Let f € L2(R") N Hy, g, (R™).

1

By their definitions (see (7.2) and (7.3)), we see that N2 (f) < Rp(f). Moreover, similar
to [46, Lemma 5.3], we conclude that, for any 0 < a < 8 < o0,

INE ()l ey ~ [NE ()]

Le(Rn)’
which immediately implies that

S IR e ) -
Le (Rn)

IR e ~ [ )

This establishes the inclusion L?(R"™) N H,, &, (R™) C L*(R™) N Hy, y, (R™).

Step 3. L?(R") N H, (R") C L*(R™) N H, w, (R™). Let f e L?(R™) N H, (R"). By
Theorem 4.9 and Lemma 5.7, it suffices to prove that, for any A € C and (¢, q, M, €)1-
molecule « associated with the ball B,

A
(7.27) [ oo Rt do s ¢ (B 2.
n X Bl Le ®n)
where € € (0,00) and M € N can be chosen sufficient large. The estimate (7.27) can be
proved by using Assumption (B); see, for example, the proof of (4.8). We omit the details.
From Steps 1 though 3, we deduce that

L*(R™) N Hy, (R") = L*(R™) N Hy, v, (R™) = LA(R™) N Hy, z, (R™)
with equivalent quasi-norms, which, together with the fact that
L*(R™) N Hy, (R™Y), L*(R™) N Hy, p;, (R™) and L*(R™) N H, g, (R")

are, respectively, dense in Hy, (R"), Hy, z; (R™) and Hy, z, (R™), and a density argu-
ment, then implies that the spaces Hy, (R™), Hy, a5 (R™) and Hy, %, (R™) coincide with
equivalent quasi-norms The proof for the equivalence relationships that H, p(R") =
Hy, np(RY) = Hy rp(R™) is similar, we omit the details here. This finishes the proof
of Theorem 7.5. O

7.2 Boundedness of the Riesz transform VI /2

In this subsection, we study the boundedness of the Riesz transform VL ~1/2 associated

with L on H, (R") for i(¢) € (37,1, and the associated weak boundedness at the

endpoint i(p) = ;5. Our main result is as follows.
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Theorem 7.8. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (7.1). Let I(p), i(p),
q(p) and r(p) be, respectively, as in (2.4), (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7).
(i) If r(p) > (W)’, then VL2 is bounded from H, (R") to L¥(R").
(11) If Z((p) S (ni—l—l’l]’ q((‘p) < _T:Z_(:pl) and T((,O) > (mln{PJré(Lw))ylPr(L)})/’ then VL_1/2 is
bounded from Hy, 1 (R™) to H,(R™).

To prove Theorem 7.8, we need a new molecular characterization of the classical
Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space H,(R™).

Similar to [42, Theorem 4.11], we have the following molecular characterization of
H,(R™).

Proposition 7.9. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 and q € (1, 0c0). Assume that s € N

satisfying s > Ln[% —1]], € € (max{n + s, nz((z))} —7,00), q(p) € [1, q) and r(p) >

= g(<p) where i(p), q(p) and r(p) are respectively as in (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7). Then,
Hg’ > (R™) and Hy(R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

The proof of Proposition 7.9 is similar to that of [42, Theorem 4.11]. We omit the
details here. Observe that, in [42, Theorem 4.11], the ranges of the exponents may be
different from those of Proposition 7.9. More precisely, in [42, Theorem 4.11], the authors
want to relax the range of the Musielak-Orlicz function ¢, by narrowing the range of the
exponent q. However, in the present case, we need more wider range of q.

Proof of Theorem 7.8. The proof of (i) depends on Theorem 4.8 and Lemma 5.7. We
only need to show that, for any A € C and (¢, q, M, €)r-molecule « (with M and e large
enough) associated with the ball B,

(7.28) /n © (:17, VL_1/2()\oz)(:17)) dr < @ (B, %) .

Using the L9(R™)-boundedness of VL2 for all ¢ € (p_(L), q+(L)) and the following
off-diagonal estimates that

~1/2 et t M
[ 0= e 5 TR} 100

and

¢ M
v S Wl

for closed sets E, F' C R™ with d(E, F') > 0, we conclude (7.28) by using the same method
as in (5.7). This shows (i).

To prove (ii), let ¢ € (p—(L), p+(L)). For any (¢, q, M, €)-molecule « associated with
B, similar to [74, (7.34)], we infer that there exists a large enough positive constant €
such that, for all j € Z,

HVL 12 (tLeth) f(

(7.29) [V <277 Bl x5 ;L gy

La(5;(B))
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Moreover, since 1 < q(p) < 7i7i(p), we know s := Ln['f((i)) — 1]] = 0, which, together

with the fact that (see, for example, the proof of [46, Theorem 7.4] when ¢ is an Orlicz
function)

VL Y2(a)(z)dz =0,
RTL
immediately implies that, for each (¢, g, M, €)r-molecule m associated with the ball B,

VL Y%(a) is a (g, q, 0, €)-molecule associated with the same ball B. This, together with
the assumptions q(p) < nLHi(gp), r(p) > (W)
that VL™'/2 is bounded from H,, 1(R") to H,(R"), which completes the proof of (ii) and

hence Theorem 7.8. O

" and Proposition 7.9, implies

Now, we establish the weak boundedness of VL™1/2 at the endpoint i(¢) = 47~ Before
stating our conclusions, we first recall some necessary definitions.

Definition 7.10. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2, ) € S(R") satisfying suppy C B(0, 1)
and [, ¥(x)de = 1. The weak Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space W H,(R™) is defined to be
the set {f € S"(R") : || fllwa,@n) < 00}, where

I £llw i, (rmy

sup by * f

te(0, 0o)

HWL%P(R")

= inf{/\ €(0,00): sup ¢ <{:17 eR™: sup |[(¢Yy* f)(x)| > 77}, ﬂ) < 1}
n€(0, 00) #€(0, 00) A

and, for all ¢ € (0, 0o) and z € R", ¥y (z) := t7"(F).

Theorem 7.11. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (7.1). Assume that

i(p), 1(), q() and r(p) are respectively as in (2.5), (2.4), (2.6) and (2.7). If i(p) = ;15

is attainable, o € A1 (R™), I(p) € (0, 1) and r(p) > (W)’, then VL™ is
bounded from Hy, 1 (R™) to WH,(R").

Remark 7.12. Theorem 7.8 completely covers [46, Theorems 7.1 and 7.4] by taking ¢ as
in (1.1) with w = 1 and ® concave. Theorem 7.11 completely covers [19, Theorem 1.2] by
taking o(z,t) := t™/ ("1 for all x € R” and t € [0, o).

To prove Theorem 7.11, we need the following superposition principle of weak type
estimates.

Lemma 7.13. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 satisfying I(¢) € (0, 1), where I(p) is as in
(2.4). Assume that {a;}; is a sequence of measurable functions and {\;}; C C such that
there exists a sequence {Bj}; of balls, it holds that

Zgo(B» %) <00

7 7 ||XBj||Lw(Rn
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Moreover, if there exists a positive constant C' such that, for alln € (0, co) and j € N,

(7.30) o({z €R™: |Nay(a)] > 1}, 1) < Cop (B, L)
X B; | e (m)

Then, there exists a positive constant C such that, for all n € (0, c0),

ollcer ZIAII% ) >nb.n <CZ( #)

" IxB; Lo @n)

Proof. For any given n € (0,00), let E := U;{z € R": |\j||aj(x)| > n}. From (7.30), we
deduce that

(731) @(B,n) S Y e{z eR": |Nllag(@)| >}, n) Zs@( ¢>

- " lxs; | e ey

which is desired. On the other hand, taking p; € (I(¢), 1), then we know that ¢ is of
uniformly upper type p;. This, together with Chebyshev’s inequality and (7.30), implies
that

N

o< EE: ZIAII% N >ng,n I\jaj ()| (e, n) de

2
1S Jern: |\jlla; (@)|<n)

n
<%Z/o p({z € R": |Njllaj(x)] > 0}, ) dt

L[ e ( Al >
< = £ dt B;, ——1
Nn/o 9 ;“” ” s e

A:
¥ (m ),

J

HXB]‘HL‘P(R”)

which, together with (7.31), implies the desired estimates and hence completes the proof
of Lemma 7.13. O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 7.11.

Proof of Theorem 7.11. To prove this theorem, let ¢ € (p_(L), min{p4 (L), ¢+(L)}). We
first claim that it suffices to show that, for all A € C and each (¢, ¢, €, M)r-molecules «
associated with the ball B (with € and M large enough) and all n € (0, o0),

(7.32) ¢ <{x ER": sup (¢t % <VL_1/2(Aa)> (:c))( > 77} , 77) <o <B, L) .

>0 X Bl Lo ®n)

Indeed, if (7.32) holds true, then for all f € L2(R")NH,, 1(R"), by Theorem 4.8, we know
that, there exist a sequence {);}; C C and a sequence {«;}; of (¢, ¢, M, €)r-molecules
associated with the balls {B;}; such that f = > ;\ja; in L?(R™) and 1f e, L@y ~
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A({Xja;};). Moreover, by the assumption that I(p) < 1, the change of variable and
Lemma 7.13, we infer that

1727 e

:inf{)\e (0, 00) :

sup ¢ ({aj eR": sup (% * !Z /\jVLl/z(ozj)]) (x)| > 77} , ) < 1}
n€(0, 00) te(0, 00) F;
= inf{)\ € (0, 00) :

sup ¢ [ ¢z €eR": sup Py * Z ﬁVL_l/z(aj) () >np,n| <1
7€ (0, 00) t€(0, ) A

< inf {)\ € (0, 00) : Z(p <B- L) < 1} ~ A ({)‘jaj}j> ~ N fllm,, L@y
J

7 Mixs; |l e @)

>3

which, together with a density argument, implies that VL~/2 is bounded from H, (R™)
to WH,(R™). This shows the claim.

Now, we turn to the proof of (7.32). Let p; € [I(¢),1) be a uniformly upper type of .
Then

(e oo o]0} o
<[ (o o o] )
<L L o e of o)
A
¥ <x7 HXB”L%O(R”)> o

A
SJ/ © <x, L) dx
16B ”XBHLv(Rn)

p1
_ Al
+ sup Py x |VL 120/ (2 n <x, —— | dx
Lo {tem,oo)‘(t (2] ) @ Iallren o (o
= A+ B.

Without loss of generality, we may only estimate BB, the estimate for A being similar and
simpler. Let ¢ > 2 and ¢ be as in (7.16) such that (5.8) holds true. Let g € (¢(p), 00).
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Then ¢ € RH(_v) (R")NAZ(R"). Moreover, from [4, Theorem 4.2], we know that VL 1/2is
P1

bounded on L9(R™), which, together with Holder’s inequality and the L4(R"™)-boundedness
of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M, implies that

_ q
S el { [ [M(v272@) @] e}
Ly oy 1
1 |A| >:|(p1) (Pl) (i)/
X [T T d B Pr1
{|16B| 65 [“’ (”“’ 5o v 1Bl

P

L /\| i
< p1 n al\T qu}q <B7 |7> B .
S Ixsllze ey {/163[ ()] 4 IXBlLe®n) -

Using Definition 4.3, we further see that B < ¢(B ¢) Thus, we have

» Ixsllze @n)

P1
q

(7.33) @ ({x € 16B: tes((l)l,lzo) ‘ (wt * [VL_I/z()\a)D (m)‘ > 77} , 77)

5(3, Al >
HXBHL%D(]R”)

Now, we turn to the case that = € (16B)C. For all i € {5, 6, ...}, let

L:i=¢ <{x € Si(B) : te?(;u: ) Uy * {VL_1/2()\04)} (az)‘ > g} , 77)

and

Ji=¢ <{:17 € (16B)B : sup ‘% * <VL_1/2(/\a)> (ZE)‘ > g} , 77) .

te|rp, 00)
Assume that S;(B) := 271 B\ 2072B and S;(B) := 2't2B\ 23 B. It is easy to see that,

for all z € S;(B), t € (0, rp) and |y — 2| < ¢, it holds that y € S;(B). Thus, similar to the
estimate for B, we conclude that

L S ¢ (SiB), M (x5, VL * (M) ()

S {/51-(3) VL) (@) dx}

which, together with (7.29), further implies that

2|

- Al >
2ZB q X n <2ZB7 Uy 2l omny ’
12'B| "7 | BT rny © X8l Lo mm)

. Pl _ _rn ) ’)\’
I, < 2-%or B o |2iB| . (2’3, 7>
i Bl Ixal 2wy 2Bl IxslZs @ e xsllze@n
< 2_2‘[50;01—1—%—7@90 <B ¢>
~ X Bl Le ®m)
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where ¢ € (0,00) is a sufficiently large constant. Thus, we conclude that

(7.34) dYLise (B %) .

ieN 7 ”XBHLW(R"

We now estimate J. For all z € R", let

/Si(B) tl" {w <$ ;y> —Y (m _t:EB)} VL2 (Ma) (y) dy

For all j € N, y € Si(B), t € [227Yrp, 2rp), |xr —y| < t or |[v — x| < t, we have
|t —xp| < |z —y|+|y — 2| < (2° +2/)rp. Thus, x € (2 +27)B. This, together with the
mean value theorem, Holder’s inequality and (7.29), implies that, there exists a sufficiently
large constant €y such that

Fi(x) :== sup

te[rp, o0)

1 Yy—TpB
B Som o xprmp() [Vl L
JEN te[2i—1rp, 2irp) siB) t t
x [VL7Y2 () (9)] dy
2'rp i ol ~1/2
< |\|su su i roivm () ———— |21 B|7 |VL™Y2(a
SWswp - swp X (@) g, e | ()] .

2—j(n+1)

i -1
S [A[sup sup X(2i+2J)B($) 270 HXBHLw(Rn)

JeEN te[2i—1rp,2irg)

=: Cp|A| sup sup X(2i+2j)3(x)2_j("+1)

i 1
. . 270 ”XBHLw(Rn) )
JjeEN tg[2i-1rg,2irg)

where Cj is a positive constant independent of ¢ and z. Let

jo = max {j € N: G277 D27 ||y || 7] gy > g}

We know that, for all x € [(QZ + 270) B]C,
Fi(w) < GolA 70027 g gy <

which immediately implies that

{a; € (16B) : |Fy(z)| > g} C (2" +27) B.

Thus, from the assumption that i(y) is attainable and ¢ € A;(R™), we infer that

® <{:17 € (16B)C . Fi(z) > g} ) 77)

5 © <(2Z + 2]0) B7 2—j0(n+1)2—ig0 |)\| >
x5l Le @n)



MUSIELAK-ORLICZ-HARDY SPACES 67

< g—do(n+1)ilp) 9 —icoi(y) (2 + 2;‘0)“ 0 <37 ¢>
IxBllLe ®n)
< g-dol(n+Vile)—nlg-iEni(e)n, < B, L)
HXBHLW(R”)

which, together with i(¢p) implies that

_ n
 n+l0

C. n < 9—i(Ei(p)—n) ¢
¥ <{$ € (16B)" : Fi(z) > 2} : 77) ~2 v <B’ x5l Le@ny )

By this, together with Proposition 7.9 and the fact that [, VL Y2(\)(z)dz = 0, we find

that
i rT—y\ r—xp
frne 2 (1) =2 ()

oo

J < <{3: € (16B)E : Z sup

i—5 LElrB,00)

x VL~ 1/2 (M) (y)‘ > 77}7 77)
<Y g, <B _ ) ~ (B L) .
=5

" IxBllLe @ " IxsllLe@n)

This, combined with (7.33) and (7.34), implies that (7.32) holds true, which completes the
proof of Theorem 7.11. O

8 The Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space associated with the
Schrodinger operator

In this section, we establish several equivalent characterizations of the Musielak-Orlicz-
Hardy space H,, 1(R") associated with the Schrédinger operator L := —A 4V, where 0 <
V e Ll (R"), in terms of the Lusin-area function associated with the Poisson semigroup of
L, the non-tangential and the radial maximal functions associated with the heat semigroup
generated by L, and the non-tangential and the radial maximal functions associated with
the Poisson semigroup generated by L. Moreover, we also consider the boundedness of
the associated Riesz transform on H, r,(R™).

Let

(8.1) L:=-A+V

be a Schrodinger operator, where 0 < V € LllOC (R™). Since V is a nonnegative function,
from the Feynman-Kac formula, we deduce that the kernel of the semigroup e *X, hy,
satisfies that, for all ¢ € (0,00) and z, y € R™,

a2
0 < hy(,y) < (4rt) "2 exp {_%}
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Thus, L satisfies Assumptions (A) and (B) with £ =1, p;, = 1 and g7, = co. Moreover, L
satisfies Assumptions (H;) and (Hsz) as in Section 5.

For all f € L?(R") and = € R", define the Lusin-area function Sp associated with the
Poisson semigroup of L by

Sp(f)(@) = { I,

Similar to Definition 4.1, we introduce the space H, g,(R") as follows.

1/2
_ 2 dy dt
VLV f(y)| ti’H} .

Definition 8.1. Let ¢ be as in Definition 2.2 and L as in (8.1). A function f € L*(R")
is said to be in H, g, (R") if Sp(f) € L#(R™); moreover, define

16 5, @) = ISP ()|l o) o= in {A € (0,00) : / o <$ w> dr < 1} .

The Sp-adapted Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space Hy, s,(R"™) is defined to be the completion
of Hy, 5, (R™) with respect to the quasi-norm || - HH%SP (R7)-

For any f € L?(R") and = € R", let

NP = s [ THAG)| Ne(f)@) = s Vi)

yEB(z,t), t€(0,00) yEB(x,t), t€(0,00) ‘

9

Ra(f)(@) = sup [e H(f)(@)| and Rp(f)(2) == sup |e”VE(f)().
te(0,00) te(0,00)

Definition 8.2. Let L and ¢ be as in (8.1) and Definition 2.2, respectively. A function
f € L*(R") is said to be in Hy y;, (R™) if M (f) € L?(R™); moreover, let ”f”H%Nh(R") =
[Nu ()l e mny- The Ny-adapted Musielak-Orlicz-Hardy space Hy, p;, (R™) is defined to be
the completion of ]?I%Nh (R™) with respect to the quasi-norm || - HH%Nh (R")-

The spaces Hy np(R™), Hy w, (R™) and Hy, g, (R™) are respectively defined in a similar
way.

Now, we give the following equivalent characterizations of H, r(R") in terms of maximal
functions associated with L.

Theorem 8.3. Assume that ¢ and L are as in Definition 8.2. Then
H%L(Rn)? H%-/\/'}L(Rn) H%NP(Rn)v H%Rh(Rn)v HSD,RP(RH) and H%SP(RH)
coincide with equivalent quasi-norms.

Remark 8.4. Theorem 8.3 generalizes [74, Theorem 7.4] by extending the range of
the considered weights. More precisely, The radial and non-tangential maximal func-
tion characterizations of H, r(R™) were obtained in [74, Theorem 7.4] under the as-
sumption ¢ € RHy/p_(,)(R™). However, in the above Theorem 8.3, the assumption
¢ € RHy/po— () (R™) is not needed.
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Proof of Theorem 8.3. The proof of Theorem 8.3 is divided into the following six steps.
Step 1. Hgo L(R™) C H@ A (R™). Let M and ¢ be as in Theorem 5.4. By the proof

of Theorem 5.4, we know that H (]R”) and H g‘[ Lq at(}R") coincide with equivalent quasi-

norms. Thus, we only need to prove H N 7 RY) C H 0. N, (R™). To this end, similar to the
proof of (5.7), it suffices to show that “for any A € C and (¢, ¢, M)-atom « associated
to the ball B,

[ e @aia)@) do < o (BN ol )

From the L?(R™)-boundedness of N, similar to the proof of (5.7), it follows that the
above estimate holds true. We omit the details here.

Step 2. H@ N, (R™) C H<p R, (R™), which is deduced from the fact that, for all f €
L2(R") and z € BY, Ry(f)(x) < No() @)

Step 3. H, R, (R”) C Hy, »p(R™), whose proof is similar to that of Step 3 in the proof
of [74, Theorem 7.4]. We omit the details here.

Step 4. Iio rp(R") C ﬁeo,Np (R™), whose proof is similar to that of Step 4 in the proof
of [74, Theorem 7.4], and hence we omit the details here.

Step 5. Hgo Np(R™) C Hgo sp(R™), whose proof is similar to that of [74, Proposition
7.6]. We omit the details here.

Step 6. H@,SP(R ) C Hgo L(Rn)

Let f € ﬁ% sp(R™). Then tvVLe VEf ¢ T, (R1), which, together with Proposition

4.5(ii), implies that 7TL7M(t\/E€_t\/Zf) € H, (R") N L*(R"). Furthermore, from the Ho,
functional calculus, we infer that

C
() T, M(t\/fe‘“/zf)

= Cary

in L2(R"), where 5’(M) is a positive constant such that 6’(M) I $2M+1) o=ty o=t % =1
and C(yy) is as in (4.3). This, combined with 7TL7M(t\/E€_t\/Zf) € Hy (R"™), implies that

f € H, (R"). Therefore, we know that ﬁ% sp(R™) C ]?LP,L(]R”).
From Steps 1 though 6, we deduce that

H%L(Rn)? H%Nh (Rn)v H%Rh (Rn)v HSD,RP (Rn)v H%/\/P (Rn) and H% Sp (Rn)
coincide with equivalent quasi-norms, which, together with the fact that
ﬁ%L(Rn)v ﬁso,/\fh (Rn)’ ﬁ%Rh (Rn)’ ﬁ%RP (Rn)’ ﬁ%NP (Rn) and ﬁ% Sp (Rn)

are, respectively, dense in H,, 1,(R™), H, n;, (R™), Hy », (R™), Hy »p(R™), Hy zp (R™) and
H, s, (R™), and a density argument, then implies that the spaces H, .(R"), Hy, n; (R™),
Hy, r,(R™), Hy »p(R™), Hy pp (R™) and Hy, 5, (R™) coincide with equivalent quasi-norms,
which completes the proof of Theorem 8.3. O

From now on, we study the boundedness of VL~/2 on H, (R™). Similar to Theorem
7.8, we have the following conclusions.
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Theorem 8.5. Let ¢ and L be as in Definition 2.2 and (8.1), respectively. Assume that
VL~Y2 is bounded on L"(R™) for all v € (1,pg) with some py € (2,00). Let i(p), q(p)
and r(p) be, respectively, as in (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7).

(i) If r(¢) > (po/I(p)), then VL™V is bounded from H, ,(R™) into L#(R™).

(ii) If i(e) € (31,10, g((j)) € (1,2 and r(p) > (po/q())’, then VL2 is bounded
from Hy, 1 (R™) into H,(R™).

Proof. The proof of Theorem 8.5(i) is similar to that of Theorem 7.8(i). We omit the details
here. Now we prove (ii). Let f € H, (R") N L*(R") and M € N with M > %(‘Z]((:g)))
Then there exist ps € (0,i(¢)) and qo € (¢(p), o0) such that M > %(g—g), ¢ is of uniformly
lower type ps and ¢ € Ay (R™). Moreover, by Proposition 5.4, we know that there exist
{Aj}; € C and a sequence {a;}; of (¢, ¢, M)r-atoms such that f =3 \ja; in L?(R™)
and || fllg,, ,@&n) ~ ”fHHf,f,Iﬁ(R”)' Moreover, we know that VL~1/2(f) = > A\ VL2 (a )
in L2(R™).

Let a be a (¢, ¢, M)L-atom associated with the ball B. For i € Z, let x; = Xxg,(B),
Xi = 1S:(B)|"txi, my = fSi(B) VL Y%(a)(z)dx and M; := VL™ 2(a)x; — m;iX;. Then
we have

(8.2) VL V2(a) =) M+ Y miXi
=0 =0

For j € Z4, let Nj := 32 ;M- By an argument similar to that used in the proof of [45,
Theorem 6.3], we know that [p., VL Y%(a)(x) dx = 0, which, together with (8.2), yields

VL (@) =Y M+ > Nipt (Xt — Xa) -
i=0 i=0
Obviously, for all 1 € Z,

(8.3) supp M; € 2711 B and M;(x)dx = 0.
R?’L

When i € {0, ..., 4}, by Holder’s inequality and the L9(R")-boundedness of VL~1/2,
we conclude that

1/q
(8.4) HMiHLq(Rn) < {/ |VL_1/2a($)|q dl‘} + {/ |m2)z2($)|q dl‘}
Si(B) Si(B)

S llallzany S 1BIY X572 @n)-

1/q

Moreover, similar to (7.29), we know that, for all ¢ € N with ¢ > 5,

(8.5) Millageny % ||V o 27 B ey
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Furthermore, by ¢ € RHp,/q(0)y (R"), We see that there exist ¢ € (2,pp) and ¢ €
(q(¢),00) such that ¢ € Az(R™) N RH4/z(R™). From this, Hélder’s inequality, (8.4) and
(8.5), it follows that, for all i € Z; and t € (0, 00),

e B.0) ™ [ M@l do

2 Q)

1
{ et ® ach ™
2i+1 B

i —1
<feenma) [ @i
—920i a _5 _q
< 279 | B| || g | 7 o 125 B,
which implies that

—(2M+ 1) _
(8:6) 1Ml 3 g1y S 27 xB1 2 -

Then by (8.3) and (8.6), we conclude that, for each i € Z;, M; is a constant multiple of
a (¢, ¢, 0)-atom. Moreover, from (8.5), it follows that > 2, M; converges in LI(R™).
Now we estimate [|Ni+1(Xi+1 — Xi)llLarn) With i € Zy. By Holder’s inequality and
(8.4), we see that
. 1 ey . 1
(8.7) INit1(Rit1 = Xi)ll pageny S INiga|[2B]70 S D fmypa|[2°B[
j=i+l

o0
RIS B B
S > 2Bl 7Bl VL al pags, )
j=i+1
1 _
< 2_2kM’B‘q ”XBHLi(]Rn)'

From this and Hélder’s inequality, similar to the proof of (8.6), we deduce that, for all
1€ Ly,
~ ~ —(2M+2)i -

(88) N1 (Rt = %)l g iy S 27T sl h gy
which, together with [5. (Xi+1(2) — Xi(z)) dz = 0 and supp (Yi+1 — xi) C 2°7' B, implies
that, for each i € Z, Nj+1(Xi+1—Xi) is a constant multiple of a (¢, ¢, 0)-atom. Moreover,
by (8.7), we see that Y ;2 Nit1(Xi+1 — Xi) converges in LI(R™).

Thus, (8.2) is an atomic decomposition of VL™'/2a and, furthermore, by (8.6), (8.8),

the uniformly lower type ps property of ¢ and M > 3( g—g — %), we know that

(89 Y 0 (2B Ml g gy) + D @ (27BN (it = ) g i)
1€ 4 1€2 4
i —(2M+2)i - —(2M+2 k
S e (27 B2 M gl ) S 3 2 Gk <,
1€Z 4 1€2 4
Replace a by a; and, consequently, we then denote M;, N; and ; in (8.2), respectively,
by M; i, N; i and x; ;. Similar to (8.2), we know that

o

VLTV =30 MM+ )Y ANy int (Rt — Xg,i);
=0

j =0 j o=
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where, for each j and ¢, M; ; and Nj ;+1(Xj i+1 — Xj,i) are constant multiples of (¢, g, 0)-
atoms and the both summations hold true in L¢(R™) and hence in §'(R™). Moreover, from
(8.9) with B, M;, Niy1(Xi+1—Xi) replaced, respectively, by Bj, M; i, Nj iv1(Xj,i+1—Xj,1),
we deduce that

A({Mj,i}5.0) + AAN; i1 (Ko — X5, 33,0) S AEXasd) S Mm@ -

By this, we conclude that HVL_I/Q(f)HHW(Rn) S Il a,, ey, which, together with the
fact that Hy,, r(R™) N L?*(R™) is dense in H, 1(R") and a density argument, implies that
VL~'/2 is bounded from H, 1,(R") to H,(R™). This finishes the proof of Theorem 8.6. [

Moreover, similar to Theorem 7.11, for the Riesz transform VL ~1/2 associated with the

Schrodinger operator L, we also have the following endpoint boundedness.

Theorem 8.6. Let ¢ and L be respectively as in Definition 2.2 and (8.1), and i(p), I(p),
q(p) and r(p) be respectively as in (2.5), (2.4), (2.6) and (2.7). Assume that VL~/?
is bounded on L"(R™) for all r € (1,pg) with some py € (2,00), and ¢ € A;(R™) N
RH(py/q()y (R"). If i(p) = 15 is attainable and I(p) € (0, 1), then VL2 is bounded
from Hy (R™) to WH,(R").

Remark 8.7. (i) Theorem 8.5 improves [74, Theorems 7.11 and 7.15] by widening the
range of weights. More precisely, it was proved in [74, Theorems 7.11 and 7.15], respec-
tively, that VL™'/2 is bounded from H,, ,(R") to L¥(R") when ¢ € RHy /12— ¢,y (R™), and
from Hy, 1,(R™) to H,(R") when ¢ € RHj/5_g(y(R™). From the assumption pg € (2, 00),

it follows that (po/I(¢))" < (2/1(¢))" = 2/[2 = I(¢)] and (po/q(¥))" < (2/a(¢)) =
2/12 — q(¢)], which, together with Lemma 2.5(iv), implies that

RH(2/q(p)y (R™) C RH(py /q(p)y (R™).

Thus, Theorem 8.5 essentially improves [74, Theorems 7.11 and 7.15].
(ii) Theorem 8.6 completely covers [19, Corollary 1.1] by taking o(x,t) := /1 for
all z € R™ and ¢ € [0, 00).

The proof of Theorem 8.6 is similar to that of Theorem 7.11. We omit the details here.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank the referees for their careful
reading and several valuable remarks which improve the presentation of this article.
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