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Difference Characterization of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin Spaces on

Spaces of Homogeneous Type

Fan Wang, Ziyi He, Dachun Yang* and Wen Yuan

Abstract In this article, the authors introduce the spaces of Lipschitz type on spaces of ho-

mogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss, and discuss their relations with Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces. As an application, the authors establish the difference charac-

terization of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous type. A major

novelty of this article is that all results presented in this article get rid of the dependence on

the reverse doubling assumption of the considered measure of the underlying space X via

using the geometrical property of X expressed by its dyadic reference points, dyadic cubes,

and the (local) lower bound. Moreover, some results when p ≤ 1 but near to 1 are new even

when X is an RD-space.

1 Introduction

In 1970s, Coifman and Weiss [10, 11] introduced the space of homogeneous type which is a

natural generalization of Rn and has provided a suitable setting for the study of function spaces

and the boundedness of Calderón–Zygmund operators. Let us recall the following notion of quasi-

metric spaces, which is the basis of the notion of spaces of homogeneous type.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a non-empty set and d a quasi-metric on X, namely, a non-negative

function on X × X satisfying that, for any x, y, z ∈ X,

(i) d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y;

(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x);

(iii) there exists a constant A0 ∈ [1,∞), independent of x, y, and z, such that

d(x, z) ≤ A0[d(x, y) + d(y, z)].

Then (X, d) is called a quasi-metric space.
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If A0 = 1, then d becomes a metric and (X, d) is called a metric space. The ball B of X,

centered at x0 ∈ X with radius r ∈ (0,∞), is defined by setting

B := {x ∈ X : d(x, x0) < r} =: B(x0, r).

We denote by τB the ball with the same center as that of B but of radius τ times that of B for any

ball B ⊂ X and τ ∈ (0,∞).

Now, let us recall the notion of spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss

([10, 11]).

Definition 1.2. Let (X, d) be a quasi-metric space and µ a measure on X. The triple (X, d, µ) is

called a space of homogeneous type if µ has the following doubling property: there exists a positive

constant C(µ) ∈ [1,∞) such that, for any ball B ⊂ X,

µ(2B) ≤ C(µ)µ(B).

Note that the above doubling condition implies that, for any ball B and any λ ∈ [1,∞),

(1.1) µ(λB) ≤ C(µ)λ
ωµ(B),

where ω := log2 C(µ) is called the upper dimension of X. If A0 = 1, then (X, d, µ) is called a metric

measure space of homogeneous type or, simply, a doubling metric measure space.

In recent years, function spaces and their applications on spaces of homogeneous type, with

some additional assumptions, have been extensively investigated; see, for instance, [2, 12, 26, 49,

53] for the Ahlfors d-regular space case, and [24, 25, 55, 57, 58] for the RD-space case. Recall

that an RD-space is a doubling metric measure space satisfying the following reverse doubling

condition: there exist positive constants C̃(µ) ∈ (0, 1] and κ ∈ (0, ω] such that, for any ball B(x, r)

with r ∈ (0, diamX/2) and λ ∈ [1, diamX/(2r)),

C̃(µ)λ
κµ(B(x, r)) ≤ µ(B(x, λr));

here and thereafter, diamX := sup{d(x, y) : x, y ∈ X}.

Recently, Auscher and Hytönen established a wavelet system on (X, d, µ) in [4] based on [32,

Theorem 2.2]. Motivated by this, He et al. [29, Definition 2.7] introduced a new kind of approxi-

mations of the identity with exponential decay (see also Definitions 2.4 and 2.8 below for details).

He et al. [29] also established (in)homogeneous continuous/discrete Calderón reproducing for-

mulae (which are re-stated in Lemmas 2.7 and 2.10 below) on a space of homogeneous type by

using these approximations of the identity. Using the wavelet system in [4] and the Calderón re-

producing formulae in [29], a real-variable theory of function spaces on a space of homogeneous

type has been developed rapidly. For instance, Han et al. [22] established the wavelet reproducing

formulae by using the wavelets in [4]. Then Han et al. [20] characterized the atomic Hardy spaces

via discrete Littlewood–Paley square functions in [29] by using those formulae. Later, Han et al.

[21] introduced a new kind of Hardy spaces by using another kind of distribution spaces. Right

after the Calderón reproducing formulae were established in [29], He et al. [28] obtained a com-

plete real-variable theory of atomic Hardy spaces on a space (X, d, µ) of homogeneous type with

µ(X) = ∞ which is equivalent to diamX = ∞ (see, for instance, Nakai and Yabuta [41, Lemma
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5.1] or Auscher and Hytönen [4, Lemma 8.1]). Besides, He et al. [31] established a real-variable

theory of local Hardy spaces on (X, d, µ) without the assumption µ(X) = ∞. We point out that, in

both [28] and [31], He et al. gave a complete answer to an open question asked by Coifman and

Weiss [11, p. 642] on the radial maximal function characterization of Hardy spaces over spaces

of homogeneous type (see also [9, p. 5]). Later, Fu et al. [14] obtained a real-variable theory of

Musielak–Orlicz Hardy spaces on X. Besides, Zhou et al. [57] established a real-variable theory

of Hardy–Lorentz spaces on spaces of homogeneous type. On another hand, Duong and Yan [13]

investigated Hardy spaces defined by means of the area integral function associated with the Pois-

son semigroup. Later, Song and Yan [42] obtained various maximal function characterizations of

Hardy spaces associated with operators. Moreover, Bui et al. [8, 9, 7, 6] obtained various maximal

function characterizations of a new local-type Hardy spaces associated with operators. Besides, S.

Yang and D. Yang [53] established atomic and maximal function characterizations of Musielak–

Orlicz–Hardy spaces associated to non-negative self-adjoint operators on spaces of homogeneous

type.

As a unified frame of many well-known classical concrete function spaces, the study on Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces has a long history. We refer the reader to monographs [5, 44, 45, 46,

47] for a comprehensive treatment of these function spaces and their history on Rn. Also, Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous type with some additional assumptions

were also studied; see, for instance, [23, 27, 50, 51, 52]. Han et al. [25] and Müller and Yang

[40] introduced and studied Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on RD-spaces. Later, in [56],

Yang and Zhou established a new characterization of these Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces.

Besides, Koskela et al. introduced the Hajłasz–Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on RD-spaces

in [38, 39]. Later, Grafakos et al. [17] developed a systematic theory on the multilinear analysis

of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on RD-spaces. Besides, in [40], Müller and Yang also in-

troduced the spaces of Lipschitz type on RD-spaces and discussed their relations with Besov and

Triebel–Lizorkin spaces in [25]. As an application, a difference characterization of those Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces was obtained. On one hand, using the wavelet reproducing formulae

in [22], Han et al. [19] introduced Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous

type and established embedding theorems. On the other hand, Wang et al. [48] also introduced

Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on space of homogenous type, based on the Calderón repro-

ducing formulae established in [29], and established the boundedness of Caderón–Zygmund op-

erators on these spaces as an application. Later, He et al. [30] obtained characterizations of Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces via wavelets, molecules, Lusin area functions, and Littlewood–Paley

g∗
λ
-functions and, moreover, He et al. also showed that two kinds of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin

spaces studied, respectively, in [19] and [48] coincide.

To complete the theory of Besov and Triebel– Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogenous type,

it is natural to ask whether or not we can also establish a difference characterization for Besov and

Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on space of homogenous type. The main target of this article is to give an

affirmative answer to this question.

Precisely speaking, in this article, we introduce spaces of Lipschitz type on spaces of ho-

mogeneous type (see Definitions 3.6 and 3.8 below), and discuss their relations with Besov and

Triebel–Lizorkin spaces introduced in [48]. As an application, we obtain a difference characteri-

zation of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces (see Theorems 4.13 and 5.8 below).

The organization of the remainder of of this article is as follows.
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In Section 2, we make some preliminaries via recalling the Calderón reproducing formulae,

the dyadic cube system, and some basic properties of the spaces of homogeneous type.

In Section 3, we recall the notion of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homoge-

neous type introduced in [48], and introduce the Lipschitz-type spaces on spaces of homogenous

type.

In Section 4, we discuss the relations between Lipschitz-type spaces and homogeneous Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces, while the inhomogeneous counterparts are given in Section 5.

We point out that all the proofs get rid of the dependence on the reverse doubling assumption

of the considered underlying space by using the Calderón reproducing formulae (see Lemmas 2.6,

2.7, 2.6, and 2.7 below) in which the related approximation of the identity includes the terms of

exponential decay, consisting of the side length of related dyadic cubes and the distance between

point and dyadic reference points, so that one can fully use the geometrical properties of X. To

deal with the case p ≤ 1 but near to 1, we use the (local) lower bound of X, which also reflects the

geometrical properties of X. Moreover, some results in the case p ≤ 1 but near to 1 are new even

when the underlying space is an RD-space [see Propositions 4.6(iv) and 5.4(iv) below]. To obtain

these results, we introduce some new Lipschitz-type spaces L̇t(s, p, q, u;X) and Lt(s, p, q, u;X)

(see Definition 3.8 below), in which we add a parameter u that enables us to use the boundedness

of the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator on Lp(X) with p ∈ (1,∞].

Finally, let us make some conventions on notation. Throughout this article, A0 always de-

notes the positive constant appearing in the quasi-triangle inequality of d (see Definition 1.1), the

parameter ω means the upper dimension in Definition 1.2 [see (1.1)], and η is defined to be the

smoothness index of the exp-ATI in Definition 2.4 below. Moreover, δ is a small positive number,

for instance, δ ≤ (2A0)−10, coming from the construction of the dyadic cubes on X (see Lemma

2.3). For any r, a, b ∈ R, define r+ := max{0, r}, a ∧ b := min{a, b}, and a ∨ b := max{a, b}.

The symbol C denotes a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters involved,

but may vary from line to line. We use C(α,β,... ) to denote a positive constant depending on the

indicated parameters α, β, . . . . The symbol A . B means that A ≤ CB for some positive constant

C, while A ∼ B means A . B . A. If f ≤ Cg and g = h or g ≤ h, we then write f . g ∼ h or

f . g . h, rather than f . g = h or f . g ≤ h. For any r ∈ (0,∞) and x, y ∈ X with x , y, define

V(x, y) := µ(B(x, d(x, y))) and Vr(x) := µ(B(x, r)). For any β, γ ∈ (0, η) and s ∈ (−(β ∧ γ), β ∧ γ),

we let

(1.2) p(s, β ∧ γ) := max

{
ω

ω + (β ∧ γ)
,

ω

ω + (β ∧ γ) + s

}
,

where ω and η are, respectively, as in (1.1) and Definition 2.4. The operator M always denotes the

central Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator which is defined by setting, for any locally integral

function f on X and any x ∈ X,

(1.3) M( f )(x) := sup
r∈(0,∞)

1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

| f (y)| dµ(y).

Finally, for any set E ⊂ X, we use 1E to denote its characteristic function and, for any set J, we use

#J to denote its cardinality. For any p ∈ [1,∞], we use p′ to denote its conjugate index, namely,

1/p + 1/p′ = 1.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we make some preliminaries. Let us begin with the notion of Lebesgue spaces.

Definition 2.1. The Lebesgue space Lp(X) for any given p ∈ (0,∞] is defined by setting, when

p ∈ (0,∞),

Lp(X) :=

 f is measurable on X : ‖ f ‖Lp(X) :=

[∫

X

| f (x)|p dµ(x)

]1/p

< ∞

 ,

and

L∞(X) :=

{
f is measurable on X : ‖ f ‖L∞(X) := ess sup

x∈X

| f (x)| < ∞

}
.

For any given p ∈ (0,∞), the locally p-integrable Lebesgue spaces L
p

loc
(X) is defined by setting

L
p

loc
(X) :=

{
f is measurable on X : for any x ∈ X, there exists an

r ∈ (0,∞) such that ‖ f ‖Lp(B(x,r)) < ∞
}
.

Now, we recall the notions of test functions and distributions, whose following versions were

originally given in [25] (see also [24]).

Definition 2.2. Let x1 ∈ X, r ∈ (0,∞), β ∈ (0, 1], and γ ∈ (0,∞). A measurable function f on X

is called a test function of type (x1, r, β, γ), if there exists a positive constant C such that

(i) for any x ∈ X,

(2.1) | f (x)| ≤ C
1

Vr(x1) + V(x1, x)

[
r

r + d(x1, x)

]γ
;

(ii) for any x, y ∈ X satisfying d(x, y) ≤ (2A0)−1[r + d(x1, x)],

(2.2) | f (x) − f (y)| ≤ C

[
d(x, y)

r + d(x1, x)

]β
1

Vr(x1) + V(x1, x)

[
r

r + d(x1, x)

]γ
.

The set of all test functions of type (x1, r, β, γ) is denoted byG(x1, r, β, γ). For any f ∈ G(x1, r, β, γ),

its norm ‖ f ‖G(x1 ,r,β,γ) is defined by setting

‖ f ‖G(x1 ,r,β,γ) := inf{C ∈ (0,∞) : (2.1) and (2.2) hold true}.

Its subspace G̊(x1, r, β, γ) is defined by setting

G̊(x1, r, β, γ) :=

{
f ∈ G(x1, r, β, γ) :

∫

X

f (x) dµ(x) = 0

}

equipped with the norm ‖ · ‖
G̊(x1 ,r,β,γ)

:= ‖ · ‖G(x1 ,r,β,γ). Both G(x1, r, β, γ) and G̊(x1, r, β, γ) are called

the spaces of test functions on X.
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Note that, for any fixed x1, x2 ∈ X and r1, r2 ∈ (0,∞), G(x1, r1, β, γ) = G(x2, r2, β, γ) and

G̊(x1, r1, β, γ) = G̊(x2, r2, β, γ) with equivalent norms, but the positive equivalence constants may

depend on x1, x2, r1, and r2. Thus, for fixed x0 ∈ X and r0 ∈ (0,∞), we may denote G(x0, r0, β, γ)

and G̊(x0, r0, β, γ) simply, respectively, by G(β, γ) and G̊(β, γ).

Fix ǫ ∈ (0, 1] and β, γ ∈ (0, ǫ]. LetGǫ
0
(β, γ) [resp., G̊ǫ

0
(β, γ)] be the completion of the setG(ǫ, ǫ)

[resp., G̊(ǫ, ǫ)] in G(β, γ) [resp., G̊(β, γ)]. Furthermore, the norm of Gǫ
0
(β, γ) [resp., G̊ǫ

0
(β, γ)] is

defined by setting ‖ · ‖Gǫ
0
(β,γ) := ‖ · ‖G(β,γ) [resp., ‖ · ‖

G̊ǫ
0
(β,γ) := ‖ · ‖G(β,γ)]. The dual space (Gǫ

0
(β, γ))′

[resp., (G̊ǫ
0
(β, γ))′] is defined to be the set of all continuous linear functionals from Gǫ

0
(β, γ) [resp.,

G̊ǫ
0
(β, γ)] to C, equipped with the weak-∗ topology. The spaces (Gǫ

0
(β, γ))′ and (G̊ǫ

0
(β, γ))′ are

called the spaces of distributions on X.

The following lemma, which comes from [32, Theorem 2.2], establishes the dyadic cube sys-

tem of (X, d, µ).

Lemma 2.3. Let constants 0 < c0 ≤ C0 < ∞ and δ ∈ (0, 1) be such that 12A3
0
C0δ ≤ c0. Assume

that a set of points, {zk
α : k ∈ Z, α ∈ Ak} ⊂ X withAk for any k ∈ Z being a set of indices, has the

following properties: for any k ∈ Z,

d(zk
α, z

k
β) ≥ c0δ

k if α , β, and min
α∈Ak

d(x, zk
α) < C0δ

k for any x ∈ X.

Then there exists a family of sets, {Qk
α : k ∈ Z, α ∈ Ak}, satisfying

(i) for any k ∈ Z,
⋃
α∈Ak

Qk
α = X and {Qk

α : α ∈ Ak} is disjoint;

(ii) if l, k ∈ Z and k ≤ l, then, for any α ∈ Ak and β ∈ Al, either Ql
β
⊂ Qk

α or Ql
β
∩ Qk

α = ∅;

(iii) for any k ∈ Z and α ∈ Ak, B(zk
α, (3A2

0
)−1c0δ

k) ⊂ Qk
α ⊂ B(zk

α, 2A0C0δ
k).

Throughout this article, for any k ∈ Z, define

Gk := Ak+1 \ Ak and Yk :=
{
zk+1
α

}
α∈Gk

=:
{
yk
α

}
α∈Gk

and, for any x ∈ X, define

d(x,Yk) := inf
y∈Yk

d(x, y) and Vδk(x) := µ(B(x, δk)).

Now, we recall the notion of approximations of the identity with exponential decay from [29].

Definition 2.4. A sequence {Qk}k∈Z of bounded linear integral operators on L2(X) is called an

approximation of the identity with exponential decay (for short, exp-ATI) if there exist constants

C, ν ∈ (0,∞), a ∈ (0, 1], and η ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any k ∈ Z, the kernel of the operator Qk, a

function on X × X , which is still denoted by Qk, satisfies the following conditions:

(i) (the identity condition)
∑∞

k=−∞ Qk = I in L2(X), where I denotes the identity operator on

L2(X);
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(ii) (the size condition) for any x, y ∈ X,

|Qk(x, y)| ≤ C
1

√
Vδk(x)Vδk (y)

exp

{
−ν

[
d(x, y)

δk

]a}
hk(x, y),

here and thereafter,

hk(x, y) := exp

{
−ν

[
max{d(x,Yk), d(y,Yk)}

δk

]a}
;

(iii) (the regularity condition) for any x, x′, y ∈ X with d(x, x′) ≤ δk,

|Qk(x, y) − Qk(x′, y)| + |Qk(y, x) − Qk(y, x′)|

≤ C

[
d(x, x′)

δk

]η
1

√
Vδk(x)Vδk (y)

exp

{
−ν

[
d(x, y)

δk

]a}
hk(x, y);

(iv) (the second difference regularity condition) for any x, x′, y, y′ ∈ X with d(x, x′) ≤ δk and

d(y, y′) ≤ δk,

|[Qk(x, y) − Qk(x′, y)] − [Qk(x, y′) − Qk(x′, y′)]|

≤ C

[
d(x, x′)

δk

]η [
d(y, y′)

δk

]η
1

√
Vδk (x)Vδk (y)

exp

{
−ν

[
d(x, y)

δk

]a}
hk(x, y);

(v) (the cancellation condition) for any x, y ∈ X,

∫

X

Qk(x, y′) dµ(y′) = 0 =

∫

X

Qk(x′, y) dµ(x′).

The existence of such an exp-ATI on spaces of homogeneous type is guaranteed by [4, Theo-

rem 7.1], due to µ(X) = ∞, with η the same as in [4, Theorem 3.1] which might be very small (see

also [29, Remark 2.8(i)]). However, if d is a metric, then η can be taken arbitrarily close to 1 (see

[33, Corollary 6.13]).

The following lemma states some basic properties of exp-ATIs. One can find more details in

[29, Remarks 2.8 and 2.9, and Proposition 2.10]. In what follows, for any γ ∈ (0,∞), k ∈ Z, and

x, y ∈ X, let

(2.3) Rγ(x, y; k) :=
1

Vδk (x) + V(x, y)

[
δk

δk + d(x, y)

]γ
.

Lemma 2.5. Let {Qk}k∈Z be an exp-ATI and η ∈ (0, 1) as in Definition 2.4. Then, for any given

Γ ∈ (0,∞), there exists a positive constant C such that, for any k ∈ Z, the kernel Qk has the

following properties:

(i) for any x, y ∈ X,

(2.4) |Qk(x, y)| ≤ CRΓ(x, y; k);
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(ii) for any x, x′, y ∈ X with d(x, x′) ≤ (2A0)−1[δk + d(x, y)],

|Qk(x, y) − Qk(x′, y)| + |Qk(y, x) − Qk(y, x′)| ≤ C

[
d(x, x′)

δk + d(x, y)

]η
RΓ(x, y; k);

(iii) for any x, x′, y, y′ ∈ X with d(x, x′) ≤ (2A0)−2[δk + d(x, y)] and d(y, y′) ≤ (2A0)−2[δk +

d(x, y)],

|[Qk(x, y) − Qk(x′, y)] − [Qk(x, y′) − Qk(x′, y′)]|

≤ C

[
d(x, x′)

δk + d(x, y)

]η [
d(y, y′)

δk + d(x, y)

]η
RΓ(x, y; k).

Using the above exp-ATI, He et al. [29, Theorem 4.18] established the following homoge-

neous continuous/ discrete Calderón reproducing formulae. We point out that these homogeneous

reproducing formulae need the assumption that µ(X) = ∞.

Lemma 2.6. Let β, γ ∈ (0, η) with η as in Definition 2.4, and {Qk}
∞
k=−∞

be an exp-ATI. Then

there exists a sequence {Q̃k}
∞
k=−∞

of bounded linear integral operators on L2(X) such that, for any

f ∈ (G̊
η

0
(β, γ))′,

f =

∞∑

k=−∞

Q̃kQk f in (G̊
η

0
(β, γ))′,

and, moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any k ∈ Z, the kernel of Q̃k, still

denoted by Q̃k, satisfies that

(i) for any x, y ∈ X,

(2.5)
∣∣∣Q̃k(x, y)

∣∣∣ ≤ CRγ(x, y; k);

(ii) for any x, x′, y ∈ X with d(x, x′) ≤ (2A0)−1[δk + d(x, y)],

∣∣∣Q̃k(x, y) − Q̃k(x′, y)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

[
d(x, x′)

δk + d(x, y)

]β
Rγ(x, y; k);(2.6)

(iii) for any x ∈ X,

(2.7)

∫

X

Q̃k(x, y) dµ(y) = 0 =

∫

X

Q̃k(y, x) dµ(y),

where Rγ(x, y; k) is as in (2.3).

To recall the homogeneous discrete Calderón reproducing formula obtained in [29, Theorem

5.11], we need more notions. Let j0 ∈ N be sufficiently large such that δ j0 ≤ (2A0)−3C0. Based on

Lemma 2.3, for any k ∈ Z and α ∈ Ak, let

N(k, α) := {τ ∈ Ak+ j0 : Q
k+ j0
τ ⊂ Qk

α}

and N(k, α) := #N(k, α). From Lemma 2.3, it follows that there exists a positive constant C,

independent of k and α, such that N(k, α) ≤ Cδ− j0ω and
⋃
τ∈N(k,α) Q

k+ j0
τ = Qk

α. We rearrange the

set {Q
k+ j0
τ : τ ∈ N(k, α)} as {Qk,m

α }
N(k,α)
m=1

. Denote by y
k,m
α an arbitrary point in Q

k,m
α , and z

k,m
α the

“center” of Q
k,m
α .
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Lemma 2.7. Let {Qk}
∞
k=−∞

be an exp-ATI and β, γ ∈ (0, η) with η as in Definition 2.4. For any

k ∈ Z, α ∈ Ak, and m ∈ {1, . . . ,N(k, α)}, suppose that y
k,m
α is an arbitrary point in Q

k,m
α . Then

there exists a sequence {Q̃k}
∞
k=−∞

of bounded linear integral operators on L2(X) such that, for any

f ∈ (G̊
η

0
(β, γ))′,

f (·) =

∞∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Q̃k(·, yk,m

α )Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
in (G̊

η

0
(β, γ))′.

Moreover, there exists a positive constant C, independent of y
k,m
α with k ∈ Z, α ∈ Ak, and m ∈

{1, . . . ,N(k, α)}, and f , such that, for any k ∈ Z, the kernel of Q̃k satisfies (2.5), (2.6), and (2.7).

Now, we recall the inhomogeneous approximation of the identity with exponential decay (see

[29, Definition 6.1]), which is the basis of inhomogeneous Calderón reproducing formulae.

Definition 2.8. Let η ∈ (0, 1) be as in Definition 2.4. A sequence {Qk}
∞
k=0

of bounded linear integral

operators on L2(X) is called an inhomogeneous approximation of the identity with exponential

decay (for short, exp-IATI) if {Qk}
∞
k=0

has the following properties:

(i)
∑∞

k=0 Qk = I in L2(X);

(ii) for any k ∈ N, Qk satisfies (ii) through (v) of Definition 2.4;

(iii) Q0 satisfies (ii), (iii), and (iv) of Definition 2.4 with k = 0 but without the term

exp
{
−ν

[
max

{
d(x,Y0), d(y,Y0)

}]a}
;

moreover, for any x ∈ X,

∫

X

Q0(x, y) dµ(y) = 1 =

∫

X

Q0(y, x) dµ(y).

Note that the existence of such an exp-IATI does not need the assumption that µ(X) = ∞.

Next, we state the inhomogeneous continuous and discrete Calderón reproducing formulae

which were obtained, respectively, in [29, Theorem 6.8] and [29, Theorem 6.13].

Lemma 2.9. Let β, γ ∈ (0, η) with η as in Definition 2.4, and {Qk}k∈Z+ an exp-IATI. Then there

exist an N ∈ N and a sequence {Q̃k}k∈Z+ of bounded linear integral operators on L2(X) such that,

for any f ∈ (G
η

0
(β, γ))′,

f =

∞∑

k=0

Q̃kQk f in (G
η

0
(β, γ))′,

where, for any k ∈ Z+, the kernel of Q̃k, still denoted by Q̃k, satisfies (2.5), (2.6), and the following

integral condition: for any x ∈ X,

∫

X

Q̃k(x, y) dµ(y) =

∫

X

Q̃k(y, x) dµ(y) =


1 if k ∈ {0, . . . ,N},

0 if k ∈ {N + 1,N + 2, . . .}.
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Lemma 2.10. Let β, γ ∈ (0, η) with η as in Definition 2.4, and {Qk}k∈Z+ an exp-IATI. For any

k ∈ Z+, α ∈ Ak, and m ∈ {1, . . . ,N(k, α)}, suppose that y
k,m
α is an arbitrary point in Q

k,m
α . Then

there exist an N ∈ N and a sequence {Q̃k}k∈Z+ of bounded linear integral operators on L2(X) such

that, for any f ∈ (G
η

0
(β, γ))′,

f (·) =
∑

α∈A0

N(0,α)∑

m=1

∫

Q
0,m
α

Q̃0(·, y) dµ(y)Q0,m
α,1

( f )

+

N∑

k=1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Q̃k(·, yk,m

α )Qk,m
α,1

( f )

+

∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Q̃k(·, yk,m

α )Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)

in (G
η

0
(β, γ))′, where, for any k ∈ {0, . . . ,N}, α ∈ Ak, and m ∈ {1, . . . ,N(k, α)},

Q
k,m

α,1
( f ) :=

1

µ(Qk,m
α )

∫

Q
k,m
α

Qk f (u) dµ(u).

Moreover, for any k ∈ Z+, the kernel of Q̃k, still denoted by Q̃k, satisfies the same conditions

as in Lemma 2.9 with the positive constant C independent of y
k,m
α , where α ∈ Ak and m ∈

{1, . . . ,N(k, α)}.

3 Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces and spaces of Lipschitz-type on

spaces of homogeneous type

In this section, we introduce some notions of function spaces on spaces of homogeneous type.

Let us begin with the notions of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous

type; see [48, Definitions 3.1, 4.1, 5.1 and 5.8].

Definition 3.1. Let β, γ ∈ (0, η) with η as in Definition 2.4, s ∈ (−(β∧γ), β∧γ), and p, q ∈ (0,∞]

satisfy

β ∈

(
max

{
0,−s + ω

(
1

p
− 1

)

+

}
, η

)
and γ ∈

(
max

{
s, ω

(
1

p
− 1

)

+

}
, η

)

with ω as in (1.1). Let {Qk}k∈Z be an exp-ATI.

(i) Let p ∈ (p(s, β ∧ γ),∞] with p(s, β ∧ γ) as in (1.2), and q ∈ (0,∞]. The homogenous Besov

space Ḃs
p,q(X) is defined by setting

Ḃs
p,q(X) :=


f ∈

(
G̊
η

0
(β, γ)

)′
: ‖ f ‖Ḃs

p,q(X) :=


∑

k∈Z

δ−ksq‖Qk( f )‖
q

Lp(X)



1/q

< ∞



with usual modifications made when p = ∞ or q = ∞.
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(ii) Let p ∈ (p(s, β ∧ γ),∞) and q ∈ (p(s, β ∧ γ),∞]. The homogenous Triebel–Lizorkin space

Ḟ s
p,q(X) is defined by setting

Ḟ s
p,q(X) :=


f ∈

(
G̊
η

0
(β, γ)

)′
: ‖ f ‖Ḟs

p,q(X) :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

k∈Z

δ−ksq|Qk( f )|q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

< ∞



with usual modification made when q = ∞.

For any measurable set E ⊂ X with µ(E) ∈ (0,∞), and for any non-negative measurable

function f , let

mE( f ) :=
1

µ(E)

∫

E

f (x) dµ(x).

Now, we recall the notion of inhomogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of

homogeneous type.

Definition 3.2. Let β, γ ∈ (0, η) with η as in Definition 2.4, s ∈ (−(β∧γ), β∧γ), and p, q ∈ (0,∞]

satisfy

β ∈

(
max

{
0,−s + ω

(
1

p
− 1

)

+

}
, η

)
and γ ∈

(
ω

(
1

p
− 1

)

+

, η

)

with ω as in (1.1). Let {Qk}k∈Z+ be an exp-IATI and N ∈ N as in Lemma 2.10.

(i) Let p ∈ (p(s, β ∧ γ),∞] with p(s, β ∧ γ) as in (1.2), and q ∈ (0,∞]. The inhomogeneous

Besov space Bs
p,q(X) is defined by setting

Bs
p,q(X) :=


f ∈ (G

η

0
(β, γ))′ : ‖ f ‖Bs

p,q(X) :=



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk( f )|)
]p



1/p

+


∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq‖Qk( f )‖
q

Lp(X)



1/q

< ∞



with usual modifications made when p = ∞ or q = ∞.

(ii) Let p ∈ (p(s, β∧γ),∞) and q ∈ (p(s, β∧γ),∞]. The inhomogeneous Triebel–Lizorkin space

F s
p,q(X) is defined by setting

F s
p,q(X) :=


f ∈ (G

η

0
(β, γ))′ : ‖ f ‖Fs

p,q(X) :=



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk( f )|)
]p



1/p

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq |Qk( f )|q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

< ∞



with usual modification made when q = ∞.
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Definition 3.3. Let β, γ ∈ (0, η), s ∈ (−(β ∧ γ), β ∧ γ), and q ∈ (p(s, β ∧ γ),∞] with η as in

Definition 2.4 and p(s, β ∧ γ) as in (1.2). Let {Qk}k∈Z be an exp-ATI. For any k ∈ Z and α ∈ Ak,

let Qk
α be as in Lemma 2.3. Then the homogeneous Triebel– Lizorkin space Ḟ s

∞,q(X) is defined by

setting

Ḟ s
∞,q(X) :=

{
f ∈ (G̊

η

0
(β, γ))′ : ‖ f ‖Ḟs

∞,q (X) := sup
l∈Z

sup
α∈Al

[
1

µ(Ql
α)

×

∫

Ql
α

∞∑

k=l

δ−ksq|Qk( f )(x)|q dµ(x)



1/q

< ∞



with usual modification made when q = ∞.

Definition 3.4. Let β, γ ∈ (0, η) with η as in Definition 2.4, and s ∈ (−(β∧γ), β∧γ). Let {Qk}k∈Z be

an exp-IATI and N ∈ N as in Lemma 2.10. The inhomogeneous Triebel–Lizorkin space F s
∞,q(X)

is defined by setting

F s
∞,q(X) :=

 f ∈ (G
η

0
(β, γ))′ : ‖ f ‖Fs

∞,q (X) := max

 sup
k∈{0,...,N}

sup
α∈Ak

sup
m∈{1,...,N(k,α)}

m
Q

k,m
α

(|Qk( f )|),

sup
l∈N, l>N

sup
α∈Al


1

µ(Ql
α)

∫

Ql
α

∞∑

k=l

δ−ksq |Qk( f )(x)|q dµ(x)



1/q
 < ∞



with usual modification made when q = ∞.

Remark 3.5. (i) Recall that homogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on X need to

require µ(X) = ∞ which is not necessary for inhomogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin

spaces on X.

(ii) It was proved in [48] that those spaces defined in Definitions 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4 are

independent of the choices of β, γ, and exp-(I)ATIs (see [48, Propositions 3.12, 3.15, 4.3,

4.4, 5.4, 5.5, 5.10, and 5.11]), which makes those spaces well defined.

Next, we introduce the notion of Lipschitz-type spaces on spaces of homogeneous type, which

originates from [43, 36, 34]; see also [40, Definition 3.1].

Definition 3.6. Let p, q ∈ (0,∞], s ∈ (0,∞), and C̃ ∈ (0,∞) be a constant.

(i) A function f ∈ L
p

loc
(X) is said to belong to the Lipschitz-type space L̇(s, p, q;X) if

‖ f ‖L̇(s,p,q;X) :=


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δk))

∫

B(x,C̃δk)

| f (x) − f (y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

,

with usual modifications made when p = ∞ or q = ∞, is finite.

(ii) A function f ∈ Lp(X) is said to belong to the Lipschitz-type space L(s, p, q;X) if

‖ f ‖L̇(s,p,q;X) < ∞.

Moreover, for any f ∈ L(s, p, q;X), let

‖ f ‖L(s,p,q;X) := ‖ f ‖Lp(X) + ‖ f ‖L̇(s,p,q;X).
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(iii) A function f ∈ L1
loc

(X) is said to belong to the Lipschitz-type space L̇b(s, p, q;X) if

‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X) :=


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
1

µ(B(x, C̃δk))

∫

B(x,C̃δk)

| f (x) − f (y)| dµ(y)

]p

dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

,

with usual modifications made when p = ∞ or q = ∞, is finite.

(iv) A function f ∈ Lp(X) is said to belong to the Lipschitz-type space Lb(s, p, q;X) if

‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X) < ∞.

Moreover, for any f ∈ Lb(s, p, q;X), let

‖ f ‖Lb(s,p,q;X) := ‖ f ‖Lp(X) + ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X).

When X is a d-set of Rn, the Lipschitz-type space L̇(s, p, q;X), for any given s ∈ R and

p, q ∈ (0,∞], was introduced in [35, 37]; see also [15, 16]. When X is an Ahlfors n-regular metric

measure space, these spaces were introduced in [54]. We also point out that, when X is a metric

measure space, these spaces may be non-trivial even when s ∈ (1,∞) (see, for instance, [54] for

more details).

It is easy to show that the spaces L̇(s, p, q;X), L(s, p, q;X), L̇b(s, p, q;X), and Lb(s, p, q;X) are

independent of the choice of C̃ (see, for instance, [35] and [54]). These spaces have the following

basic properties, whose proofs are similar to those presented in [54], and we omit the details here.

Proposition 3.7. Let s ∈ (0,∞).

(i) If p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], then

L̇(s, p, q;X) ⊂ L̇b(s, p, q;X) and L(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Lb(s, p, q;X).

(ii) If p ∈ (0,∞] and 0 < q0 ≤ q1 ≤ ∞, then L̇(s, p, q0;X) ⊂ L̇(s, p, q1;X), L̇b(s, p, q0;X) ⊂

L̇b(s, p, q1;X), L(s, p, q0;X) ⊂ L(s, p, q1;X), and Lb(s, p, q0;X) ⊂ Lb(s, p, q1;X).

(iii) If p ∈ (0,∞], q0, q1 ∈ (0,∞], and ε ∈ (0,∞), then L(s + ε, p, q0;X) ⊂ L(s, p, q1;X) and

Lb(s + ε, p, q0;X) ⊂ Lb(s, p, q1;X).

Now, we introduce the following Lipschitz-type spaces L̇t(s, p, q, u;X) and Lt(s, p, q, u;X).

Definition 3.8. Let p, q ∈ (0,∞], s, u ∈ (0,∞), and C̃ ∈ (0,∞) be a constant..

(i) A function f ∈ Lu
loc

(X) is said to belong to the Lipschitz-type space L̇t(s, p, q, u;X) if

‖ f ‖L̇t(s,p,q,u;X) :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δk))

∫

B(·,C̃δk)

| f (·) − f (y)|u dµ(y)

] q

u



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

,

with usual modification made when q = ∞, is finite.
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(ii) A function f ∈ Lp(X) is said to belong to the Lipschitz-type space Lt(s, p, q, u;X) if

‖ f ‖Lt(s,p,q,u;X)

:= ‖ f ‖Lp(X) +

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=0

δ−ksq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δk))

∫

B(·,C̃δk)

| f (·) − f (y)|u dµ(y)

] q

u



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

,

with usual modification made when q = ∞, is finite.

It is easy to see that the spaces Lt(s, p, q, u;X) with u ∈ (0, p), and L̇t(s, p, q, u;X) are indepen-

dent of the choice of C̃ (see, for instance, [35] and [54]). If u = 1, we denote L̇t(s, p, q, u;X) and

Lt(s, p, q, u;X) simply, respectively, by L̇t(s, p, q;X) and Lt(s, p, q;X) which were also introduced

in [54] when X is an Ahlfors n-regular metric measure space. Now, we give some basic properties

of L̇t(s, p, q;X) and Lt(s, p, q;X), which can be proved in a way similar to that used in the proof

of [54, Proposition 3.5]; we omit the details here.

Proposition 3.9. Let s ∈ (0,∞).

(i) If p ∈ (0,∞] and 0 < q0 ≤ q1 ≤ ∞, then L̇t(s, p, q0;X) ⊂ L̇t(s, p, q1;X) and Lt(s, p, q0;X) ⊂

Lt(s, p, q1;X).

(ii) If p ∈ (0,∞], q0, q1 ∈ (0,∞], and ε ∈ (0,∞), then Lt(s + ε, p, q0;X) ⊂ Lt(s, p, q1;X).

(iii) If p, q ∈ (0,∞], then

L̇b(s, p min(p, q);X) ⊂ L̇t(s, p, q;X) ⊂ L̇b(s, p,max(p, q);X)

and

Lb(s, p min(p, q);X) ⊂ Lt(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Lb(s, p,max(p, q);X).

(iv) If p ∈ (0,∞], then L̇b(s, p, p;X) = L̇t(s, p, p;X) and Lb(s, p, p;X) = Lb(s, p, p;X).

The following characterizations of L(s, p, q;X) and Lt(s, p, q;X) come from [40, Proposition

3.3] which still holds true in the setting of spaces of homogenous type; we omit the details here.

Proposition 3.10. Let s ∈ (0,∞) and C̃ ∈ (0,∞) be a constant.

(i) Let p, q ∈ (0,∞]. Then f ∈ L(s, p, q;X) if and only if f ∈ Lp(X) and

‖ f ‖
L̃(s,p,q;X)

:=


∞∑

k=0

δ−ksq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δk))

∫

B(x,C̃δk)

| f (x) − f (y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

is finite. Moreover, in this case,

‖ f ‖L(s,p,q;X) ∼ ‖ f ‖Lp(X) + ‖ f ‖L̃(s,p,q;X)

with the positive equivalence constants independent of f .
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(ii) Let p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞]. Then f ∈ Lb(s, p, q;X) if and only if f ∈ Lp(X) and

‖ f ‖
L̃b(s,p,q;X)

:=


∞∑

k=0

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
1

µ(B(x, C̃δk))

∫

B(x,C̃δk)

| f (x) − f (y)| dµ(y)

]p

dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

is finite. Moreover, in this case,

‖ f ‖Lb(s,p,q;X) ∼ ‖ f ‖Lp(X) + ‖ f ‖L̃b(s,p,q;X)

with the positive equivalence constants independent of f .

4 Relations with homogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces

In this section, we study the relations between spaces of Lipschitz-type and homogeneous

Besov spaces or Triebel– Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogenous type. In this section, we

always assume that µ(X) = ∞. Let us begin with the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let η be as in Definition 2.4, β, γ ∈ (0, η), and s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ).

(i) If p ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], then L̇b(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Ḃs
p,q(X);

(ii) If p, q ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞], then L̇t(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Ḟ s
p,q(X).

To prove Proposition 4.1, we need the following basic and useful inequality.

Lemma 4.2. Let θ ∈ (0, 1]. It then holds true that, for any {a j} j∈N ⊂ C,

(4.1)


∞∑

j=1

|a j|



θ

≤

∞∑

j=1

|a j|
θ.

The following lemma contains some basic and very useful estimates related to d and µ on a

space (X, d, µ) of homogeneous type. One can find the details in [25, Lemma 2.1] or [29, Lemma

2.4].

Lemma 4.3. Let β, γ ∈ (0,∞).

(i) For any x, y ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞), V(x, y) ∼ V(y, x) and

Vr(x) + Vr(y) + V(x, y) ∼ Vr(x) + V(x, y) ∼ Vr(y) + V(x, y) ∼ µ(B(x, r + d(x, y)));

moreover, if d(x, y) ≤ r, then Vr(x) ∼ Vr(y). Here the positive equivalence constants are

independent of x, y, and r.

(ii) There exists a positive constant C such that, for any x1 ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),

∫

X

1

Vr(x1) + V(x1, y)

[
r

r + d(x1, y)

]γ
dµ(y) ≤ C.
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(iii) There exists a positive constant C such that, for any x ∈ X and R ∈ (0,∞),

∫

{z∈X: d(x,z)≤R}

1

V(x, y)

[
d(x, y)

R

]β
dµ(y) ≤ C

and ∫

{z∈X: d(x,z)≥R}

1

V(x, y)

[
R

d(x, y)

]β
dµ(y) ≤ C.

(iv) There exists a positive constant C such that, for any x1 ∈ X and r, R ∈ (0,∞),

∫

{x∈X: d(x1 ,x)≥R}

1

Vr(x1) + V(x1, x)

[
r

r + d(x1, x)

]γ
dµ(x) ≤ C

(
r

r + R

)γ
.

Now, we show Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We first prove (i). We claim that, for any given β, γ ∈ (0, η), s ∈

(0, β ∧ γ), p ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞], and q ∈ (0,∞],

(4.2) L̇b(s, p, q;X) ⊂ (G̊
η

0
(β, γ))′.

Indeed, assume that f ∈ L̇b(s, p,∞;X) and x1 ∈ X is a fixed point. Then f is finite for almost

every x ∈ X. Without loss of generality, we may assume that, for any x ∈ X, f (x) < ∞. To

simplify the presentation of this proof, here and thereafter, for any k ∈ Z and x ∈ X, let

(4.3) Jk( f ; x) :=
1

µ(B(x, C̃δ−k))

∫

B(x,C̃δ−k)

| f (x) − f (y)| dµ(y).

For any g ∈ G̊
η

0
(β, γ), by Lemma 4.3, we have, for any x ∈ X,

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

f (y)g(y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

[ f (x) − f (y)]g(y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣(4.4)

. ‖g‖
G̊
η

0
(β,γ)

∫

X

| f (x) − f (y)|Rγ(x1, y; 0) dµ(y)

. ‖g‖
G̊
η

0
(β,γ)

∞∑

j=0

δ jγJ j( f ; x),

where Rγ(x1, y; 0) is as in (2.3). When p ∈ (ω/[ω+ (β∧γ)], 1], from (4.4), (4.1), and s ∈ (0, β∧γ),

we deduce that

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

f (y)g(y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
{

1

µ(B(x1, 1))

∫

B(x1 ,1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

[ f (x) − f (y)]g(y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

dµ(x)

}1/p

. ‖g‖
G̊
η

0
(β,γ)



∞∑

j=0

δ jγp

∫

X

[
J j( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)



1/p

. ‖g‖
G̊
η

0
(β,γ)‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,∞;X);
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while, when p ∈ (1,∞], by the Minkowski inequality, (4.4), and s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), we have

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

f (y)g(y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . ‖g‖G̊η0(β,γ)

∞∑

j=0

δ jγ

{∫

X

[
J j( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}1/p

. ‖g‖
G̊
η

0
(β,γ)
‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,∞;X).

By this and Proposition 3.7(ii), we conclude that (4.2) holds true.

Now, we prove that L̇b(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Ḃs
p,q(X) for any given β, γ ∈ (0, η), s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ),

p ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞], and q ∈ (0,∞]. To this end, let f ∈ L̇b(s, p, q;X) and {Qk}
∞
k=−∞

be

an exp-ATI. Then, by the cancellation and the size conditions of Qk, we have, for any k ∈ Z and

x ∈ X,

|Qk f (x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

Qk(x, y)[ f (x) − f (y)] dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣(4.5)

.

∫

X

Rγ(x, y; k)| f (x) − f (y)| dµ(y) .

∞∑

j=0

δ jγJ j−k( f ; x),

where Rγ(x, y; k) is as in (2.3).

If p ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)], 1], by (4.1) and (4.5), we find that, for any k ∈ Z,

(4.6) ‖Qk f ‖Lp(X) .



∞∑

j=0

δ jγp

∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)



1/p

.

When q/p ∈ (0, 1], from (4.6), (4.1), and s ∈ (0, γ), we deduce that

‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X) =


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq‖Qk f ‖
q

Lp(X)



1/q

(4.7)

.


∞∑

j=0

δ jγp
∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X)


∞∑

j=0

δ j(γ−s)p



1/q

. ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X);

while, when q/p ∈ (1,∞], by (4.6) and the Minkowski inequality, we conclude that

‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X) =


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq‖Qk f ‖
q

Lp(X)



1/q

(4.8)

.


∞∑

j=0

δ jγp


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}q/p


p/q


1/p

. ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X).
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If p ∈ (1,∞], then, from (4.5) and the Minkowski inequality, we deduce that, for any k ∈ Z,

(4.9) ‖Qk f ‖Lp(X) .

∞∑

j=0

δ jγ

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}1/p

.

When q ∈ (0, 1], by (4.1) and (4.9), we obtain

‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X) =


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq‖Qk f ‖
q

Lp(X)



1/q

(4.10)

.


∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X);

while, when q ∈ (1,∞], by (4.9) and the Minkowski inequality, we conclude that

‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X) .

∞∑

j=0

δ jγ


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X).

This, together with (4.7), (4.8), and (4.10), then finishes the proof of (i).

Next, we prove (ii). By Proposition 3.9(iii), we have, for any given s, p, and q as in Proposition

4.1(ii),

L̇t(s, p, q;X) ⊂ L̇b(s, p,max{p, q};X).

Thus, from (4.2), we deduce that L̇t(s, p, q;X) ⊂ (G̊
η

0
(β, γ))′ with β, γ, s, p, and q as in (ii).

Let {Qk}
∞
k=−∞

be an exp-ATI and f ∈ L̇t(s, p, q;X). Then, by the cancellation and the size

conditions of Qk, we find that, for any fixed Γ ∈ (0,∞) and for any k ∈ Z and x ∈ X,

|Qk f (x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

[ f (x) − f (y)]Qk(x, y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
∫

X

RΓ(x, y; k)| f (x) − f (y)| dµ(y)(4.11)

.

∞∑

j=0

δ jΓJ j−k( f ; x),

where RΓ(x, y; k) is as in (2.3). If q ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)], 1], using (4.1) and (4.11), and choosing

Γ ∈ (γ,∞), we conclude that, for any k ∈ Z and x ∈ X,

(4.12) |Qk f (x)| .



∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
[
J j−k( f ; x)

]q



1/q

;

while, when q ∈ (1,∞], using the Hölder inequality and choosing Γ ∈ (γ,∞) again, we have, for

any k ∈ Z and x ∈ X,

|Qk f (x)| .



∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
[
J j−k( f ; x)

]q



1/q 
∞∑

j=0

δ j(Γ−γ)q′



1/q′

.



∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
[
J j−k( f ; x)

]q



1/q

.(4.13)
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Combining the above two estimates, we conclude that, for any given q ∈ (ω/[ω + (β∧ γ)],∞] and

for any k ∈ Z and x ∈ X,

|Qk f (x)| .



∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
[
J j−k( f ; x)

]q



1/q

.

Now, we consider the following two cases.

Case 1) p ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞). In this case, if p/q ∈ (0, 1], then, by (4.12), (4.13), (4.1),

and s ∈ (0, γ), we obtain

‖ f ‖Ḟs
p,q(X) =

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq|Qk f |q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

(4.14)

.



∫

X



∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq
∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
[
J j−k( f ; x)

]q



p/q

dµ(x)



1/p

.



∫

X

∞∑

j=0

δ jγp


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq
[
J j−k( f ; x)

]q



p/q

dµ(x)



1/p

∼



∞∑

j=0

δ jγp

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq
[
J j−k( f ; ·)

]q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p

Lp(X)



1/p

. ‖ f ‖L̇t(s,p,q;X);

while, if p/q ∈ (1,∞), by (4.12), (4.13), the Minkowski inequality, and an argument similar to that

used in the estimation of (4.14), we have

‖ f ‖Ḟs
p,q(X) .



∞∑

j=0

δ jγq

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq
[
J j−k( f ; ·)

]q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

q

Lp(X)



1/q

. ‖ f ‖L̇t(s,p,q;X),(4.15)

which, combined with (4.14), then completes the proof of (ii) in this case.

Case 2) p = ∞. In this case, by (4.12) and (4.13), we find that, for any l ∈ Z and x ∈ X,

∞∑

k=l

δ−ksq|Qk f (x)|q .

∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
∞∑

k= j

δ−ksq
[
J j−k( f ; x)

]q
. ‖ f ‖

q

L̇t(s,∞,q;X)
,(4.16)

which implies that, for any l ∈ Z and α ∈ Al,

1

µ(Ql
α)

∫

Ql
α

∞∑

k=l

δ−ksq|Qk f (x)|q dµ(x) . ‖ f ‖
q

L̇t(s,∞,q;X)
.

Thus, f ∈ Ḟ s
∞,q(X) and ‖ f ‖Ḟs

∞,q (X) . ‖ f ‖L̇t(s,∞,q;X), which completes the proof of (ii) in this case.

Combining with the two above cases, we complete the proof of (ii) and hence of Proposition

4.1. �
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To establish the contrary of Proposition 4.1, we need the following notion of lower bounds;

see, for instance, [19, Definition 1.1] and [1].

Definition 4.4. Suppose that (X, d, µ) is a space of homogeneous type with upper dimension ω

as in (1.1). The measure µ is said to have a lower bound Q with Q ∈ (0, ω], if there is a positive

constant C such that, for any x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),

(4.17) µ(B(x, r)) ≥ CrQ.

Remark 4.5. (i) We point out that, in Definition 4.4, the restriction Q ∈ (0, ω] is necessary.

Indeed, fix a point x0 ∈ X. Then, by (1.1) and (4.17), we find that, for any r ∈ [1,∞),

rQ
. µ(B(x0, r)) . rωµ(B(x0, 1)),

which implies that rQ−ω
. 1. Letting r → ∞, we then obtain Q ≤ ω, which explains the

reasonability of the above restriction on Q.

(ii) Observe that the lower bound Q of X in [19, Definition 1.1] is directly restricted to the same

as the upper dimension ω of X.

Now, we establish the inverse of Proposition 4.1.

Proposition 4.6. Let η be as in Definition 2.4, ω as in (1.1), β, γ ∈ (0, η), and s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ).

(i) If p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], then Ḃs
p,q(X) ⊂ L̇(s, p, q;X);

(ii) If p ∈ (ω/(ω + s), 1) satisfies −η < s − ω/p, q ∈ (0,∞], and X has a lower bound ω, then

Ḃs
p,q(X) ⊂ L̇(s, p, q;X);

(iii) If p ∈ (1,∞) and q ∈ (1,∞], then Ḟ s
p,q(X) ⊂ L̇t(s, p, q;X);

(iv) If p ∈ (ω/(ω + s), 1] satisfies −η < s − ω/p, q ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞], and X has a lower

bound ω, then Ḟ s
p,q(X) ⊂ L̇t(s, p, q, u;X) with u ∈ (0,min{p, q}).

To show Proposition 4.6, we need several technical lemmas. Han et al. [19, Theorem 1.3]

obtained a necessary and sufficient condition for the validity of the embedding theorems for Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous type. The following lemma comes from

the combination of [19, Theorem 1.3] and [30, Theorem 3.2].

Lemma 4.7. Let η be as in Definition 2.4, ω as in (1.1), β, γ ∈ (0, η), s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), and

p ∈ (ω/(ω + s), 1] satisfy −η < s − ω/p. Assume that X has a lower bound ω.

(i) If q ∈ (0,∞], then

Ḃs
p,q(X) ⊂ Ḃ

s−ω( 1
p
−1)

1,q
(X).

(ii) If q ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞], then

Ḟ s
p,q(X) ⊂ Ḟ

s−ω( 1
p
−1)

1,q
(X).



Difference characterization of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin Spaces 21

Remark 4.8. We point that the lower bound of X in Proposition 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 is required

to be the same as the upper dimension ω. It is still unclear whether or not the conclusions of

Proposition 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 still hold true if the lower bound Q of X belongs to (0, ω). Indeed,

we prove Proposition 4.6 by using Lemma 4.7, while Lemma 4.7 strongly depends on [19, Propo-

sition 3.1] which needs Q = ω. But, it is easy to check that [19, Proposition 3.1] still holds true

when Q ∈ [ω,∞), which, together with Remark 4.5(i), results in the restriction of Lemma 4.7 and

hence Proposition 4.6 on the lower bound of X.

The following two technical lemmas play a very important role, respectively, in dealing with

Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous type. Lemma 4.9 comes from [48,

Lemma 3.13].

Lemma 4.9. Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and p ∈ (ω/(ω + γ), 1] with ω as in (1.1). Then there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any k, k′ ∈ Z, x ∈ X, and y
k,m
α ∈ Q

k,m
α with α ∈ Ak and

m ∈ {1, . . . ,N(k, α)},

C−1[Vδk∧k′ (x)]1−p ≤
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) 
1

Vδk∧k′ (x) + V(x, y
k,m
α )


p 

δk∧k′

δk∧k′ + d(x, y
k,m
α )


γp

≤ C[Vδk∧k′ (x)]1−p.

The following lemma is just [25, Lemma 5.3] whose proof remains valid for any quasi-metric

d and is independent of the reverse doubling property of the considered measure; we omit the

details here.

Lemma 4.10. Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and r ∈ (ω/(ω+ γ), 1] with ω as in (1.1). Then there exists a positive

constant C such that, for any k, k′ ∈ Z, x ∈ X, and a
k,m
α ∈ C and y

k,m
α ∈ Q

k,m
α with α ∈ Ak and

m ∈ {1, . . . ,N(k, α)},

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) 1

Vδk∧k′ (x) + V(x, y
k,m
α )


δk∧k′

δk∧k′ + d(x, y
k,m
α )


γ

|ak,m
α |

≤ Cδ[k−(k∧k′ )]ω(1−1/r)

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

|ak,m
α |

r1
Q

k,m
α

 (x)



1/r

,

where M is as in (1.3).

The following lemma is the Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality established in

[18, Theorem 1.2].

Lemma 4.11. Let p ∈ (1,∞), q ∈ (1,∞], and M be the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator

on X as in (1.3). Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any sequence { f j} j∈Z of

measurable functions on X,
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∑

j∈Z

[M( f j)]
q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈Z

| f j|
q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

with the usual modification made when q = ∞.
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Now, we prove Proposition 4.6.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. To prove (i), by [3, Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.16], we have, for any

f ∈ Ḃs
p,q(X) with s, p, and q as in (i), f ∈ L

p

loc
(X). Let {Qk}

∞
k=−∞

be an exp-ATI and fix x1 ∈ X.

Since f ∈ Ḃs
p,q(X), from [48, Propositions 3.13(i) and 3.15], it follows that f ∈ Ḃs

p,∞(X) and

‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,∞(X) . ‖ f ‖Ḃs

p,q(X), and, moreover, f ∈ (G̊
η

0
(β, γ))′ with η, β, and γ as in this proposition.

Thus, for any g ∈ G̊
η

0
(β, γ), by

∫
X

g(x)dµ(x) = 0 and Lemma 2.7, we obtain

〈 f , g〉 =

l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

) 〈
Q̃k

(
·, yk,m
α

)
− Q̃k

(
x1, y

k,m
α

)
, g

〉

+

∞∑

k=l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

) 〈
Q̃k

(
·, yk,m
α

)
, g

〉
.

Define, formally, for any l0 ∈ Z and x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0 ),

f̃ (x) :=

l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

) [
Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)
− Q̃k

(
x1, y

k,m
α

)]
(4.18)

+

∞∑

k=l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)
Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)

=: J1(x) + J2(x).

We next show that f̃ is well defined. We first consider the case p ∈ [1,∞). In this case, we

show that, for any l0 ∈ Z,

(4.19)

[∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

∣∣∣∣ f̃ (x)
∣∣∣∣
p

dµ(x)

]1/p

. δl0s‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,∞(X).

We first estimate J1. By (2.6), we have, for any x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0 ),

|J1(x)| .

l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


d(x, x1)

δk + d(x1, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ(x1, y
k,m
α ; k),(4.20)

where Rγ(x1, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3). From this, (4.1), Lemma 4.3(i), the Hölder inequality, Lemma

4.9, s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), and µ(Qk,m
α ) . Vδk (y

k,m
α ), we deduce that, for any x ∈ B(x1, δ

l0),

|J1(x)|p . [d(x, x1)]βp



l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

δ−kβµ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ Rγ
(
x1, y

k,m
α ; k

)


p

. [d(x, x1)]βp



l0−1∑

k=−∞


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

δ−kβpµ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p

Rγ
(
x1, y

k,m
α ; k

)


1/p
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×


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Rγ

(
x1, y

k,m
α ; k

)


1/p′

p

.
[d(x, x1)]βp

Vδl0 (x1)



l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβ


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



1/p

p

. ‖ f ‖
p

Ḃs
p,∞(X)

[d(x, x1)]βp

Vδl0 (x1)
δ−l0(β−s)p,

which further implies that, for any p ∈ [1,∞) and l0 ∈ Z,

∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

|J1(x)|p dµ(x) . ‖ f ‖
p

Ḃs
p,∞(X)

δ−l0(β−s)p

Vδl0 (x1)

∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

[d(x, x1)]βp dµ(x)(4.21)

. δl0 sp‖ f ‖
p

Ḃs
p,∞(X)
.

Now, we estimate J2. By (2.5), we find that, for any x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0 ),

(4.22) |J2(x)| .

∞∑

k=l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
.

Thus, using the Hölder inequality and Lemma 4.9, we conclude that, for any x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0 ),

|J2(x)| .

∞∑

k=l0



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


1/p

×



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Rγ

(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


1/p′

.

∞∑

k=l0



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


1/p

.

From this, the Minkowski inequality, and (4.34), we deduce that

[∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

|J2(x)|p dµ(x)

]1/p

(4.23)

.

∞∑

k=l0



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
∫

X

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
dµ(x)



1/p

.

∞∑

k=l0



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



1/p

. δl0s‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,∞(X).

By (4.21) and (4.23), we know that (4.19) holds true and the infinite summation in (4.18) converges

in L
p

loc
(X) when p ∈ [1,∞). Moreover, f̃ is well defined when p ∈ [1,∞).
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Next, we consider the case p = ∞. Indeed, in this case, from (4.20), Lemma 4.9, s ∈ (0, β∧γ),

and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we deduce that, for any l0 ∈ Z and x ∈ B(x1, δ

l0 ),

|J1(x)| . δl0β
l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβ‖Qk f ‖L∞(X)

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Rγ

(
x1, y

k,m
α ; k

)
(4.24)

. δl0β‖ f ‖Ḃs
∞,∞(X)

l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−k(β−s)
. δl0 s‖ f ‖Ḃs

∞,∞(X).

Besides, by (4.22), Lemma 4.9, s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we conclude that, for

any l0 ∈ Z and x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0 ),

|J2(x)| .

∞∑

k=l0

‖Qk‖L∞(X) . ‖ f ‖Ḃs
∞,∞(X)

∞∑

k=l0

δks
. δl0s‖ f ‖Ḃs

∞,∞(X).(4.25)

From this and (4.24), we deduce that (4.19) holds true and the infinite summation in (4.18) con-

verges in L∞(B(x1, δ
l0)). Moreover, f̃ is well defined when p = ∞.

Now, we show that, for any l0 ∈ Z, there exists a constant C(l0), depending on l0, such that, for

almost every x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0), f̃ (x) −C(l0) = f (x). Indeed, for any n ∈ N, let

fn(·) :=

l0−1∑

k=l0−n

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

) [
Q̃k

(
·, yk,m
α

)
− Q̃k

(
x1, y

k,m
α

)]

+

l0+n−1∑

k=l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)
Q̃k

(
·, yk,m
α

)
.

Then we know that fn → f in (G̊
η

0
(β, γ))′ as n→ ∞, and, by (4.21), (4.23), (4.24), (4.25), and the

dominated convergence theorem, we find that fn → f̃ in Lp(B(x1, δ
l0 )) as n → ∞. Thus, for any

given ϕ ∈ G̊
η

0
(β, γ) with supp ϕ ⊂ B(x1, δ

l0 ) and β, γ ∈ (0, η), we obtain

∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

f (x)ϕ(x) dµ(x) = 〈 f , ϕ〉 = lim
n→∞
〈 fn, ϕ〉 = lim

n→∞

∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

fn(x)ϕ(x) dµ(x)

=

∫

B(x1 ,δ
l0 )

f̃ (x)ϕ(x) dµ(x),

which implies that there exists a constant C(l0), depending on l0, such that, for almost every x ∈

B(x1, δ
l0 ), f̃ (x) −C(l0) = f (x). This proves the above claim.

Next, we show that, for any f ∈ Ḃs
p,q(X) with s, p, and q as in (i),

(4.26) ‖ f ‖L̇(s,p,q;X) . ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X).

We first consider the case p ∈ [1,∞). Indeed, there exists a unique l0 ∈ Z such that C̃ ∈ (δl0+1, δl0 ],

where C̃ is as in Definition 3.6(i). Then, for any l ∈ Z, x ∈ X, and y ∈ B(x, C̃δl), we write

f (x) − f (y) =

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

) [
Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)
− Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)]
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+

∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

· · ·

=: J3(x, y) + J4(x, y).

We first estimate J3. Since d(x, y) < C̃δl ≤ δl+l0 < (2A0)−1[δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )] for any k ∈ (−∞, l+ l0 −

1] ∩ Z, from the regularity condition of Q̃k, it then follows that

|J3(x, y)| .

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
,(4.27)

where Rγ
(
x, y

k,m
α ; k

)
is as in (2.3). By this, (2.6), the Hölder inequality, and Lemma 4.9, we have

|J3(x, y)| .

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)

. δlβ
l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβ


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p

Rβ+γ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


1/p

.

From this, Lemma 4.3(ii), and the Minkowski inequality, we deduce that, for any l ∈ Z and x ∈ X,

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J3(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]1/p

(4.28)

. δlβ



∫

X


l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβ



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p

× Rβ+γ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


1/p


p

dµ(x)



1/p

. δlβ
l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβ



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
∫

X

Rβ+γ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
dµ(x)



1/p

. δlβ
l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβ



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



1/p

. δlβ
′



l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβ′q


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/q

,

where β′ := β when q ∈ (0, 1] by using (4.1), or β′ ∈ (s, β) when q ∈ (1,∞] by using the Hölder

inequality. By (4.28), we conclude that, if p ∈ [1,∞), then


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J3(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X).(4.29)
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Next, we estimate J4. Note that, by Lemma 4.3(i), we obtain, for any given p ∈ (0,∞) and for

any k, l ∈ Z, α ∈ Ak, and x, y ∈ X,

∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

∣∣∣Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣p dµ(y) dµ(x)(4.30)

=

∫

X

∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∣∣∣Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣p 1
{y∈X: d(x,y)<C̃δl}

(y) dµ(y) dµ(x)

=

∫

X

∣∣∣Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣p
[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))
1
{x∈X: d(x,y)<C̃δl}

(x) dµ(x)

]
dµ(y)

.

∫

X

∣∣∣Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣p dµ(y).

From (2.5), the Hölder inequality, and Lemma 4.9, we deduce that

|J4(x, y)| .

∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
[∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]

.



∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

δ−ksp/2µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
[∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]

1/p

×



∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

δksp′/2µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]

1/p′

. δls/2



∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

δ−ksp/2µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
[∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]

1/p

,

which, together with (2.5), (4.30), and (4.34), further implies that

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J4(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p

(4.31)

. δ−lsq/2
∞∑

k=l+l0

δ−ksp/2



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

.

If q/p ∈ (0, 1], then, by (4.31), (4.1), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we conclude that


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J4(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

(4.32)

.



∞∑

l=−∞

∞∑

k=l+l0

δ(k−l)sq/2δ−ksq


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/q

. ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X);



Difference characterization of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin Spaces 27

while, if q/p ∈ (1,∞], by (4.31), the Hölder inequality, and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we obtain


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J4(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

.



∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq/2
∞∑

k=l+l0

δ−ksq/4


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

×


∞∑

k=l+l0

δ−ksp(q/p)′/4



1
(q/p)′



1/q

. ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X),

which, combined with (4.29), (4.32), then completes the proof of (4.26) when p ∈ [1,∞). The

proof of the case p = ∞ is similar to that of the case p ∈ [1,∞); we omit the details here. This

finishes the proof of (i).

Now, we show (ii). To this end, by [3, Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.16], we know that, for any

f ∈ Ḃs
p,q(X) with s, p, and q as in (ii), f ∈ L1

loc
(X). We claim that (4.19) still holds true for any

l0 ∈ Z, and s and p as in (ii). Indeed, if p ∈ (ω/(ω + s), 1], from (4.20), (4.1), Lemma 4.3(i),

s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), and µ(Qk,m
α ) . Vδk (y

k,m
α ), we deduce that

|J1(x)|p .

l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]p

×


d(x, x1)

δk + d(x1, y
k,m
α )


βp 

1

Vδk (x1) + Vδk (y
k,m
α ) + V(x1, y

k,m
α )


p

.
[d(x, x1)]βp

Vδl0 (x1)

l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβp


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



. ‖ f ‖
p

Ḃs
p,∞(X)

[d(x, x1)]βp

Vδl0 (x1)
δ−l0(β−s)p.

By this, we further conclude that, for any l0 ∈ Z and p ∈ (ω/(ω + 1), 1),

∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

|J1(x)|p dµ(x) . ‖ f ‖
p

Ḃs
p,∞(X)

δ−l0(β−s)p

Vδl0 (x1)

∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

[d(x, x1)]βp dµ(x)(4.33)

. δl0 sp‖ f ‖
p

Ḃs
p,∞(X)
.

On the other hand, from Lemmas 4.3(i) and 4.9, we deduce that, for any k ∈ {l0, l0 + 1, . . .},

(4.34)

∫

X

[
Rγ

(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)]p
dµ(x) .

[
µ(Qk,m

α )
]1−p
,

which, together with (4.22) and (4.1), implies that, for any p ∈ (ω/(ω + s), 1) and l0 ∈ Z,
∫

B(x1,δ
l0 )

|J2(x)|p dµ(x)(4.35)
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.

∫

X

∞∑

k=l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ
(
Qk,m
α

)]p
∣∣∣∣Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p [

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)]p
dµ(x)

.

∞∑

k=l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ
(
Qk,m
α

)]p
∣∣∣∣Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
∫

X

[
Rγ

(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)]p
dµ(x)

.

∞∑

k=l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
. δl0 sp‖ f ‖

p

Ḃs
p,∞(X)

.

By (4.33) and (4.35), we know that (4.19) still holds true and the infinite summation in (4.18)

converges in L
p

loc
(X). Moreover, f̃ is well defined when s and p are as in (ii).

Next, we claim that, for any l0 ∈ Z, there exists a constant C(l0), depending on l0, such that, for

almost every x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0), f̃ (x) −C(l0) = f (x). Indeed, by Lemma 4.7, we know that

Ḃs
p,q(X) ⊂ Ḃ

s−ω( 1
p
−1)

1,q
(X) ⊂ Ḃ

s−ω( 1
p
−1)

1,∞
(X).

Since p ∈ (ω/(ω + s), 1), it follows that s − ω( 1
p
− 1) > 0. Using an argument similar to that used

in the estimations of (4.21) and (4.23), we also know that f̃ ∈ L1
loc

(X). From this and an argument

similar to that used in the case p ∈ [1,∞), we deduce that, for any l0 ∈ Z, there exists a constant

C(l0), depending on l0, such that, for almost every x ∈ B(x1, δ
l0 ), f̃ (x) −C(l0) = f (x).

Now, we show that, for any f ∈ Ḃs
p,q(X) with s, p, and q as in (ii), (4.26) still holds true.

Indeed, by (4.27), (4.1), and (4.34), we find that


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J3(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

(4.36)

.



∞∑

l=−∞

δl(β−s)q


l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβp
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/q

.

If q/p ∈ (0, 1], by (4.36), (4.1), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we have


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J3(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X);(4.37)

while, if q/p ∈ (1,∞], by (4.27), the Hölder inequality, s ∈ (0, β), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we

obtain


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J3(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

(4.38)

.



∞∑

l=−∞

δl(β−s)q


l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−kβp
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/q
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.



∞∑

l=−∞

δl(β−s)q



l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−k(β+s)q/2


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

×



l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ−k(β−s)p(q/p)′/2



q

(q/p)′p



1/q

.



∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq
∞∑

l=k−l0+1

δ(l−k)(β−s)q/2


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/q

. ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X).

On the other hand, by (4.1), (4.30), (2.5), and (4.34), we find that

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J4(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]1/p

(4.39)

.



∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]p

×

∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

[∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
+

∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p
]

dµ(y) dµ(x)



1/p

.



∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]p

∫

X

∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p

dµ(x)



1/p

.



∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



1/p

.

If q/p ∈ (0, 1], by (4.1) and (4.39), we conclude that


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J4(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X);(4.40)

while, if q/p ∈ (1,∞], by (4.39) and the Hölder inequality, we find that

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J4(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p

. δlsq/2
∞∑

k=l+l0

δ−ksq/2



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

,

which further implies that


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J4(x, y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖Ḃs
p,q(X).(4.41)
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This, combined with (4.37), (4.38), and (4.40), shows that (4.26) still holds true for any given s,

p, and q as in (ii), and hence finishes the proof of (ii).

Next, we show (iii). Let {Qk}
∞
k=−∞

be an exp-ATI and f ∈ Ḟ s
p,q(X) with p ∈ (1,∞). Note that

there exists a unique l0 ∈ Z such that C̃ ∈ (δl0+1, δl0 ], where C̃ is as in Definition 3.6(i). Using an

argument similar to that used in the estimation of (4.19), we know that, for any s, p, and q as in

(ii), Ḟ s
p,q(X) ⊂ L

p

loc
(X), and, for any l ∈ Z, x ∈ X and y ∈ B(x, C̃δl), we write

f (x) − f (y) =

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

) [
Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)
− Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)]

+

∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

· · ·

=: J5(x, y) + J6(x, y).

We first estimate J5. By (2.6), we have

|J5(x, y)| .

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)

.

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ(l−k)β
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
,

where Rγ(x, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3). From this, Lemma 4.10, and the Hölder inequality, we deduce

that


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J5(x, y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q

.


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
1

Q
k,m
α

∣∣∣∣

 (x)



q

1/q

with M as in (1.3), which, together with Lemma 4.11 and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , further implies

that

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|J5(·, y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

(4.42)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
1

Q
k,m
α

∣∣∣∣





q

1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Ḟs
p,q(X).
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Now, we estimate J6. By Lemma 4.10, we have

|J6(x, y)| .

∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
[∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]

.

∞∑

k=l+l0


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ 1Q
k,m
α

 (x)

+M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ 1Q
k,m
α

 (y)


.

From this, the Hölder inequality, and the Lebesgue differential theorem, we deduce that, for almost

every x ∈ X,


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J6(x, y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q

.



∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq


∞∑

k=l+l0


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ 1Q
k,m
α

 (x)

+M ◦ M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ 1Q
k,m
α

 (x)





q

1/q

.


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq


M ◦ M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
1

Q
k,m
α

∣∣∣∣

 (x)



q

1/q

,

where, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(X), M ◦ M( f ) := M(M( f )). This, combined with Lemma 4.11 and the

arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , implies that

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|J6(·, y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Ḟs
p,q(X),

which, together with (4.42), then completes the proof of (iii).

Finally, we prove (iv). Let {Qk}
∞
k=−∞

be an exp-ATI and f ∈ Ḟ s
p,q(X) with s, p, and q as in (iii).

Note that there exists a unique l0 ∈ Z such that C̃ ∈ (δl0+1, δl0], where C̃ is as in Definition 3.8(i).

Using an argument similar to that used in the estimation of (4.19), we know that f ∈ L1
loc

(X) and,

for any l ∈ Z, x ∈ X, and y ∈ B(x, C̃δl), we write

f (x) − f (y) =

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

) [
Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)
− Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)]

+

∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

· · ·
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=: J7(x, y) + J8(x, y).

We first estimate J7. By (2.6), we have

|J7(x, y)| .

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)

.

l+l0−1∑

k=−∞

δ(l−k)β
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
,

where Rγ(x, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3). From this and Lemma 4.10, we deduce that, for any r ∈ (ω/(ω+

γ), 1] and x ∈ X,


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J7(x, y)|u dµ(y)

] q

u



1/q

.



∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α

 (x)



q

r



1/q

,

where we used (4.1) when q ∈ (0, 1], or the Hölder inequality when q ∈ (1,∞]. This, combined

with Lemma 4.11 and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , implies that

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|J7(·, y)|u dµ(y)

] q

u



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

(4.43)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α





q

r



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α





q

r



r
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

1
r

L
p
r (X)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α



q

r



r
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

1
r

L
p
r (X)

∼

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=−∞

δ−ksq
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
q

1
Q

k,m
α



1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Ḟs
p,q(X),

where we chose r ∈ (ω/(ω + γ),min{p, q}).
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Now, we estimate J8. By the size condition of Q̃k and Lemma 4.10, we have, for any r ∈

(ω/(ω + γ), 1],

|J8(x, y)| .

∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
[∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
x, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣Q̃k

(
y, yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]

.

∞∑

k=l+l0


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α

 (x)



1
r

+

∞∑

k=l+l0


M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α

 (y)



1
r

=: J8,1(x) + J8,2(y).

Using an argument similar to that used in the estimation of (4.43), we conclude that
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|J8,1(·)|u dµ(y)

] q

u



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Ḟs
p,q(X).(4.44)

To estimate J8,2, since u ∈ (0,min{p, q}), it follows that


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|J8,2(y)|u dµ(y)

] q

u



1/q

.



∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq


M





∞∑

k=l+l0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α





1
r



u
(x)



q

u



1/q

,

which, together with Lemma 4.11, implies that
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|J8,2(y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

M





∞∑

k=l+l0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α





1
r



u



q

u



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

∼

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

M





∞∑

k=l+l0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1
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(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q
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α





1
r



u



q

u


u
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

1
u

L
p
u (X)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq



∞∑

k=l+l0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
r

1
Q

k,m
α





1
r



q

1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(X)

.



34 FanWang, Ziyi He, Dachun Yang andWen Yuan

From this and an argument similar to that used in the estimation of J7, we deduce that

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=−∞

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|J8,2(y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Ḟs
p,q(X),

where we chose r ∈ (ω/(ω + γ),min{p, q}). Combining this, (4.43), and (4.44), we then complete

the proof of (iv) and hence of Proposition 4.6. �

Remark 4.12. We point out that Proposition 4.6(iv) is new even when X is an RD-spaces.

Using Propositions 3.7(i), 4.1, and 4.6, we obtain the following difference characterization of

homogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces, and we omit the details here.

Theorem 4.13. Let η be as in Definition 2.4, β, γ ∈ (0, η), and s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ).

(i) If p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], then L̇(s, p, q;X) = L̇b(s, p, q;X) = Ḃs
p,q(X) with equivalent

(quasi-)norms.

(ii) If p ∈ (1,∞) and q ∈ (1,∞], then L̇t(s, p, q;X) = Ḟ s
p,q(X) with equivalent norms.

5 Relations with inhomogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces

In this section, we consider the relations between spaces of Lipschitz-type and inhomogeneous

Besov spaces or Triebel– Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogenous type. In this section, we do

not need to assume that µ(X) = ∞. Let us begin with the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let η be as in Definition 2.4 and ω as in (1.1), β, γ ∈ (0, η), and s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ).

(i) If p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], then Lb(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Bs
p,q(X);

(ii) If p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (ω/[ω + (β ∧ γ)],∞], then Lt(s, p, q;X) ⊂ F s
p,q(X).

Proof. We first prove (i). By the definition of Lb(s, p, q;X) with s, p, and q as in this proposition,

we know that Lb(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Lp(X). From this and p ∈ [1,∞], it follows that Lp(X) ⊂ (G
η

0
(β, γ))′

and hence Lb(s, p, q;X) ⊂ (G
η

0
(β, γ))′ for any given β, γ ∈ (0, η).

Let {Qk}
∞
k=0

be an exp-IATI and f ∈ Lb(s, p, q;X). Note that, by [29, Proposition 2.2(iii)], we

know that, for any p ∈ [1,∞] and k ∈ {0, . . . ,N},

(5.1) ‖Qk f ‖Lp(X) . ‖ f ‖Lp(X).

From this, (4.5), and the Minkowski inequality, it follows that

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X) =



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk( f )|)
]p



1/p

(5.2)

+


∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq‖Qk( f )‖
q

Lp(X)



1/q
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. ‖ f ‖Lp(X) +



∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq


∞∑

j=0

δ jγ

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}1/p


q

1/q

,

where J j−k( f ; x) is as in (4.3). If q ∈ (0, 1], by (5.2) and (4.1), we find that

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X) . ‖ f ‖Lp(X) +


∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq
∞∑

j=0

δ jγq

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

(5.3)

. ‖ f ‖Lp(X) +


∞∑

j=0

δ jγq
∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖Lp(X) + ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X) ∼ ‖ f ‖Lb(s,p,q;X);

while, if q ∈ (1,∞], by (5.2) and the Minkowski inequality, we obtain

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X) . ‖ f ‖Lp(X) +

∞∑

j=0

δ jγ


∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq

{∫

X

[
J j−k( f ; x)

]p
dµ(x)

}q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖Lp(X) + ‖ f ‖L̇b(s,p,q;X) ∼ ‖ f ‖Lb(s,p,q;X).

This, combined with (5.3), then finishes the proof of (i).

Now, we prove (ii). Assume that f ∈ Lt(s, p, q;X) with s, p, and q as in this proposition.

By the definition of Lt(s, p, q;X), we know that Lt(s, p, q;X) ⊂ Lp(X). Since p ∈ [1,∞] and

Lp(X) ⊂ (G
η

0
(β, γ))′, it follows that Lt(s, p, q;X) ⊂ (G

η

0
(β, γ))′ for any given β, γ ∈ (0, η).

Let {Qk}
∞
k=0

be an exp-IATI. If p ∈ [1,∞), using (5.1) and an argument similar to that used in

the estimations of (4.14) and (4.15), we find that

‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X) .



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk( f )|)
]p



1/p

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq|Qk f |q



1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Lp(X) + ‖ f ‖L̇t(s,p,q;X) ∼ ‖ f ‖Lt(s,p,q;X).

If p = ∞, then, from (2.4) and (4.34), it follows that, for any k ∈ {0, . . . ,N} and x ∈ X,

|Qk f (x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

X

Qk(x, y) f (y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . ‖ f ‖L∞(X)

and hence, for any k ∈ {0, . . . ,N}, α ∈ Ak, and m ∈ {1, . . . ,N(k, α)},

(5.4) m
Q

k,m
α

(|Qk f |) . ‖ f ‖L∞(X).

Moreover, by an argument similar to that used in (4.16), we find that, for any j ∈ {N+1,N+2, . . . }

and α ∈ A j,

1

µ(Q
j
α)

∫

Q
j
α

∞∑

k= j

δ−ksq|Qk f (x)|q dµ(x) . ‖ f ‖
q

L̇t(s,∞,q;X)
.
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Using this and (5.4), we conclude that f ∈ F s
∞,q(X) and

‖ f ‖Fs
∞,q(X) . ‖ f ‖L∞(X) + ‖ f ‖L̇t(s,p,q;X) ∼ ‖ f ‖Lt(s,p,q;X),

which completes the proof of (ii) and hence of Proposition 5.1. �

To establish the converse of Proposition 5.1, we need the following notion of local lower

bounds; see, for instance, [19, Definition 1.1].

Definition 5.2. Suppose that (X, d, µ) is a space of homogeneous type with upper dimension ω as

in (1.1). The measure µ is said to have a local lower bound Q with Q ∈ (0,∞), if there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any x ∈ X and r ∈ (0, 1],

µ(B(x, r)) ≥ CrQ.

Remark 5.3. (i) Differently from the global lower bound Q, which only makes sense for any

Q ∈ (0, ω], of X in Definition 4.4, the local lower bound Q of X indeed makes sense for any

Q ∈ (0,∞).

(ii) Observe that the local lower bound Q of X in [19, Definition 1.1] is directly required to be

the same as in the upper dimension ω of X.

Next, we establish the converse of Proposition 5.1.

Proposition 5.4. Let η be as in Definition 2.4, ω as in (1.1), β, γ ∈ (0, η), s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), and

Q ∈ [ω,∞).

(i) If p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], then Bs
p,q(X) ⊂ L(s, p, q;X);

(ii) If X has a local lower bound Q, p ∈ (Q/(Q + s), 1) satisfies −η < s − Q/p, and q ∈ (0,∞],

then Bs
p,q(X) ⊂ L(s, p, q;X);

(iii) If p ∈ (1,∞) and q ∈ (1,∞], then F s
p,q(X) ⊂ Lt(s, p, q;X);

(iv) If X has a local lower bound Q, p ∈ (Q/(Q + s), 1] satisfies −η < s − Q/p, and q ∈

(Q/[Q + (β ∧ γ)],∞], then F s
p,q(X) ⊂ Lt(s, p, q, u;X) with u ∈ (0,min{p, q}).

To show Proposition 5.4, we need the following embedding lemma for inhomogeneous Besov

and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous type, which comes from the combination

of [19, Theorem 1.3] and [30, Theorem 7.4] with some slight modifications based on the observa-

tion that it is easy to check that [19, Proposition 3.1] still holds true when Q ∈ [ω,∞). Recall that

Lemma 5.5 was proved in [19, Theorem 1.3] only in the case Q = ω.

Lemma 5.5. Let η be as in Definition 2.4, ω as in (1.1), Q ∈ [ω,∞), β, γ ∈ (0, η), s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ),

and p ∈ (Q/(Q + s), 1] satisfy −η < s − Q/p. Assume that X has a local lower bound Q.

(i) If q ∈ (0,∞], then

Bs
p,q(X) ⊂ B

s−Q( 1
p
−1)

1,q
(X).
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(ii) If q ∈ (Q/[Q + (β ∧ γ)],∞], then

F s
p,q(X) ⊂ F

s−Q( 1
p
−1)

1,q
(X).

Remark 5.6. We point that the local lower bound Q of X in Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 5.5 is

required to be in [ω,∞). It is still unclear whether or not the conclusions of Proposition 5.4 and

Lemma 5.5 still hold true if the local lower bound Q of X belongs to (0, ω). Indeed, we prove

Proposition 5.4 by using Lemma 5.5, while Lemma 5.5 strongly depends on [19, Proposition

3.1] which needs Q = ω but it is easy to check that [19, Proposition 3.1] still holds true when

Q ∈ (ω,∞). This results in the restriction of Proposition 5.4 on the local lower bound of X.

Now, we prove Proposition 5.4.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. We first prove (i). By an argument similar to that used in the proof of

[48, Theorem 6.12], we know that, for any p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], Bs
p,q(X) ⊂ Lp(X). Using this

and Proposition 3.10(ii), to prove (i), it suffices to show that

(5.5)


∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

| f (x) − f (y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X).

Note that there exists a unique l0 ∈ Z such that C̃ ∈ (δl0+1, δl0 ]. Since the space L̇b(s, p, q;X) is

independent of the choice of C̃, without loss of generality, we may assume that l0 ∈ (−∞, 0] ∩ Z.

By Lemma 2.10, we have


∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

| f (x) − f (y)|p dµ(y) dµ(x)

]q/p


1/q

(5.6)

.


∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq

[∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0))

×

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



∑

α∈A0

N(0,α)∑

m=1

∫

Q
0,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃0(x, z) − Q̃0(x, z)
∣∣∣ dµ(z)Q0,m

α,1
( f )

+

N∑

k=1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Q̃k(x, yk,m

α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Q

k,m
α,1

( f )



p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p

1/q

+



N+2−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Q̃k(x, yk,m

α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p

1/q
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+



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Q̃k(x, yk,m

α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p

1/q

+



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



∞∑

k=l+l0−1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)

×
∣∣∣Q̃k(x, yk,m

α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p

1/q

=: Y1 + Y2 + Y3 + Y4.

We first estimate Y1. By [48, (4.6)], we further obtain

Y1 .



∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)(5.7)

× sup
z∈Q

k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(x, z) − Q̃k(y, z)
∣∣∣


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p


1/q

.



N+1−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)

×

 sup
z∈Q

k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(x, z)
∣∣∣ + sup

z∈Q
k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(y, z)
∣∣∣




p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p


1/q

+



∞∑

l=N+2−l0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)

×m
Q

k,m
α

(|Qk f |) sup
z∈Q

k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(x, z) − Q̃k(y, z)
∣∣∣


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p


1/q

=: Y1,1 + Y1,2.

To estimate Y1,1, note that, for any x ∈ X and z ∈ Q
k,m
α , δk + d(x, z) ∼ δk + d(x, y

k,m
α ). By this,

the Hölder inequality, and Lemmas 4.3(i) and 4.9, we obtain

N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)

 sup
z∈Q

k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(x, z)
∣∣∣ + sup

z∈Q
k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(y, z)
∣∣∣


.



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)]
]p

 sup
z∈Q

k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(x, z)
∣∣∣ + sup

z∈Q
k,m
α

∣∣∣Q̃k(y, z)
∣∣∣




1/p

,
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which, together with Lemmas 4.3(i) and 4.9, (4.30), (4.34), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , further

implies that

Y1,1 .



N+1−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq
N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ(Qk,m
α )

[
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)
]p

∫

X

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
dµ(x)



1/p

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X),

where Rγ(x, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3).

Now, we estimate Y1,2. By (2.6), the fact that δk + d(x, z) ∼ δk + d(x, y
k,m
α ) for any x ∈ X, the

regularity of Q̃k, and z ∈ Q
k,m
α , we find that

Y1,2 .



∞∑

l=N+2−l0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)(5.8)

×


d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)


q/p



1/q

.



∞∑

l=N+2−l0

δl(β−s)q



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)

×Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)


q/p



1/q

.

From this, s ∈ (0, β), p ∈ [1,∞], and an argument similar to that used in the estimation of Y1,1, we

deduce that

Y1,2 . ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X).

Next, we estimate Y2. We first note that, by the Hölder inequality, (2.5), and Lemma 4.9, for

any fixed s̃ ∈ (0, s),

∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣Q̃k(x, yk,m
α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m

α )
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣

.



∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ks̃p
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣Q̃k(x, yk,m
α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m

α )
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



1/p

×



∞∑

k=N+1

δks̃p′
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣Q̃k(x, yk,m
α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m

α )
∣∣∣



1/p′

.



∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ks̃p
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣Q̃k(x, yk,m
α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m

α )
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



1/p

.
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From this, (4.30), (4.34), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we deduce that

Y2 .



N+2−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq



∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ(Qk,m
α )

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p


×


∞∑

k=N+1

δk(s−s̃)p(q/p)′



1/(q/p)′


1/p

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X),

where we used (4.1) when q/p ∈ (0, 1], or the Hölder inequality when q/p ∈ (1,∞].

We now estimate Y3. By (2.6), we conclude that

Y3 .



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δ−lsq



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
(5.9)

×

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣


d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)


q/p



1/q

.



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δl(β−s)q



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0 ))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ−kβ
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)

×

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)


p

dµ(y) dµ(x)



q/p

1/q

,

where Rγ(x, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3). Due to p ∈ [1,∞], by (5.9), the Hölder inequality, Lemma 4.9,

and (4.34), we have

Y3 .



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δl(β̃−s)q



∫

X

1

µ(B(x, δl+l0))

∫

B(x,δl+l0 )



l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ−kβ̃p
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)

×

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)
 dµ(y) dµ(x)


q/p



1/q

.



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δl(β̃−s)q


l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ−kβ̃p
∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/q

,

where β̃ ∈ (s, β) is a fixed constant. From this, (4.1) when q/p ∈ (0, 1], or the Hölder inequality

when q/p ∈ (1,∞], and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we deduce that

Y3 . ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X).

Finally, using an argument similar to that used in the estimation of Y2, we also obtain Y4 .

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X). This finishes the proof of (5.5) and hence of (i).
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Next, we show (ii). Assume that p ∈ (Q/(Q + s), 1), q ∈ (0,∞], {Qk}
∞
k=0

is an exp-IATI, and

f ∈ Bs
p,q(X). Then, by Lemma 2.10, for any x ∈ X, let

f̃ (x) :=
∑

α∈A0

N(0,α)∑

m=1

∫

Q
0,m
α

Q̃0(x, y) dµ(y)Q0,m
α,1

( f )

+

N∑

k=1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Q̃k(x, yk,m

α )Qk,m
α,1

( f )

+

∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
Q̃k(x, yk,m

α )Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
.

We claim that f̃ is well defined and, moreover, f̃ ∈ Lp(X). Indeed, from (4.34), we deduce that

∥∥∥∥ f̃
∥∥∥∥

p

Lp(X)
.

N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ(Qk,m

α )m
Q

k,m
α

(|Qk f |)
]p

∫

X

[
Rγ

(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)]p
dµ(x)

+

∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ(Qk,m

α )|Qk f (yk,m
α )|

]p
∫

X

[
Rγ

(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)]p
dµ(x)

.

N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ(Qk,m
α )

[
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)
]p
+

∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ(Qk,m
α )|Qk f (yk,m

α )|p

. ‖ f ‖
p

Bs
p,q(X)
,

where Rγ(x, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3) and we used (4.1) when q/p ∈ (0, 1], or the Hölder inequality

when q/p ∈ (1,∞]. Using this, we obtain f̃ ∈ Lp(X) and ‖ f̃ ‖Lp(X) . ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X). Moreover, by

Lemma 5.5, we conclude that f ∈ B
s−Q( 1

p
−1)

1,q
(X). Thus, from an argument similar to that used

in the proof of [48, Theorem 6.12], we deduce that f = f̃ in (G
η

0
(β, γ))′. Based on this, in what

follows, we do not need to distinguish f or f̃ . Using this and Proposition 3.10(ii), we know that, to

prove (i), it suffices to show that (5.5) still holds true for any given s, p, and q as in (ii). Therefore,

by (5.6) and (5.7), we need to estimate Y1,1, Y1,2, Y2, Y3, and Y4, respectively.

To estimate Y1,1, by (4.1), (2.5), Lemma 4.3(i), (4.30), (4.34), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we

have

Y1,1 .



N+1−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq
N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ(Qk,m

α )m
Q

k,m
α

(|Qk f |)
]p

∫

X

[
Rγ

(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)]p
dµ(x)



1/p

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X).

To estimate Y1,2, from (5.8) and an argument similar to that used in the estimation of Y1,1, we

deduce that

Y1,2 . ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X).
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Now, we estimate Y2. By p ∈ (Q/(Q + s), 1], (4.1), (4.30), (2.5), and (4.34), we find that

Y2 .


N+2−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq



∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
µ(Qk,m

α )
∣∣∣∣Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
]p

×

∫

X


1

Vδk(y
k,m
α ) + V(x, y

k,m
α )


p 

δk

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


γp

dµ(x)



q/p


1/p

.



N+2−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq



∞∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ(Qk,m
α )

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/p

.

If q/p ∈ (0, 1], by this, (4.1), s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we know that

Y2 .



N+2−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq
∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ(Qk,m
α )

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/p

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X);

while, if q/p ∈ (0,∞], by this, the Hölder inequality, and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we find that

Y2 .



N+2−l0∑

l=0

δ−lsq



∞∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ(Qk,m
α )

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p



∞∑

k=N+1

δlsp(q/p)′



1/(q/p)′


1/p

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X).

Next, we estimate Y3. Since p ∈ (Q/(Q + s), 1], from (5.9), (4.1), and (4.34), it follows that

Y3 .



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δl(β−s)q


l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ−kβp



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p





q/p


1/q

.

If q/p ∈ (0, 1], by this, (4.1), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we conclude that

Y3 .



∞∑

k=N+1

δ−kβp


∞∑

l=k−l0+1

δl(β−s)q




∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p

1/q

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X);

while, if p/q ∈ (1,∞], by this, the Hölder inequality, s ∈ (0, β), and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we

conclude that

Y3 .



∞∑

l=N+3−l0

δl(β−s)q



l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ−k(β+s)p/2



∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) ∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣
p



q/p
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×


l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ−k(β−s)p(q/p)′/2



1
(q/p)′

q

p



1/q

. ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X).

Finally, using an argument similar to that used in the estimation of Y2, we also obtain Y4 .

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q(X). Combining the estimates of Y1,1, Y1,2, Y2, Y3, and Y4, we show that (5.5) still holds

true for any given s, p, and q as in (ii), which completes the proof of (ii).

Now, we show (iii). Using an argument similar to that used in the proof of [48, Theorem 6.12

(II)], we know that, for any given s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), p ∈ (1,∞), and q ∈ (1,∞],

F s
p,q(X) ⊂ Lp(X) and, for any f ∈ F s

p,q(X), ‖ f ‖Lp(X) . ‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X).

By this and Proposition 3.10(iii), to prove (iii), it suffices to show that, for any f ∈ F s
p,q(X) with

s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ), p ∈ (1,∞), and q ∈ (1,∞],

(5.10)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

| f (·) − f (y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X).

Next, we show (5.10). Let {Qk}
∞
k=0

be an exp-IATI and f ∈ F s
p,q(X). Note that there exists

a unique l0 ∈ Z such that C̃ ∈ (δl0+1, δl0 ]. Since the space Lt(s, p, q;X) is independent of C̃ in

Definition 3.8(ii), without loss of generality, we may assume l0 ∈ [N +2,∞)∩Z. By Lemma 2.10,

for any l ∈ Z+, x ∈ X, and y ∈ B(x, C̃δl), we write

f (x) − f (y) =
∑

α∈A0

N(0,α)∑

m=1

∫

Q
0,m
α

[
Q̃0(x, z) − Q̃0(y, z)

]
dµ(z)Q0,m

α,1
( f )

+

N∑

k=1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [
Q̃k(x, yk,m

α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

]
Q

k,m
α,1

( f )

+

l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

) [
Q̃k(x, yk,m

α ) − Q̃k(y, yk,m
α )

]
Qk f

(
yk,m
α

)

+

∞∑

k=l+l0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

· · ·

=: Z1(x, y) + Z2(x, y) + Z3(x, y) + Z4(x, y).

We first estimate Z1 and Z2. By [48, (4.6)], (2.6), and Lemmas 4.3(i) and 4.10, we have

|Z1(x, y)| + |Z2(x, y)|

.

N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)


d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)



44 FanWang, Ziyi He, Dachun Yang andWen Yuan

. δlβ
N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)

. δlβ
N∑

k=0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

m
Q

k,m
α

(|Qk f |)1
Q

k,m
α

 (x),

where Rγ(x, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3).

Similarly, we obtain

|Z3(x, y)| .

l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ(l−k)βM


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

|Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
|1

Q
k,m
α

 (x).

From these estimates, the Hölder inequality, Lemma 4.11, and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , we deduce

that ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|Z1(·, y) + Z2(·, y) + Z3(·, y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

N∑

k=0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

m
Q

k,m
α

(|Qk f |)1
Q

k,m
α



∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(X)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



l+l0−1∑

k=N+1

δ−ksq

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)∣∣∣∣ 1Q
k,m
α





q

1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X).

Now, we estimate Z4. By (2.5) and Lemma 4.10, we have

|Z4(x, y)| .

∞∑

k=l+l0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

|Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
|1

Q
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α

 (x) + M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

|Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
|1

Q
k,m
α

 (y)

 .

From this and the Hölder inequality, we further deduce that

1

µ(B(x, C̃δl))

∫

B(x,C̃δl)

|Z4(x, y)| dµ(y)

. δls/2
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k=l+l0

δ−ksq/2

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑
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|Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
|1

Q
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α

 (x)

+M ◦ M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

|Qk f
(
yk,m
α

)
|1

Q
k,m
α

 (x)



q

1/q

,

which, together with Lemma 4.11 and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , implies that

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|Z4(·, y)| dµ(y)

]q


1/q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp(X)
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.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
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|Qk f
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α
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q

1/q
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Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X).

This finishes the proof of (5.10) and hence of (iii).

Finally, we show (iv). By an argument similar to that used in the proof of (ii), we know that,

for any given s, p, and q as in this proposition,

F s
p,q(X) ⊂ Lp(X) and, for any f ∈ F s

p,q(X), ‖ f ‖Lp(X) . ‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X).

Let {Qk}
∞
k=0

be an exp-IATI and f ∈ F s
p,q(X). Note that there exists a unique l0 ∈ Z such that

C̃ ∈ (δl0+1, δl0 ]. In what follows, we assume l0 ∈ [N + 2,∞) ∩ Z. By Lemma 2.10, for any l ∈ Z+,

x ∈ X, and y ∈ B(x, C̃δl), we write

f (x) − f (y) =
∑

α∈A0

N(0,α)∑

m=1

∫

Q
0,m
α

[
Q̃0(x, z) − Q̃0(y, z)

]
dµ(z)Q0,m

α,1
( f )

+

N∑
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∑
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+
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+

∞∑
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∑
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N(k,α)∑

m=1

· · ·

=: R1(x, y) + R2(x, y) + R3(x, y) + R4(x, y).

We first estimate R1 and R2. By [48, (4.6)], (2.6), and Lemmas 4.3(i) and 4.10, we have, for

any fixed r ∈ (Q/(Q + γ), 1] and for any x ∈ X and y ∈ B(x, C̃δl),

|R1(x, y)| + |R2(x, y)| .
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d(x, y)

δk + d(x, y
k,m
α )


β

Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)

. δlβ
N∑

k=0

∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

µ
(
Qk,m
α

)
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)Rγ
(
x, yk,m
α ; k

)

. δlβ
N∑

k=0

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

[
m

Q
k,m
α

(|Qk f |)
]r

1
Q

k,m
α

 (x)



1
r

,
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where Rγ(x, y
k,m
α ; k) is as in (2.3). Using these estimates and Lemma 4.11, and choosing r ∈

(Q/(Q + γ), p), we conclude that
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
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∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
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∼
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Q
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(|Qk f |)
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1
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. ‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X).

Now, we estimate R3. Similarly to the estimations of R1 and R2, we have, for any x ∈ X and

y ∈ B(x, C̃δl),

|R3(x, y)| .

l+l0−1∑
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δ(l−k)β

M


∑

α∈Ak

N(k,α)∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣Qk f
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Q
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α

 (x)



1
r

,

which further implies that
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,

where, in the last inequality, we used (4.1) when q ∈ (Q/[Q + (β ∧ γ), 1], or the Hölder inequality

when q ∈ (1,∞], and s ∈ (0, β). Using this, Lemma 4.11, and the arbitrariness of y
k,m
α , and

choosing r ∈ (Q/(Q + γ),min{p, q}), we find that
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
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∼
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Finally, from an argument similar to that used in the proof of Proposition 4.6(iii), we deduce

that ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∞∑

l=0

δ−lsq

[
1

µ(B(·, C̃δl))

∫

B(·,C̃δl)

|R4(·, y)|u dµ(y)

] q

u



1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(X)

. ‖ f ‖Fs
p,q(X).

This finishes the proof of (iii) and hence of Proposition 5.4. �

Remark 5.7. We point out that Proposition 5.4(iv) is new even when X is an RD-spaces.

Combining Propositions 3.7(i), 5.1, and 5.4, we obtain the following difference characteriza-

tion of inhomogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces; we omit the details.

Theorem 5.8. Let η be as in Definition 2.4, β, γ ∈ (0, η), and s ∈ (0, β ∧ γ).

(i) If p ∈ [1,∞] and q ∈ (0,∞], then L(s, p, q;X) = Lb(s, p, q;X) = Bs
p,q(X) with equivalent

(quasi-)norms.

(ii) If p ∈ (1,∞) and q ∈ (1,∞], then Lt(s, p, q;X) = F s
p,q(X) with equivalent norms.
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Homogènes, (French) Étude de Certaines Intégrales Singulières, Lecture Notes in Mathe-

matics 242, Berlin–New York, Springer-Verlag, 1971.

[11] R. R. Coifman and G. Weiss, Extensions of Hardy spaces and their use in analysis, Bull.

Amer. Math. Soc. 83 (1977), 569–645.

[12] D. Deng and Y. Han, Harmonic Analysis on Spaces of Homogeneous Type. With a Preface

by Yves Meyer, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1966, Berlin, Springer-Verlag, 2009.

[13] X. T. Duong and L. Yan, Hardy spaces of spaces of homogeneous type, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc. 131 (2003), 3181–3189.

[14] X. Fu, T. Ma and D. Yang, Real-variable characterizations of Musielak– Orlicz Hardy spaces

on spaces of homogeneous type, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math. 45 (2020), 343–410.

[15] A. Grigor’yan, Heat kernels and function theory on metric measure spaces, in: Heat Kernels

and Analysis on Manifolds, Graphs, and Metric Spaces (Paris, 2002), pp. 143–172, Contemp.

Math. 338. Amer. Math. Soc. Providence, RI 2003.

[16] A. Grigor’yan, J. Hu and K. Lau, Heat kernels on metric-measure spaces and an application

to semi-linear elliptic equations, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 355 (2003), 2065–2095.

[17] L. Grafakos, L. Liu, D. Maldonado and D. Yang, Multilinear analysis on metric spaces,

Dissertationes Math. 497 (2014), 1–121.

[18] L. Grafakos, L. Liu and D. Yang, Vector-valued singular integrals and maximal functions on

spaces of homogeneous type, Math. Scand. 104 (2009), 296–310.

[19] Ya. Han, Yo. Han, Z. He, J. Li and C. Pereyra, Geometric characterizations of embedding

theorems — for Sobolev, Besov, and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of homogeneous

type — via orthonormal wavelets, J. Geom. Anal. (2020), https://doi.org/10.1007/s12220-

020-00536-6.

[20] Ya. Han, Yo. Han and J. Li, Criterion of the boundedness of singular integrals on spaces of

homogeneous type, J. Funct. Anal. 271 (2016), 3423–3464.

[21] Ya. Han, Yo. Han and J. Li, Geometry and Hardy spaces on spaces of homogeneous type in

the sense of Coifman and Weiss, Sci. China Math. 60 (2017), 2199–2218.

[22] Y. Han, J. Li and L. A. Ward, Hardy space theory on spaces of homogeneous type via or-

thonormal wavelet bases, Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 45 (2018), 120–169.

[23] Y. Han, S. Lu and D. Yang, Inhomogeneous Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on spaces of

homogeneous type, Approx. Theory Appl. (N. S.) 15 (3) (1999), 37–65.

[24] Y. Han, D. Müller and D. Yang, Littlewood–Paley characterizations for Hardy spaces on

spaces of homogeneous type, Math. Nachr. 279 (2006), 1505–1537.

[25] Y. Han, D. Müller and D. Yang, A theory of Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin spaces on metric
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