arXiv:2101.04056v2 [math.CA] 19 Aug 2021

Weak Type Estimates for Square Functions of
Dunkl Heat Flows

Huaiqgian Li*

Center for Applied Mathematics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, P. R. China

Abstract

The weak (1,1) boundedness of the Littlewood—Paley—Stein square function for
the Dunkl heat flow is proved via estimates on the Dunkl heat kernel of integral type
and the Caldron—Zygmund decomposition, which is the continuity of the recently
work [20] where the dimension-free LP boundedness of the same square function is
studied.
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1 Introduction to main results

In this section, we aim to recall some necessary basics on the Dunkl operator and then
present the main results of this work. The Dunkl operator, initially introduced by C.F.
Dunkl in [13, 14], has been studied intensively. For a general overview on its development
and more details, refer to the survey papers [25, 4] and the monographs [16, 12].

Consider the d-dimensional Euclidean space R?, endowed with the standard inner
product (-,-) and the induced norm | - |. For every a € R?\ {0}, define

rax:x—2<a’x>a, x € RY,

where 7., is the reflection operator with respect to the hyperplane orthogonal to a.

Let % denote the root system, which is a finite subset of R?\ {0} and satisfies that,
for every a € R, 1R = R and aRNR = {a, —a}. Without loss of generality, we assume
that |of = /2 for all & € ®. Let G be the reflection (or Weyl) group generated by
{ro : @ € M}. Note that G is a finite subgroup of the orthogonal group O(d), i.e., the
group of d x d orthogonal matrices, and {r, : @ € B} C G (see e.g. [16, Theorem 6.2.7]
for a proof). Let 84 be any chosen positive subsystem such that R is the disjoint union
of R4 and —R,.

Let k. : R — R be the multiplicity function such that it is G-invariant, i.e., Kgo = Kqo
for every g € G and every a € fA.

Let ¢ € R Define the Dunkl operator D¢ along & associated to the root system R
and the multiplicity function s by

Def(x) = Oef(x) + Y na(a,é“}M, feCYRY), z e RY,

acR4 <C¥, 1’>
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where 0 denotes the directional derivative along §. It is important to mention that, for
every &£,m € RY, D, o D¢ = D¢ o D,,. However, in general, due to the difference part, the
Leibniz rule and the chain rule may not hold for Dg.

Let {ej: j =1,--- ,d} be the standard orthonormal basis of R, and write D; instead
of De, for short, j = 1,---,d. We denote V,, = (D1,---,Dg) and A, = Z;l:1 D? the
Dunkl gradient operator and the Dunkl Laplacian, respectively. By a straightforward
calculation, for every f € C%(R?),

Acf(@)=Af(x)+2 > & <an>)> f(x)_f(ro‘x)), z € R%

acRy

Obviously, when x = 0, then Vo =V and Ag = A, which are the gradient operator and
the Laplacian on R, respectively.

Similar as the Laplacian case, define the carré du champ (i.e., square (norm) of the
(vector) field in English) I' (see e.g. [6]) by

I'(f,9) = [ W(f9) — fARG — gAcf],  f.g€ CHRY).

Set T'(f) = I'(f, f) for convenience. It is easy to show that, for every f,g € C?(R%) and
z € RY,

(0)) = (V1) Vo) + 3 o OO aat))
acRy ’

and hence I'(f) > 0. Let

=3 k.

aERy

From [20, Remark 1.4(i)]), we have the following pointwise inequality:
IVef? < 1 +200(f), feC*RY), (1.2)

and in general, the converse is not true (see e.g. [22, Theorem 3.5]).
The natural measure associated to the Dunkl operator is w, L4, where for every z € R%,

= II Ke )P,

acRy

and Ly stands for the Lebesgue measure on RY. Let ., = w,Ly. For each p € [1,00], we
denote the LP space by LP(u,) := LP(R%, ) and the corresponding norm by || - | 2o ()

Let H,(t) := e!®*, t > 0, be the Dunkl heat flow, which is self-adjoint in L?(u,). For
1 < p < oo, (He(t))i>o can be extended uniquely to a strongly continuous contraction
semigroup in LP(pu, ), for which, with some abuse of notation, we keep the same notation.
See [23, 26, 25| for further properties.

We are concerned with square functions corresponding to the Dunkl heat flow. For
fecyr (RY), = € R?, define the vertical LittlewoodPaley-Stein square functions by

Ve(f)(z) = ( | T dt) "
Ve, (f)(x) = ( / IV HA ()] () dt) "
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v = ( [ wanPE )

and the horizontal Littlewood—Paley—Stein square function by

@ =( [ damwsPe dt)m.

It is easy to show, as operators initially defined on Cg° (]Rd), Vr, Vv, , Vv and H are all
sublinear.

In this work, we concentrate on the study of weak (1,1) boundedness of the square
functions defined above. From (1.2) and the definition of I', we see that, for every f €
C>(R%), both Vg, (f) and Vy(f) are controlled by Vr(f) in the pointwise sense. Since
the Dunkl heat flow {H(t)}+>0 is a symmetric diffusion semigroup in the sense of [30,
Page 65|, H is always bounded in LP(u,) for all p € (1,00) as a particular example of
[30, Corollary 1, page 120]. So, it is more interesting to us to study the weak (1,1)
boundedness of Vr and H.

With these preparations in hand, we can present our main results in the following
theorems. The first one is on the vertical Littlewood—Paley—Stein square function.

Theorem 1.1. The operator Vr is weak (1,1) bounded.
The second one is on the horizontal Littlewood—Paley—Stein square function.
Theorem 1.2. The operator H is weak (1,1) bounded.

It is well known that square functions, which have been studied intensively, are one of
the most fundamental concepts in harmonic analysis and play important roles in proba-
bility theory; see e.g. the survey paper [31] and the book [29]. Despite extensive studies
of Littlewood—Paley—Stein square functions in various settings in the literature, we recall
known results in the Dunkl setting. For LP boundedness, see [27] and [21] in the one
dimensional case, and see [28, 1] and the recent [20, 17] in high dimensional case. We
mention that the results in the joint work [20] are dimension-free, although restricted
to the Z4 case when p > 2. The weak (1,1) boundedness seems not widely studied. We
should mention that, although the weak (1,1) boundedness of square functions considered
in [17] is not presented in the main result, the method via the vector valued Calderén—
Zygmund theory, which crucially depends on pointwise Dunkl heat kernel estimates and
is different from the approach presented below, should imply the weak (1, 1) boundedness;
see [17, Proposition 3.1].

Motivated by [5] and [9], the idea to prove our Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is the classic
Caldrén—Zygmund decomposition and estimates on the Dunkl heat kernel of integral type.
The same idea has been recently employed in [3] to prove the weak (1,1) boundedness
of the Riesz transform associated to the Dunkl-Schrédinger operator —A, 4+ V with 0 <
V e L2 (R and to the Dunkl gradient operator V,; see also [2] for more details on the
Dunkl-Schrédinger operator.

The present article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall necessary known
facts and establish several lemmata that are important to prove our main results. In
Section 3, we present the proofs of our main results.

We should point out that the constants ¢, C,C’,C”,---, used in what follows, may
vary from one location to another.



2 Preparations

In this section, we recall necessary known facts and present some preliminary results
which will be used to prove the main results. Let B(x,r) denote the open ball in R4
with center z € R? and radius r > 0, and for every g € G and every A C R? let
gA ={gr eRe: 2 € A}.

Let d,, = d+ 2x. It is known that p, is G-invariant, i.e., for every g € G and every
ball B € R?, 11,.(9B) = jux(B), and the volume comparison property (see e.g. [5, (3.2)])
holds: there is a constant # > 1 such that, for every z € R? and every 0 < r < R < 00,

1/R\d _pu(B(z,R)) Ry dx
- <= 22 <4 .
6?< > - ,u(B(:c,r)) - ( >
However, we do not use the left inequality in the proofs.

Let ¢ € RY. With respect to ju,, the following integration-by-parts formula holds: for
every u € C'(R?) and every v € C}(R?),

r

s (2.1)

/ vDeudp, = —/ uDgv dyu. (2.2)
R4 R

See [15, Lemma 2.9] and [25, Proposition 2.1]. It is easy to see that (2.2) holds true when
CY(R?) is replaced by Lipy,.(R%), the space of locally Lipschitz continuous function on
R? with respect to the Euclidean distance | - — - |. Although we may not expect that the
Dunkl operator satisfies the Leibniz rule in general, the following particular case is useful
(see e.g. [25, (2.1)] and see [16, Proposition 6.4.12] for the general situation): for every
u,v € C*(R?) with at lest one of them being G-invariant,

De¢(uv) = vDeu + uDgv. (2.3)
For every x € R? let G(z) = {gz : g € G}, which denotes the G-orbit of z. Let
’ - i - ) ) € Rda
plo,y) =minle —gyl, .y

which is the distance between G-orbits G(z) and G(y). Note also that p is G-invariant for
each variable by definition. However, p may not be a pseudo-distance (or more standardly
called quasi-metric) on R? x R? in the sense of [7, Page 66], and hence the triple (R?, p, 1)
should not be regarded as a space of homogeneous type studied extensively in harmonic
analysis. Moreover, the following small observation is useful. For any point zy € R?, we

let pu, () = p(zo,-).
Lemma 2.1. For an arbitrarily fized point zo € RY,
Vpeo (@) <1, for pe-a.e. x € R
Proof. By the definition of p, we have
P20 (y) = poo(2)| < ly — 2|, y,z €RY,

which implies that p,,(-) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to |- — - | with Lipschitz
constant 1. Then, by the well-known Rademacher theorem, p,,(-) is differentiable almost
everywhere with respect to Lg; furthermore,

Vpeo ()| <1, for Lg-ae. xR

Since p,; is clearly absolutely continuous with respect to L4, we complete the proof. [J



Let hi(z,y) be the Dunkl heat kernel of Hy(t), which is a C*° function of all variables
z,y € R and t > 0, and satisfies that
atht(may) - Amht('7y)(x)7 T,y € Rd7 t> Oa
hi(z,y) = hi(y,2) >0, x,y € R’ ¢ >0,

and, moreover, there exist positive constants ¢, C' such that

C p(z,y)?

h(z,y) < —— <— ) yeRe £>0. 2.4
t(w y) — V(I’,y,t) exp c t €,y € > ( )

Here and in what follows, we use the notation

V(l‘,y,?“) = max {MK(B(Q',T)),,U,H(B(:U,T))}.

See e.g. [25] for more details on the Dunkl heat kernel. Recently, the following estimate
on time derivative of the Dunkl heat kernel is established in [5, Theorem 4.1(a)]: for every
nonnegative integer m, there exist positive constants ¢, C' such that

2
|0/ hy(x, y) ) exp ( - CM), z,yeRY ¢ >0, (2.5)

‘ < ;
tmV(x,y,t t

whose proof employs the integral representation of the Dunkl translation operator first
obtained in the paper [24] (see also [11, Lemma 3.4]). However, we should give a remark
here.

Remark 2.2. Although p may not be a true metric, by the analyticity of ¢t — hi(z,y),
estimate (2.4) and the right inequality of (2.1), it is possible to obtain (2.5) in another
way by applying the general result [10, Theorem 4] (whose proof does not depend on the
metric structure). See also the recent paper [18] for the homogeneous space setting.

Let |G| denote the order of the reflection group G. For z € R? and r > 0, define
B(z,r) ={y € R : p(z,y) <7},

where BP(z,0) := {y € R? : p(x,y) = 0} and it is at most a finite subset of R%. From
the volume comparison property (2.1) and the Dunkl heat kernel estimate (2.4), we can
immediately obtain the following lemma. The proof is standard and short, and we present
it here for the sake of completeness (see e.g. the proof of [8, Lemma 2.1]).

Lemma 2.3. For every § > 0, there exists a positive constant C' such that

2
xz, —ot/s
/ ex - 25M> dp(x) < Cpn (Bly, V/5))e ",
R4\ BP (y,v/) 5

for every s >0, t >0 and y € R,
Proof. Let I = [,, e P(®¥)*/s dy, (2). Then

By S

Br(y,(n+1)v/$)\B* (y, nf)

<Z “ (B (g, (n+ 1)V5)).



Since for z € R and r > 0,
Bp(wﬂn) :UQEG{y € Rd : ’1’ - gy’ < T} = UQEGgB(x7T)7

we have, by the G-invariance of y, and the right inequality of (2.1),

1<) e 1o (Ugea 9By, (n+ 1)V5)) < 3 e [Gluw (Bly, (n + 1)V/5))
n=0 n=0

<IGIY - e (n+ )™ e (B(y, v5)) < Cun(B(y, V).

n=0
Thus
2
/ exp ( — 25M) dpie(z) < e 51 < Cuy(B(y, \/5))67&/3,
RI\ B (y,V/1) s
which completes the proof of Lemma 2.3. ]

The next result is on the integral type of gradient estimate of the Dunkl heat kernel,
which is motivated by [9, Lemma 3.3]. However, due to the lack of the Leibniz rule and
the chain rule for the Dunkl Laplacian, the method used in the aforementioned reference
is no longer directly applicable.

Lemma 2.4. For every nonnegative integer m and for small enough € > 0, there exists a
positive constant c. such that

and
w hs (- x)ex ep(x,y)2 T cce /s
/Rd\B”(y,\/i) P(AH hS( ’y))( ) P < > dMK( ) = s2mAly (B(y, \/g))’ (2.7)

forally e R% s> 0,t>0.

Proof. Let z,y € R%, €, 5, R > 0 and let m be a nonnegative integer. For every a € fR, let
o = (a1, - ,aq). For convenience, we let f(z) = 0™hg(z,y), n(z) = e2P@¥*/s Then
f € C®(R%) and n € Lip,,.(RY). Take

or(z) = min{l, <3 — %)Jr}, z € RY,

where for any a € R, a® := max{a,0}. Then, 0 < ¢ < 1 on R% ¢r = 1 on B(0,2R),
¢r = 0 outside B(0,3R); moreover, ¢p is Lipschitz continuous with respect to |- — - |,
G-invariant, increasing as R grows up and |V¢gr| < 1/R. Note that n is G-invariant.
Hence, n¢g is G-invariant and n¢p € Lip;..(R%). Set

s= [ et dn= [ Tk dn

and

Jr1= %/Rd A(fnehdps,  Jr2=— /Rd (Vi f, Vi(noR)) dpe-



By (2.2) and (2.3), we have

JR,

:__Z/ "7¢R d,u/i
x [0%()0in(x) + n(x)d;¢%(x)] dpue ()

2(x) — fA(rox
=~ [, @ 5an + 5 3 wala oty HEEE 6k 0 o)
aER4 ’
2(z) — f(rax
- [ @15, V@) + 5 3 ol ohan LD )
aER )
and
JR2
= [ (row s 9nt@) + 3wt 9ep LSOO )
acR4 )
- [, (@@ T + 2 rater T LI o) o
aER )
Then
z) — f(rom))?
Ina =z =3 | 3 ol V(o) HEL =G0 ) o)
1 Ko lo 2 (z [f(x)—f(rax)]Q T T
+2/Rd aezm o0 Vo (e)) =2y ==n(a) dus ()
= Ar+ Bp. (2.8)

Combing (2.5) with the same method used to prove [5, (4.12)], we obtain the following
estimate

2
(@) = Fran)]? c

pz,y)*
(o, )| = s2m1/2), (B(y, /5) c >

S

e -

Since 0 < ¢p < 1 and |Vég| < 1/R, by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, we derive that, for
small enough e,

2

|AR| < ¢ 5 / p(may) exp <26p(m7y)
P 2, (Bly, R Js 9 :

o (- 0222

c o P y)?
< ey, ( “ \/_)) / exp < —(C" —2¢) . > dp ()
< s2mtly, ( (v, \/—)) (2.9)
and
¢ plz,y)*
R a2 (Bl VA [ (- -20222 ) )



C

< B (B3 (2.10)
which tends to 0 as R — oo. Thus, from (2.8) and (2.9), we have
[Jr1| <[Jr2| + ARl + | Brl
<|Jra2|+ E 1 (B(y, v5)) + [Bgl. (2.11)

To estimate Jpg 2, we deduce that

nal = | [ £O L. Im0hd+ [ FVF TR
2
< [ SIS It i+ [ VSISl
R4 Rd
=:Jr21 + JR22.

For the estimation of Jr 21, we have

EP\T X 2
Inaa < [ 15@IVF@) LD e (250 68 ) )

S

c ()
< [ @@l exp (<22 ) o) das(o)

1/2
< 2 " p(x,y)? /s
< ([ rpe e ap o))
1/2
( [ 9@ o) dum<x>) |
Rd

where we used Lemma 2.1 and 0 < ¢r < 1 again in the second inequality, and the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the last inequality. By Lemma 2.3 and (2.5), it is easy to
see that, for small enough e,

2,005 ¢ .
/Rd |f(x)[%e fur () < 20 (B(y,/5))

By the pointwise inequality (1.2), we have

L 9 f @R @) () < (1-+ 200
Hence

) vTn
R21 S .
V5 (B, v/5))

For the estimation of Jg 22, we have

2 1/2 1/2
< g ([ rPadus) ([ 190065 din)

E / !f!ndun ((1+2X)AdF(f)n¢%dum>l/2
M/ P+ Jn
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c 1
= R (Bly.vs) 20

where we used (1.2), Lemma 2.3, (2.5) and Young’s inequality. Combing the estimates of
JR7271 and JR7272, we obtain

Cy/ JR C
- \/82m+1 \/—)) R2S2m ( (y, \/—))

1
TRl < 5B (2.12)

By applying (2.5) and Lemma 2.3 again, we get that, for small enough e,

[ st

S/ 0 (e, y) |07 g (0, ) |27/ d ()
Rd
&

< . (2.13)
s2 1 (B(y, v/5))
Thus, combing (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13), we have
/ Au(f* )% dpue — / F(Awf)ndT dpu
c
<|Jg1|+
2 e (B(y, v/5))
C 1 v
S Smil t5Jr+ .
s+, (B(y,v/5)) - 2 \/52m+1uﬂ (B(y,v/5))
c
+ + |Bg|.
R2sm 1, (B(y, /5))
By (2.10) and the monotone convergence theorem, letting R — oo, we obtain
- C cV'J
" ET B (B 9)
which immediately implies that
C
S St :
S et :U‘Ii (B(y’ \/g))
We complete the proof of (2.6).
Finally, for every ¢t > 0,
A Pz, y)°
P( K hs(-,y))(x) exp (e——— ) dux(x)
RI\Br (y,v?) o
:/ (A hs(-y)) (@) exp <26M> exp ( — EM) dp ()
RABOGVD s s "
—et/s
SR p—— :
§ mt :U‘Ii (B(y’ \/g))
which completes the proof of (2.7). O

Now we should give a remark on the proof of Lemma 2.4.



Remark 2.5. Recently, the following pointwise estimate on space-time derivative of the
Dunkl heat kernel is established in [5, Theorem 4.1(c)]: for every j =1,--- ,d and every
nonnegative integer m, there exist positive constants ¢, C' such that

p(z,y)*
}

C

<
— T2V (2, y, V)

D0y (-, )| () exp ( —C ) 2,y € RY, ¢ > 0. (2.14)
Applying the same method used to obtain (2.14) (see the proof of [5, Theorem 4.1(c)]),
we can obtain the following pointwise gradient bound on the Dunkl heat kernel, which
seems stronger than (2.14) due to the pointwise bound (1.2) and its converse is not true

in general. For every nonnegative integer m, there exist positive constants ¢y, co such that

p(z,y)?
¢

< €1
T2V (3, VE)

JI(AZR () (@)

exp(—c2 >, :c,ye]Rd,t>0.
Then, applying Lemma 2.3, we can also obtain Lemma 2.4. This approach seems more
straightforward in the present situation. However, in other settings, for instance on curved
spaces, pointwise gradient kernel bounds are not easy to get, which demand geometric
conditions usually, for instance, Ricci curvature bounded from below on Riemannian man-
ifolds (see e.g. [19] for the more general case on RCD spaces). Our approach to prove
Lemma 2.4 above has the advantage that we may establish the gradient kernel bound of
integral type, say (2.6), even without the pointwise gradient kernel bound.

In order to obtain the weak (1,1) boundedness of the horizontal square function H,
we need the following lemma, which can be easily verified by applying Lemma 2.3 with
the estimate (2.5) in hand.

Lemma 2.6. For every nonnegative integer m and for small enough € > 0, there exists a
positive constant C. such that

C. efet/s
21 (B(y, v/5))

2
x?
Lo A e (L) due) <
RA\BP (y,v/1) s

forally e R%, s>0,t>0.

3 Proofs of the main results

Now we are in a position to prove the main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let f € L'(u.) and A > 0. By the classical Caderén-Zygmund
decomposition, we have

f=g+> bi=1g+b,
i
and the following assertions hold: there exists a positive constant ¢ such that
(a) |g(z)| < e for pe-ae. x € RY,

(b) there exists a sequence of balls {B;}; in R? with B; = B(x;,r;) such that r; € (0,1],
z; € R, b; is supported in B; and 10l £t (40 < A (Bi) for each 4,

(e) Yo m(Bi) < ATl gy

(d) every point of R? is contained in at most finitely many balls B;.

10



We shall prove that

ez € RE:Ve(f)(@) > A1) < <[ 1l (- (3.1)

By (b), (c), we immediately get [[b]|lp1(,,.) < >2; 10l < cllfllzigu,), and hence,

gl ey < €l Il )
We divide the proof into four parts.

(1) By the sublinearity of f +— Vp(f) and the decomposition of f, we have

pe({z € RT:Vp(f)(2) = A})
< px({z € RY: Vr(g)(@) 2 A/2}) + pe({z € R : Ve (b)(2) 2 A/2}). (3.2)

Since Vr is bounded in L?(p,) (see [20, Theorem 2.4]), by (a) and Chebyshev’s inequality,
we have

c c
el € B Ve(9)@) > A/2)) < 5 1Ve(0) ey < g2
¢
< Sy - (3-3)
(2) Let t; = 72 and I be the identity map. Since

Vr(bi) =V (Hy(t:)bi + [I — Hy(t;)]b;)
<Vr(Hu(ti)bi) + V([ — Hye(t:)]bs),

we have

Ve(v) = Ve (3o bi) < Ve X0 Haltbi) + Ve (Il - Halt)]b).

i
Then

s ({z € RY: Vp(b)(x) > A/2})
<ue({zer?: VF(ZHK(t@-)b@-) (z) > A/4})

s ({ € RY YV (IT = Hylti)lbi) (@) = M/4}). (3.4)
By the L? boundedness of Vr and Chebyshev’s inequality again,

o {z e RY: VF(ZH bi) (@ )>)\/4}) HVF<ZH )

L2 Hﬁ)
)7
where
H( ‘ ‘/ w S Hyo(t:)|bi] dpsee
HZ L) 2( =11 /R Z .
\Z i H (8w
||U||L2(# y=1
< > Ibill 21 (supH( i)|ul).

”“”L%M 1

11



We claim that, for every t > 0, € R? and every nonnegative measurable function v
defined on R?,

sup  (Hg <CZ 1nf (v)(g2), (3.5)

where M is the Hardy—Littlewood maximum operator defined as

1
M) = B )

By (b), (c), (3.5) and the G-invariance of u,, we have, for every u € L?(u,) with
lullz2 ) = 1,

32 Wl (s H(t0led) < 3 3D e(B) 3 inf M)

geG

<C)\ZZ/ M(u)(gx) dp(z)

i gelG

[ @), yere
B(y,r)

<A i (Us By) M) 2

gelG

< enf AL Gunys

since M is bounded in L?(j,). Hence
MH<{x cR?: VF(ZHH(ti)bi) (z) > >\/4}) < Sl o) (3.6)

Now we start to prove the claim, i.e., (3.5). Let y € B(x,v/t). By (2.4), we have

e—cp(y,2)*/t 1
e (B ) ) )

<CZ/ e—clgy—=I°/t

For any fixed g € G, let Ey = B(gx,4V/t) and E; = B(gx,27"1V/t) \ B(gx,27V/t), for
j =2,3,---. Since y € B(w,\/f), we see that for any 2 € Ej, |y — z| < v, 20Vt <
lgz — 2| < 297t1\/t, 7 = 1,2,---. Then the triangular inequality implies that |gy — z| >
|z—gx|—|g(y—2z)| = |z— gx] ]y x| > 271/t j=1,2,---. Thus, for every y € B(z, V1),
since B(gx,2/1\/t) C B(gy, 2™\t + |g(xz — y)|) C B(gy7 27+2\/_) we have

(He(t)v)(y) <C

Bl V] )

—047 1
y)<C z)dug(z
(H. ZGZ / v )
_C4J llu'n y 2J+ \/_))
<Cg§; i (Blay VD)

. / (2) djun(2)
A v(2) dpg(z
1 (B(g2, 2771/1)) J B(ge 201 V)

<C Z Z eme¥ ot ds g M(v)(gz)

geG j=1 2€B(x, V1)
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<CZ inf (v)(g2),

geGZEB(:v )

where the right inequality of (2.1) is used. We complete the proof of the claim.
(3) It remains to estimate the last term of (3.4). For notational simplicity, for each [,
we let 2BY = BP(z;,2y/%;) and (2B)¢ = R?\ 2B/ in the following proof. Then

,u,.i<{x cRe: va([f —H ()b () > )\/4}>
< Zﬂﬁ 2B )+MK({x € ni(2BP)° va (I = Ho(t:)b) () > )\/4}>
::Z,u,i (2B)) + J
l

Note that 2B = UgeqgB(x1,2v/1;). Since p, is G-invariant, by (c) and the right inequality
n (2.1), we derive that

> ux(2B) <Y |Gl (B(ar,2v/h)
1 l

< Z |G|2% 1u(B (1, 1)) < XHf”Ll(;m
]

o

Since b; is supported in B; for each i by (b), it is easy to see that

TGN | e, V0 = Hlt) i

X/ l@Bf)c( /0 (] 1)~ b () ) )
<AL (o6 = b ) @)05) o) ),

where the last inequality can be check directly by the explicit express of " (see (1.1)). For
each i and every y € RY, let

1/2

= [ (] 06w b)) as) o)

Then

y< Z/ ) din ().

So, by (b) and (c), it suffices to prove that, there exists a positive constant ¢ such that,
for each 1,

sup Ji(y) < ¢
yeB;

For m=0,1,2,--- and y € R%, let

1/2

I (y) = /( - ( / (mﬂ)tif(hs(-,y) — hstt, () (@) d8> dpw().

mt;

13



(i) Firstly, for m =1,2,--- and y € B;, we estimate J"(y). By the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality, we get

Ji"(y) = /(2B5)6</(m+l)ti U (hs(-y) = hste, (-, y)) () exp (25M) ds) v

mt; mtl

_ p(:ﬂ,xi)Q
xexp< 57mti >du,@(x)

VIO [, o0 (-2 i} o

7

where we have set
(m~+1)t; )2

T p(l’,l’z)

J"My) = T(hs(c,y) — hsy, (-, 20— ) dsdux(x).

o= [ ] )~ R @) e (207570 ) s dtr)
Lemma 2.3 implies that

2
/ exp ( - 25M) dpi(z) < cp(B(y, \/mti))e*‘s/(m\/m. (3.8)
(2B7)° mii

Since
Ouhu(,y) = Ahy (-, y)(2),

we have

arw= /m( :mm r ( / A du) () exp (25%> s djun()
< /R d / e / o (Anhu«,y))(:c)du)exp(zé%)dsdun@)
—u [ m+ a ([ r@ateon@en (32220 que) ) auas,

where we applied the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the second inequality and Fubini’s
theorem in the last equality. Since s < u < s+ ¢;, mt; < s < (m + 1)t;, we get
t71 < (m+2)u~!. Since y € B;, and for every g € G, |gz — x| < |gz — y| + |y — 24|, we
have

plx,z:) < p(x,y) + |y — 25| < p(z,y) + V.

Hence

| N

tz/ e z/:—th /[RdF(AHhu(-,y))(x) exp (25w) d,u,i(:v)] duds

t; mi;

/m:ﬂ fH /RdF(Aﬁhu(vy))(w)exp (125‘)(2”2)(%(95)} duds.

Applying Lemma 2.4, we deduce that, for small enough § > 0,

(m~+1)t; ps+t;
<ct/ / duds
mt u3 B(y, f udu(B(y, V)

(m+1
<ct /m (B <y, N

= m3u(B(y, vmt;))

| /\
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Thus, combining (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) with B(z;,/mt;) C B(y,v/mt; + |v; — y|) C
B(y, (vVm+ 1)t;), y € B;, we have, by (2.1),

ot e LB TE
T m3u(B(y, vVmi;))
c 14+ /m\dx/2 c

for every y € B; and m = 1,2, ---
(ii) Secondly, for y € B;, we estimate J?(y). Similar as the the approach to estimate
J™(y) in (i), we have

2w <\ 2 { [

Bty (- 25M) d““(x)}l/z’

ti

where we have let

- /(235)6 /Oti L (hs(,y) (@) — hott, (-, y)) () exp <25@) ds dju ().

)

Again, by Lemma 2.3,

2
€T, T;
/(QBP)C exp ( ~ 26287 du2) < en(3)).

(]
Note that y € B;. Since for every g € G, |gx — ;| < |gz — y| + |y — x;|, we have

Then, for every x € (2B?)¢, 21/t; < p(z,x;) < p(z,y) + /;; hence, p(z,y) > /t;, which
implies that (2Bf)¢ C RY\ B?(y, /%;). Hence

t; rs+t; 2
wen [ r@ma) @ e (202550 a0 duas
0Js (2Bf)e i
t; rs+t; 2 .
<t, / / / D(Ahu0)) (@) exp (262220220 0) duas
0Js (2Bf)e t;

)

ti prs+t; 2
<ct; / / / L'(Axha(,y))(z) exp <85M> dpg () duds.
0Js JRNBr(y,VE) u

By Lemma 2.4 again, for small enough § > 0, we have

pla,y)? ceet/
T'(Achy(-y))(z)exp (80 ——=— ) dux(x) < .
/Rd\mwm ( C.9))a) < u ) o) wp (B(y, vVu))
Hence
0 ti pstt; e—cti/u
J7(y) <et; / duds
) 0Js  Wue(Bly,Vu ))
i 5+t1 3
c // MK Dl \/_)) e~/ duds
(B(y, vt) 1 (B(y, V)
c

t2,u,i
i st 3+d,.€ 2
<3 // / e~/ du ds
tz‘lu’li B(y, z
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C

= 1x (B(y, V1))’

where the last inequality is due to the fact that Ry 5 ¢ +— 3tds/2¢=¢t is hounded. Thus,
by (2.1), since B; C B(y,/t; + |y — x;|) C B(y,2v/%;), y € B;, we have

, 1/2
0= () < v (311

Thus, from (3.10) and (3.11), we obtain that for each i,

[e.9]

sup J;(y) < Z sup J"(y) < c(l + Z #) <eg¢,

YEB: m=0YEDBi m=1

which implies that
MH({;U e R Ve (I — Hy(ti)]bi) (@) > )\/4}> < %HfuLl(M). (3.12)

(4) Therefore, combining (3.2), (3.3), (3.4), (3.6) and (3.12), we obtain (3.1). The
proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed. O

Now Theorem 1.2 can be proved by applying the same method used in the proof of
Theorem 1.1. The main difference lies in part (3) in the above proof, where Lemma 2.6
should be employed instead of Lemma 2.4. We omit details here to save some space.
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