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A Survey on Function Spaces of John—Nirenberg Type

Jin Tao, Dachun Yang*and Wen Yuan

Abstract In this article, the authors give a survey on the recent developments of both the
John—Nirenberg space JN,, and the space BMO as well as their vanishing subspaces such as
VMO, XMO, CMO, VJN,, and CJN, on R" or a given cube Qg C R”" with finite side length.
In addition, some related open questions are also presented.
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1 Introduction

In this article, a cube Q means that it has finite side length and all its sides parallel to the
coordinate axes, but Q is not necessary to be open or closed. Moreover, we always let X be R" or
a given cube of R”". Recall that the Lebesgue space L1(X) with g € [1, co] is defined to be the set
of all measurable functions f on X such that

flf(x)lqur when ¢ € [1, o),
X

esssup | f(x)| when ¢ =0
xeX

1A llzax) ==

is finite. In what follows, we use 1z to denote the characteristic function of a set E C R", and, for
any given g € [1, c0), L‘foc (X) the set of all measurable functions f on X such that f1p € LI(X)
for any bounded measurable set £ C X.

It is well known that L”(X) with p € [1, o0] plays a leading role in the modern analysis of
mathematics. In particular, when p € (1, ), the space L”(X) enjoys some elegant properties,
such as the reflexivity and the separability, which no longer hold true in L*(X). Thus, many
studies related to L”(X) need some modifications when p = co; for instance, the boundedness
of Calder6n—Zygmund operators. Recall that the Calderén—Zygmund operator 7 is bounded on
LP(R") for any given p € (1, o), but not bounded on L*(R"). Indeed, 7" maps L*(R") into

cube Q

BMO (R") := {f e Ll R": lIfllemMon) = sup J2|f(x) ~ fol dx < oo}

which was introduced by John and Nirenberg [58] in 1961 to study the functions of bounded mean
oscillation, here and thereafter,

1
fo = Jgf(y)dy - |—Q|fo<y)dy

and the supremum is taken over all cubes Q of R”. This implies that BMO (X) is a fine substitute
of L*(X). Also, it should be mentioned that, in the sense modulo constants, BMO (X) is a Ba-
nach space, but, for simplicity, we regard f € BMO (X) as a function rather than an equivalent
class f + C := {f + ¢ : ¢ € C} if there exists no confusion. Moreover, the space BMO (X)
and its numerous variants as well as their vanishing subspaces have attracted a lot of attentions
since 1961. For instance, Fefferman and Stein [41] proved that the dual space of the Hardy space
H'(R") is BMO (R"); Coifman et al. [28] showed an equivalent characterization of the bounded-
ness of Calderén—Zygmund commutators via BMO (R"); Coifman and Weiss introduced the space
of homogeneous type and studied the Hardy space and the BMO space in this context; Sarason
[81] obtained the equivalent characterization of VMO (R"), the closure in BMO (R") of uniformly
continuous functions, and used it to study stationary stochastic processes satisfying the strong mix-
ing condition and the algebra H* + C; Uchiyama [99] established an equivalent characterization
of the compactness of Calderén—-Zygmund commutators via CMO (R") which is defined to be
the closure in BMO (R") of infinitely differentiable functions on R"” with compact support; Nakai
and Yabuta [77] studied pointwise multipliers for functions on R” of bounded mean oscillation;
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Iwaniec [52] used the compactness theorem in Uchiyama [99] to study linear complex Beltrami
equations and the L?(C)-theory of quasiregular mappings. All these classical results have wide
generalizations as well as applications, and inspire a myriad of further studies in recent years; see,
for instance, the references [54, 25, 11, 9] for their applications in singular integral operators as
well as their commutators, the references [75, 74, 76, 73, 72, 63] for their applications in pointwise
multipliers, the references [24, 78, 89] for their applications in partial differential equations, and
the references [23, 6, 18, 31, 32, 33] for more variants and properties of BMO (R"). In particular,
we refer the reader to Chang and Sadosky [26] for an instructive survey on functions of bounded
mean oscillation, and also Chang et al. [23] for BMO spaces on the Lipschitz domain of R".

Naturally, BMO (X) extends L*(X), in the sense that L*(X) & BMO (X) and || - [[Bmo (x) <
2|| - llz=x). Similarly, such extension exists as well for any LP(X) with p € (1,00). Indeed,
John and Nirenberg [58] also introduced a generalized version of the BMO condition which was
subsequently used to define the so-called John—Nirenberg space JN,(Qp) with exponent p € (1, c0)
and Qg being any given cube of R”. Recall that, for any given p € (1, o0) and any given cube Q
of R, the John—Nirenberg space JN,(Qp) is defined to be the set of all f € L'(Qp) such that

Ak
17, () = Sup [Z 04 { fQ 1@~ fol dx} ] < oo, (1.1)

where the supremum is taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; of Q.
It is easy to see that the limit of JN,(Qp) when p — oo is just BMO (Qy); see also Corollary
3.6 below. Moreover, the John—Nirenberg space is closely related to the Lebesgue space L”(Qy)
and the weak Lebesgue space L”*(Qg) which is defined as in Definition 2.1 below. Precisely, let
p € (1, 00). On one hand, the inequality obtained in [58, Lemma 3] (see also Theorem 2.11 below)
implies that JN,(Qp) C LP*(Qy); also, by [1, Example 3.5], we further know that JN,(Qo) &
LP*(Qp). On the other hand, it is obvious that LP(Qy) C JN,(Qp) with || - v, 00 < 2l - llr(g)s
but the striking nontriviality was showed very recently by Dafni et al. [34, Proposition 3.2 and
Corollary 4.2] which says that L(Qg) & JN,(Qo). Combining these facts, we conclude that

LP(Qo) & INp(Qo) & L7(Qo). (1.2)

Therefore, John—Nirenberg spaces are new spaces between Lebesgue spaces and weak Lebesgue
spaces, which motivates us to study the properties of JN),. Furthermore, various John—Nirenberg-
type spaces have attracted a lot of attentions as well in recent years; see, for instance, [51, 12, 69,
34, 13, 84, 92] for the Euclidean space case, [42, 65, 1, 66] for the metric measure space case.

It should be mentioned that the mean oscillation truly makes a difference in both BMO and
JN,,; for instance,

(i) via the characterization of distribution functions, we know that BMO is closely related to
the space Lexp, whose definition [see (2.4) below] is similar to an equivalent expression of
BMO but with f — fp replaced by f (see Proposition 2.6 below);

(i1) there exists an interesting observation presented by Riesz [80], which says that, in (1.1), if
we replace f — fo, by f, then JN,(Qp) turns to be L?(Qp). Moreover, this conclusion also
holds true when Qy is replaced by R"; see Proposition 4.3 below.
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The main purpose of this article is to give a survey on some recent developments of both
the John—Nirenberg space JN, and the space BMO, mainly including their several generalized
(or related) spaces and some vanishing subspaces. We warm up in Section 2 by recalling some
definitions and basic properties of BMO and JN,,. Section 3 summarizes some recent develop-
ments of the John—Nirenberg—Campanato space, the localized John—Nirenberg—Campanato space,
and the special John—-Nirenberg—Campanato space via congruent cubes. Section 4 focuses on the
Riesz-type space which differs from the John—-Nirenberg space in subtracting integral means, and
its congruent counterpart. In Section 5, we pay attention to some vanishing subspaces of afore-
mentioned John—Nirenberg-type spaces, such as VMO, XMO, CMO, VJN,, and CJN, on R" or
any given cube Qg of R". In addition, several related open questions are also summarized in this
survey.

More precisely, the remainder of this survey is organized as follows.

Section 2 is split into two subsections. In Subsection 2.1, via recalling the definitions of
distribution functions and some related function spaces (including the weak Lebesgue space, the
Morrey space, and the space Lexp), we present the relation

L*(Q0) & BMO(Q0) & Lexp(Qo)

in Proposition 2.5 below, which is a counterpart of (1.2) above, and also show two equivalent
Orlicz-type norms on BMO (R") in Proposition 2.6 below; moreover, corresponding results for
the localized BMO space are also obtained in Corollary 2.10 below. Subsection 2.2 is devoted to
some significant results of JN,, including the famous John—Nirenberg inequality (see Theorem
2.11 below), and the accurate relations of JN,, and L? as well as LP* (see Remark 2.12 below).
Furthermore, some recent progress of JN, is also briefly listed at the end of this subsection.

Section 3 is split into three subsections. In Subsection 3.1, we first recall the notions of the
John—Nirenberg—Campanato space (for short, INC space), the corresponding Hardy-type space,
and their basic properties which include the limit results and the relations with other classical
spaces. Then we review the dual theorem between these two spaces, and the independence over the
second sub-index of JNC spaces and Hardy-type spaces. Subsection 3.2 is devoted to the localized
counterpart of Subsection 3.1. The aim of Subsection 3.3 is the summary of the special JNC space
defined via congruent cubes (for short, congruent JNC space), including their basic properties
corresponding to those in Subsection 3.1. Also, some applications about the boundedness of
operators on congruent spaces are mentioned as well.

In Section 4, via subtracting integral means in the JNC space, we first give the definition of
the Riesz-type space appearing in [92], and then present some basic facts about this space in Sub-
section 4.1. Moreover, the predual space (namely, the block-type space) and the corresponding
dual theorem of the Riesz-type space are also displayed in this subsection. Subsection 4.2 is de-
voted to the congruent counterpart of the Riesz-type space and the boundedness of some important
operators.

Section 5 is split into three subsections. Subsection 5.1 is devoted to several vanishing sub-
spaces of BMO (R"), including VMO (R"), CMO (R"), MMO (R"), XMO (R"), and X;MO (R").
We first recall their definitions, and then review their [except MMO (R")] mean oscillation char-
acterizations, respectively, in Theorems 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4 below. Meanwhile, an open question on
the corresponding equivalent characterization of MMO (R”) is also listed in Question 5.6 below.
Then we further review the compactness theorems of the Calderén—Zygmund commutators [b, T']
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where b belongs to the vanishing subspaces CMO (R") as well as XMO (R"), and propose an open
question on [b, T] with b € XMO (R"). Moreover, the characterizations via Riesz transforms of
BMO (R"), VMO (R"), and CMO (R"), as well as the localized results of these vanishing sub-
spaces are presented. Also, some open questions are listed in this subsection. Subsection 5.2
devotes to the vanishing subspaces of JNC spaces. We first recall the definition of the vanishing
JNC space on cubes in Definition 5.17, and then review its equivalent characterization as well as
its dual result, respectively, in Theorems 5.18 and 5.19. Moreover, for the case of R”, we review
the corresponding results for VJN,(R") and CJN,(R"), which are, respectively, counterparts of
VMO (R") and CMO (R") (see Theorems 5.22 and 5.24 below). As before, some open questions
are also listed at the end of this subsection. Subsection 5.3 is devoted to the congruent counterpart
of Subsection 5.2, some similar conclusions are listed in this subsection; meanwhile, some open
questions in the JNC space have affirmative answers in the congruent setting; see Proposition 5.33
below.

Finally, we make some conventions on notation. Let N := {1,2,...}, Z, := N U {0}, and
Z!} = (Z+)". We always denote by C and Cc positive constants which are independent of the
main parameters, but they may vary from line to line. Moreover, we use C(,, g .. to denote a
positive constant depending on the indicated parameters y, 8, .... Constants with subscripts, such
as Cy and A1, do not change in different occurrences. Moreover, the symbol f < g represents that
f < Cg for some positive constant C. If f < g and g < f, we then write f ~ g. If f < Cg and
g=horg<h wethenwrite f < g ~hor f < g<h, ratherthan f < g =hor f < g < h.
For any p € [1, co], let p’ be its conjugate index, that is, p’ satisfies 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. We use 1g to
denote the characteristic function of a set E C R" and |E| the Lebesgue measure when E C R" is
measurable, and 0 the origin of R". For any function f on R”, let supp (f) :={x e R" : f(x) # 0}.
Let X be a normed linear space. We use (X)* to denote its dual space.

2 BMO and JN,

It is well known that the space BMO has played an important role in harmonic analysis, partial
differential equations, and other mathematical fields since it was introduced by John and Nirenberg
in the celebrated article [58]. However, in the same article [58], another mysterious space appeared
as well, which is nowadays called the John—-Nirenberg space JN,,. Indeed, BMO can be viewed
as the limit space of JN, as p — oo; see Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.6 below with @ := 0.
To establish the relations of BMO and JN,, and also summarize some recent works of John—
Nirenberg-type spaces, we first recall some basic properties of BMO and JN), in this section.

This section is devoted to some well-known results of BMO (X) and JN,(X), respectively, in
Subsections 2.1 and 2.2. In addition, it is trivial to find that all the results in Subsection 2.1 also
hold true with the cube Qg replaced by the ball By of R".

2.1 (Localized) BMO and L.,

This subsection is devoted to several equivalent norms of the spaces BMO and localized BMO.
To this end, we begin with the distribution function

B X0 =[x e X |f(0)] > 1, 2.1)
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where f € L}OC (X) and € (0, ). Recall that the distribution function is closely related to the
following weak Lebesgue space.

Definition 2.1. Let p € (0, o). The weak Lebesgue space LP**(X) is defined by setting
LP*(X) := {f is measurable on X : ||flzrex) < 00},

where, for any measurable function f on X,
1Al zreo ) = Sup HxeX: [f()|>1 I/’
te(0,00

Moreover, the distribution function also features BMO (X), which is exactly the famous result
obtained by John and Nirenberg [58, Lemma 1°]: there exist positive constants C; and C», de-
pending only on the dimension n, such that, for any given f € BMO (X), any given cube Q C X,
and any 7 € (0, o),

o,
llxe Q1) ~ fol > 1} < Cre Moo |Q), 2.2)

The main tool used in the proof of (2.2) is the following well-known Calderon—Zygmund decom-
position; see, for instance, [39, p. 34, Theorem 2.11] and also [83, p. 150, Lemma 1].

Theorem 2.2. For a given function [ which is integrable and non-negative on X, and a given
positive number A, there exists a sequence {Q}; of disjoint dyadic cubes of X such that

(i) f(x) <A for almost every x € X\ U; Qj;
(i) 1U; @il < 21l s
(i) A< f, f(dx<2"d

As an application of (2.2), we find that, for any given g € (1, o), f € BMO (R") if and only if

fe LloC (R™) and
1
Ifllemo, @ = sup [JC |F () - fol|" dx ' < oo
cube 0crr | Jo
meanwhile, || - [[Bmo &r) ~ |l - IBMo, (re); See, for instance, [39, p. 125, Corollary 6.12]. Recently,

Bényi el al. [10] gave a comprehensive approach for the boundedness of weighted commutators
via a new equivalent Orlicz-type norm

Ifllspmowx) == sup |If = folley0) (2.3)

cube QcX

(this equivalence is proved in Proposition 2.6 below), here and thereafter, for any given cube Q
of R”, and any measurable function g, the locally normalized Orlicz norm ||g|| Lexp(Q) is defined by
setting

I8llLp(0) = inf {ﬂe(O o0) : JC s 1] dx < 1}. 2.4)
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Moreover, for any given cube Q of R", the space Lexp(Q) is defined by setting
Lexp(Q) := {f is measurable on Q : 34 € (0, ) such that JC e@ dx < oo}.
0

The space Lexp(Q) was studied in the interpolation of operators (see, for instance, [7, p. 243]) and
it is closely related to the space BMO (Q) (see Proposition 2.6 below).
On the Orlicz function in (2.4), we have the following properties.

Lemma 2.3. For any 1 € [0, ), let ®(¢) := &' — 1. Then
(1) @ is of lower type I, namely, for any s € (0, 1) and t € (0, o),
O(st) < sD(1);
(ii) @ is of critical lower type I, namely, there exists no p € (1, 00) such that, for any s € (0, 1)

and t € (0, c0),
D(st) < CsPD(r)

holds true for some constant C € [1, 00) independent of s and t.

Proof. We first show (i). For any s € (0, 1) and ¢ € (0, o), let
h(s, 1) := O(st) — sP() = e — 1 — s(e' = 1).

Then p
Eh(s, 1) = se’ — se' = s(e’ —é').

From this and s € (0, 1), we deduce that, for any ¢ € (0, o), %h(s, t) < 0 and hence A(s,t) <
h(s,0) = 0, which shows that @ is of lower type 1 and hence completes the proof of (i)

Next, we show that @ is of critical lower type 1. Suppose that there exist a p € (1,0) and a
constant C € [1, o) such that, for any s € (0, 1) and ¢ € (0, o), O(st) < CsPD(¢), namely,

e’ —1<CsPe —1). (2.5)
From p € (1, o) and the L’Hospital rule, we deduce that

D(s1) ) et —1 . tes!
im = lim — = lim ——88 ™ =
s—0t sPDO(t)  s—0t sP(ef — 1) 50t psp‘l(e’ -1

’

which contradicts to (2.5), and hence @ is of critical lower type 1. Here and thereafter, s — 0*
means s € (0, 1) and s — 0. This finishes the proof of (ii) and hence of Lemma 2.3. |

Before showing the equivalent Orlicz-type norms of BMO (X), we first prove the following
equivalent characterizations of BMO (X). These characterizations might be well known. But, to
the best of our knowledge, we did not find a complete proof. For the convenience of the reader,
we present the details here.

Proposition 2.4. The following three statements are mutually equivalent:
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(1) f € BMO (X);

(i) felL! 1oc (X) and there exist positive constants C3 and Cy such that, for any cube Q C X and
any t € (0, c0),
[(x € Q: If(x) = fol > 1] < C3¢™1Q;

(i) fe Lloc (X) and there exists a A € (0, ) such that

|f(x> fQ\
sup e dx < oo,
cube QcX JQ

Proof. We prove this proposition via showing (i) = (ii) = (iii) = ().

First, the implication (i) = (ii) was proved by John and Nirenberg in [58, Lemma 1°]; see
(2.2) above.

Next, we show the implication (ii)) = (iii). Suppose that f satisfies (ii). Then there exist
positive constants C3 and Cy4 such that, for any cube Q C X and any ¢ € (0, c0),

[fxe 0 1f(0) — fol > )] < C3e™ Q)

Jg e%lm—fl dx
@b
il S

and hence

xeQ: ec_24|f(x)_fQ| > t}‘ dt

xeQ: Wl 5 z}’ dr

1+@ |{er 1f (o) — fQ|>2C4llogt|dt
<1+ cge—cﬂcf log 10| d
(¢
:1+C3f 2dt =1+ Cs, (2.6)
1

which implies that f satisfies (iii). This shows the implication (ii) = (iii).
Finally, we show the implication (iii)) = (i). Suppose that f satisfies (iii). Then there exists a

A € (0, co0) such that
|/(x> /Q\
sup JE dx < oo,
QcX JQ

From this and the basic inequality x < ¢* — 1 for any x € R, we deduce that

If@-fol
sup flf(x)—fgl dx <A sup f[e 7 —1] dx < oo,
0 o

cube QcX cube QcX

which implies that f satisfies (i), and hence the implication (iii) = (i) holds true. This finishes
the proof of Proposition 2.4. O
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In what follows, for any normed space Y(X), equipped with the norm || - [ly(x), whose elements
are measurable functions on X, let

Y(X)/C := {f is measurable on X : || fllv(x)/c := ilelifj‘”f + cllyx) < oo}.
Proposition 2.5. Let Qg be a cube of R". Then

[£°(Q0)/C] & BMO(Qp) & [ Lexp(Q0)/C].-

Proof. Indeed, on one hand, from

fQ £G) — fo| dx <2 fQ G + el dx < 201f + cllicon

for any ¢ € C, we deduce that [L*(Qy)/C] ¢ BMO (Qg). Moreover, let g(-) := log| - —cgp|, where
co is the center of Qp. Then g € BMO (Qp) \ [L™(Q0)/C]; see [48, Example 3.1.3] for this fact.
To sum up, we have [L*(Qp)/C] & BMO (Qyp).

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.4(iii), we easily find that BMO (Qp) C [Lexp(Q0)/CI.
Moreover, without loss of generality, we may assume that Qg := (-1, 1) and let

—log(—x), x¢€(-1,0),
g(x) :=10, x=0,
log(x), x€(0,1).

We claim that g € [Lexp(Q0)/C]\ BMO (Qp). Indeed, for any € € (0, 1), let I, := (=€, €). Then

f g0 - g1,
I

as € — 0%, which implies that g ¢ BMO (Qy). However,

1 1
f e%lg(X)l dx = 2f e—% log(¥) 7 = 2f x—% dx =4 < o0,
Qo 0 0

which implies that g € Lexp(Qo). Therefore, BMO (Qg) & [Lexp(Qo)/C], which completes the
proof of Proposition 2.5. O

1 (€ 1 (e
dx = —f llog x| dx = “f log(x)dx =1 - log(€) — oo
2€ J_¢ € Jo

Now, we show that the two Orlicz-type norms, (2.3) and

r)-fol
Al ) = inf{ﬂE(O,OO)I sup Jc[e T —1] dx < 1}
€X| Q

cube QcX

for any f € L%OC (X), are equivalent norms of BMO (X).
Proposition 2.6. The following three statements are mutually equivalent:

(1) f € BMO (X);
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(i) fe Ll (X)and || fllgmowx) < oo:

(iii) f e LloC (X) and ”f”L';;(X) < oo,
Moreover, || - [lsmo ) ~ Il - llsmo) ~ I i (x):

Proof. To prove this proposition, we only need to prove that, for any f € L!

(X,

loc
I/ 1lBMO (X) ~ Il fllaMmocx) ~ ”f”L';},(X)'

We first show that, for any f € L} _(X), [lfllsmo ) < Ifllgmow) and [|f11Bmo (x) < ”f”L';{p(X)'

To this end, let f € L! (X). For any cube Q ¢ X and any A € (0,0), by t < ¢’ — 1 for any
t € (0, ), we have

loc

flf(x) fQ|dx<af[ e l]dxs/l,

Jg|f(x) — fol dx < IIf = folloy

which implies that

and hence
I/ llBmMo vy < Ifllsmox)-

Moreover, to show ||fllsmo ) < IIf]l Lo (X it suffices to assume that f € I:;;p()(), otherwise
11l LX) = and hence the desired inequality automatically holds true. Then, by # < ¢’ — 1 for
any ¢ € (0, 00), we conclude that, for any n € N and any cube Q C X,

_lre-fol
f [f(x) = fQ| f W™ _
0 ||f||L

From the definition of || - ||;— X We deduce that, for any n € N, there exists a
exp

dx. 2.7)

1
A, € (IIfIIL';;(X), 1A * ;)

sup JC
cube QcX JQ

By this, (2.7), and the monotonicity of e®) — 1, we conclude that, for any n € N and any cube

QckX,
J[ lf(x)_fQ|1dxsl
QHf”L:;p(X)-i-Z

fQ 1)~ foldx < Il =, +

such that
-/l
e —1|dx<1.

and hence
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Letting n — oo, we then obtain

l/llBMO (X) = sup ngf(x)—fdde 1Al

cube QcX

To sum up, we have, for any f € L! (X),

loc
I lBMO (%) < Ilfllamocx) and [IfllBmo @) < IIFlIZ (x)- (2.8)

Next, we show that the reverse inequalities hold true for any f € L}OC (X), respectively. Actu-

ally, we may assume that f € BMO (X) because, otherwise, the desired inequalities automatically
hold true. Now, let f € BMO (X). Then, for any cube Q ¢ X and any A € (Cgl||f||BM0 (X)» ), by
(2.2) and the calculation of (2.6), we obtain

-/l
Jce T dx
0

1 00
s1+@ [(xe Q: If(x) - fol > Alogt}| dt
1
00 C
<1+ 1 C o Mo A 108! 10| dt
10l Ji

9] _ (&2
=1+C1f t Memow) dr =1+ C4
1

1)~
f[e I —1] dx < Cy,
o

where C; € (1, 00) is as in (2.2). From this and Lemma 2.3(i) with s replaced by 1/C;, we deduce

that
Ifw-fol
f [e -1
(@)

On one hand, by (2.9) and

and hence

1 Il
dx < — JC [e T - 1] dx < 1. 2.9)
Ci Jo

Cy
C—llfllBMO(X) <AC| < o0,
2

— Ifw-rl
If = follLoy0) = inf{/l >0: f [e T - 1] dx < 1}
0

Cq
<
< C2||f||BMO(X)

we conclude that

and hence

Cy
Ifllspmoxy = sup  If = follLyy ) < C_||f||BMO(X)- (2.10)
cube QcX 2
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On the other hand, by (2.9), we conclude that
If-fol
supf[e 1 — 1] dx < 1.
QcX JQ

C
C_1||f”BMO(X) <AC| < o0,
2

From this and

we deduce that

1)~
||f||L~p(X):inf 1€ (0,00): sup Jc[e 1 —1] dx <1
€X] Q

cube QcX

Ci
<= )
< C2||f||BMO(X)

Combining this with (2.10), we have, for any f € BMO (X)),

C1 Cl
Ifllsmowx) < C_2||f||BMO(X) and [Ifll ) < C_2||f||BMO(X)-

This, together with (2.8), then finishes the proof of Proposition 2.6. O

Remark 2.7. There exists another norm on Lexp(Qp), defined by the distribution functions as
follows. Let f be a measurable function on Qy. The decreasing rearrangement f* of f is defined
by setting, for any u € [0, o),

() ;= inf{r € (0,00) : {x€ Qo : |f(x)|>1) <u}

Moreover, for any v € (0, c0), let

1 'V
7o) :=—f f () du.
vV Jo

Then f € Lexp(Qo) if and only if f is measurable on Qy and

Il (00 = sUp Lvl)m ;
ve0,10011 1 + log(T")

meanwhile, || - || L3(Q0) is a norm of Lex,(Qo); see [7, p. 246, Theorem 6.4] for more details. Fur-
thermore, from [7, p.7, Corollary 1.9], we deduce that || - || Lip(Q0) and || - ”Lexp(QO) are equivalent.
Notice that f* and f** are fundamental tools in the theory of Lorentz spaces; see [47, p.48] for
more details.

Recently, Izuki et al. [53] obtained both the John—Nirenberg inequality and the equivalent
characterization of BMO (R”) on the ball Banach function space which contains Morrey spaces,
(weighted, mixed-norm, variable) Lebesgue spaces, and Orlicz-slice spaces as special cases; see
[53, Definition 2.8] and also [94] for the related definitions. Precisely, let X be a ball Banach
function space satisfying the additional assumption that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator
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M is bounded on X’ (the associate space of X; see [53, Definition 2.9] for its definition), and, for
any b € Ll (RM,

loc

1
Il mo . 2= sup ———[Ib — balLg.

B IMallx
where the supremum is taken over all balls B of R". It is obvious that || - || smo I Il - I BMO (Rr)-
Moreover, in [53, Theorem 1.2], Izuki et al. showed that, under the above assumption of X,
b € BMO (R") if and only if b € L}OC (R™) and ||b]| pmo , < ©0; meanwhile,

Il - lIBMOy ~ Il - [IBMO (R7).-

Furthermore, the John—Nirenberg inequality on X was also obtained in [53, Theorem 3.1] which
shows that there exists some positive constant C such that, for any ball B ¢ R” and any 7 € [0, 00),

where ||M||x'—x- denotes the operator norm of M on X’. Later, these results were applied in [94]
to establish the compactness characterization of commutators on ball Banach function spaces.

Now, we come to the localized counterpart. The local space BMO (R"), denoted by bmo (R"),
was originally introduced by Goldberg [46]. In the same article, Goldberg also introduced the
localized Campanato space A,(R") with a € (0, c0), which proves the dual space of the localized
Hardy space. Later, Jonsson et al. [59] constructed the localized Hardy space and the localized
Campanato space on the subset of R"; Chang [22] studied the localized Campanato space on
bounded Lipschitz domains; Chang et al. [24] studied the localized Hardy space and its dual space
on smooth domains as well as their applications to boundary value problems; Dafni and Liflyand
[35] characterized the localized Hardy space in the sense of Goldberg, respectively, by means of
the localized Hilbert transform and localized molecules. In what follows, for any cube Q of R",
we use £(Q) to denote its side length, and let £(R") := co. Recall that

_+
< C2 WMy ILsllx »

LixeB: b(o-bsl>2 2l gy ) | X

bmo (X) := {f € Lo, (X) 2 [Ifllomo ) < o0},

where

1/ T bmo x) := Supf |f(0) = fo.co| dx
0 Jo
with

fo = {fQ if Q) € (0, o), ol

0 if €(Q) € [co, (X))

for some given ¢ € (0, (X)), and the supremum taken over all cubes Q of X. Also, a well-known
fact is that bmo (X) is independent of the choice of cg; see, for instance, [36, Lemma 6.1].

Proposition 2.8. Let X be R" or a cube Qg of R". Then

[L*(X)/C] c [bmo (X)/C] € BMO (X) (2.12)
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and
Il lIBMO (x) < 21nf || - +Cllbmo (x) < 41nf || - +cllz=(x)- (2.13)
ceC ceC
Moreover,
[L®")/C] & [bmo (R")/C] & BMO (R") (2.14)

and, for any cube Qg of R”,

[L*(Q0)/C] & [bmo (Qp)/C] = BMO (Qo) & [Lexp(Qo)/C] (2.15)

with
I llBMO () < 2?6%” “+llbmo (@) < 4l - IBMO (Q0)-

Proof. First, we prove (2.13). To this end, let f € L%OC (X). Then, for any ¢ € C and any cube Q
of X,

fQ |f(0) = fo| dx = fQ L) + el = (f + ©)g| dx
<2 JCQ |f(x) +c| dx <2|f + C||LN(Q).

From this and the definitions of || - [|smo (x) and || - || bmo (x), it follows that (2.13) holds true, which
further implies (2.12).
‘We now show (2.14). Indeed, let

) = log(Jx]) if x € R"\ {0},
V=1 if x = 0.

From [48, Example 3.1.3], we deduce that g; € BMO (R"). However, g; ¢ bmo (R") because, for
any M > max{cy, 1}, by the sphere coordinate changing method, we have

f |log(|x])| dx ~ log(M),
B(0,M)

which tends to infinity as M — oco. Thus, g; € BMO(R") \ [ bmo (R")/C] and hence we have
[bmo (R")/C] & BMO (R"). Moreover, define

(x) = log(|x) if [x[ € (0, 1),
829710 if x] € {0} L1, o).

Notice that g ¢ L”(R") and g, = max{g;,0} € BMO (R"). Then, for any cube O c R", if
£(Q) € (0, cp), then

JE |g2(x) - (82)Q| dx < |lg2llBmMO (r7)s
0
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if £(Q) € [cg, ), then

flgz(X)l dxsf log(|x]) dx ~ lIgallpr gy ~ 1.
0 B(0.1)

To sum up, ||g2/[bmo k") < 1 + 11821l BMO (r7) Which implies that g, € bmo (R") and hence L*(R") &
bmo (R”). This shows (2.14).

We next prove (2.15). By the above example g, we conclude that L*(Qp) & bmo (Qp).
Meanwhile, BMO (Qq) & [Lexp(Qo)/C] was obtained in Proposition 2.5. Moreover, for any given
f € BMO (Qy), we have f € L'(Qy) and hence

?elmf: I/ = cllbmo Qo)
Jg|f(X) ~ fol dx < 1Ifllsmo 0y if £(Q) € (0, cp),
) ileléfQ |f(x) = cldx < 2|l fllBmo (gy)  if €(Q) € [co, €(Q0))s

< 2|l f1lBMO (0y)-

Combining this with the observations that [ bmo (Qg)/C] ¢ BMO (Qy) and that, for any ¢ € C,

l/1IBMO (o) = IILf + cllBMO (00) < 2Ilf + ¢llbmo (0o)s

we find that [ bmo (Qg)/C] = BMO (Qq) and
[l/1IBMO (o) < 2225 IIf + cllbmo (o) < 41l BMO (0p)-

To sum up, we obtain (2.15). This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.8. O

Let f € L%OC (X). Similarly to Proposition 2.6, let

Wlbomory = sup[If = foall 0 2.16)
and
[F~Fo.¢q|
[l /1lbmoyx) := inf ¢4 € (0,00) :  sup f[e T —1] dx<1y¢, (2.17)
cube QcX JQ

where co € (0, (X)) and fp , is as in (2.11). To show that they are equivalent norms of bmo (X),
we first establish the following John—Nirenberg inequality for bmo (X), namely, Proposition 2.9
below. In what follows, for any given cube Q of R”, (ay,...,a,) denotes the left and lower vertex
of O, which means that, for any (x1,...,x,) € Q, x; > a; forany i € {1,...,n}. Recall that, for any
given cube Q of R”, the dyadic system P of Q is defined by setting

%0 =2, (2.18)
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where, for any j € {0,1,...}, .@(Qj) denotes the set of all (xj,...,x,) € Q such that, for any
ief{l,...,n}, either . _
X; € [ai +k277€(Q0), a; + (k; + 1)2_f€(Q))

for some k; € {0,1,...,2/ =2}, or
x; € [a + (1 = 27)0Q), a; + Q)]

Proposition 2.9. Let f € bmo (X) and cy € (0, {(X)). Then there exist positive constants Cs and
Ce such that, for any given cube Q C X, and any t € (0, 00),

X € 0 1f) = foul > 1)] < Cse Mo '|Q). (2.19)

Proof. Indeed, this proof is a slight modification of the proof of [58, Lemma 1] or [39, Theorem
6.11]. We give some details here again for the sake of completeness.

Let f € bmo (X). Then, from Proposition 2.8, we deduce that f € BMO (X) and || f|lgmo (x) <
2| 1l bmo x> Which further implies that, for any cube Q C X with £(Q) < ¢p, and any ¢ € (0, c0),

D~ foer QW) = D(f ~ fo: ) (1) < Cre T0'|0)
< € T,

where C| and C, are as in (2.2), and the distribution function ® is defined as in (2.1). Therefore,
to show (2.19), it remains to prove that, for any given cube Q with £(Q) > ¢y, and any ¢ € (0, 00),

e Q: [f)] > )] < Cse Moo ’|Q),

Notice that, in this case, there exists a unique mg € Z, such that 2-"*D¢(Q) < ¢y < 27M0¢(Q).
Moreover, since inequality (2.19) is not altered when we multiply both f and ¢ by the same con-
stant, without loss of generality, we may assume that || f]lbmo (x) = 1. Let Qg be any given dyadic
subcube of Q with level mg, namely, Qg € .@g"’). Then, by ¢y < 27™6(Q) = €(Qyp) and the
definition of || f]l bmo (x), We have

0 lfOldx < [l fllbmo x) = 1. (2.20)

From the Calder6n—Zygmund decomposition (namely, Theorem 2.2) of f with height 4 := 2, we
deduce that there exists a family {Q ;}; C .@80) such that, for any j,

2< f If(x)| dx < 2"+
0

Lj

and |f(x)| <2 when x € O\ (J; 01,;. By this and (2.20), we conclude that

1 1 1
Zjl 01| < 5 Zj:fgl,j [f@ldx < = fQO [f (0l dx < 51Qol
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JC f(x)dx
01,

Moreover, for any j, from the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition of f — fp, . with height 2,

and, for any j,

|le’j| < < 2n+l.

we deduce that there exists a family {Qy ji}x C 981), such that, for any £,
sJ

2< f 1f(x0) = fo, ldx < 2"
O1,jk

and |f(x) — fo,;| < 2 when x € O\ Uy Q1,j«- Meanwhile, by the construction of {Q ;};, we

know that £(Q1 ;) = $6(Qp) = 2-™*D¢(Q) which, combined with the facts || fllpmox) = 1 and
2-tm+De(Q) < ¢, further implies that

Jg |f(X) —fQI,,-| dx < |fllbmox) = 1.

Thus, we obtain, for any j,

1
;|Q1,,~,k| <33 fQ 109~ fo,
J 5Js

1 1
< fQ /() = fou ldx < 5101,

Lj

and, for any k,

|le,j,k - le,j| < JC lf(x) = fo,;ldx < Piany

L.jik

Rewrite U ;{01,jx} =1 U;j{Q2,;}. Then we have

|02, < ! 01| < l|Qo|
. 2 £ 4
J J

and, for any x € O\ U; 02,

Fl < |f) = fo| + |for,| <2+ 27 <2 2mL,

Repeating this process, then, for any T € N, we obtain a family {Qr ;}; C Y, of disjoint
dyadic cubes such that

Z |QT,j| < 27710
J
and, for any x € Qo \ U, Or.
f(ol < T2

Notice that, for any ¢ € [2""!, c0), there exists a unique 7 € N such that 72" < ¢ < (T +1)2"! <
T2"*2. Therefore, we obtain

lxe Qo: IfI>nl< > |0r)] <2710
J
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= ¢ "12210| < 7|0y, (2.21)
where Cg := 272 Jog 2. Also, observe that, if ¢ € (0,2"*!), then Cgt < 27! log 2 and hence

,l . _
lx € Qo: If(0)| > 1) <1Qol < € °€27Cs!|Qg| = Cse™Ce'|Qy,

where C5 := V2. By this, (2.21), and the arbitrariness of Qg € Qg"“), we conclude that, for any
t € (0, ),

ixe Q: [f(0)l > = Z ltx e Qo [f(0)] > 1

007"
<Cse Y10l = Cse Q)
007y
and hence (2.19) holds true. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.9. O
As a corollary of Proposition 2.9, we have the following result, namely, [ - [lbmo, (x) in (2.16)

and || - [lbmo,(x) in (2.17) are equivalent norms of bmo (X). The proof of Corollary 2.10 is just a
repetition of the proof of Proposition 2.6 with (2.2) replaced by (2.19); we omit the details here.

Corollary 2.10. The following three statements are mutually equivalent:
(i) f € bmo (X),
(i) f € L}, (X) and || fllomoyx) < o0
(iii) f € L}, (X) and || fllbmoy(x) < 0.

Moreover, || - |lbmox) ~ Il * llbmorx) ~ Il * lbmos(x)-

2.2 John-Nirenberg space /N,

Although there exist a lot of fruitful studies of the space BMO in recent years, but, as was
mentioned before, the structure of JN,, is largely a mystery and there still exist many unsolved
problems on JN,,. The first well-known property of JN,, is the following John—Nirenberg inequal-
ity obtained in [58, Lemma 3] which says that JN,(Qo) is embedded into the weak Lebesgue space
LP*°(Qp) (see Definition 2.1).

Theorem 2.11 (John—Nirenberg). Let p € (1,00) and Qo be a cube of R". If f € JN,(Qy), then
f = fo, € LP*(Qy) and there exists a positive constant C, ), depending only on n and p, but
independent of f, such that

I - fQ0||LI”°°(Qo) < Coupllfilin,o)-

It should be mentioned that the proof of Theorem 2.11 relies on the Calderén—Zygmund de-
composition (namely, Theorem 2.2) as well. Moreover, as an application of Theorem 2.11, Dafni
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et al. recently showed in [34, Proposition 5.1] that, for any given p € (1,00) and g € [1, p),
f € JN,(Qy) if and only if f € L'(Qp) and

1

f1l7N, 4 00) := sup [Z (] (JCQ |f(x) - fQi|q dx)q

where the supremum is taken in the same way as in (1.1); meanwhile, || - || INy(0) ~ I 11N, (00)-
Furthermore, in [34, Proposition 5.1], Dafni et al. also showed that, for any given p € (1, o) and
q € [p, ), the spaces JN,, ,(Qp) and L(Qy) coincide as sets.

< o0

’

Remark 2.12. (i) As a counterpart of Proposition 2.5, for any given p € (1, c0) and any given
cube Qg of R, we have

LP(Qo) & JNp(Qo) & LP™(Qo).

Indeed, LP(Qo) € JN,(Qop) is obvious from their definitions; JN,(Qo) C L>*(Qy) is just
Theorem 2.11; JN,(Qo) & L7 (Qp) was showed in [1, Example 3.5] and the desired func-
tion is just x~'7 on [0,2]. However, the fact LP(Qg) & JN,(Qp) is extremely non-trivial
and was obtained in [34, Proposition 3.2 and Corollary 4.2] via constructing a nice fractal
function based on skillful dyadic techniques. Moreover, in [34, Theorem 1.1 and Remark
2.4], Dafni et al. showed that, for any given p € (1, o) and any given interval [y C R which
is no matter bounded or not, monotone functions are in JN,(l) if and only if they are also
in LP(Iy). Thus, JN,(X) may be very “close” to LP(X) for any given p € (1, c0).

(ii) JN1(Qo) coincides with L'(Qp). To be precise, let Qy be any given cube of R”, and

IN1(Qo) :={f € L'(Q0) : Ifllzwic0p < 0},

where || fl7n,(g,) 1s defined as in (1.1) with p replaced by 1. Then we claim that JN{(Qo) =
[L'(Qp)/C] with equivalent norms. Indeed, for any f € JN;(Qp), by the definition of
1f1l753: (o) We have

Ao 2 (1 = Foolligyy 2 InEIF + ellzigy =t I1lliiguyc-

Conversely, for any given f € L'(Qp) and any ¢ € C, we have
WA a0y = SuPZf [f(0) = fo,| dx
T YO

S2sup2f If(x) + | dx
7 JOi
<2f + cllzigy)s

which implies that || f|l,n,(0y) < lf1lL1(,)/c @nd hence the above claim holds true. Moreover,
the relation between JN;(R) and L' (R) was studied in [13, Proposition 2].
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Garsia and Rodemich in [45, Theorem 7.4] showed that, for any given p € (1,00), f €
LP°(Qy) if and only if f € L'(Qp) and

1 1
aRo,(Qo) *= o — - dxd 00,
Mm@ = S0P =i 200 o J, 0 = Ol dxdy <

i
where the supremum is taken in the same way as in (1.1); meanwhile,
Il - lLre@g) ~ Il - llGaRo,(00)3

see also [69, Theorem 5(ii)] for this equivalence. Moreover, in [69, Theorem 5(i)], Milman
showed that || - llgaro,(0y) < 2ll - ll7n,(0y)-

Recall that the predual space of BMO (X) is the Hardy space H'(X); see, for instance, [29,
Theorem B]. Similarly to this duality, Dafni et al. [34] also obtained the predual space of JN,(Qo)
for any given p € (1, 00), which is denoted by the Hardy kind space HK,(Qy), here and thereafter,
1/p + 1/p’ = 1. Later, these properties, including equivalent norms and duality, were further
studied on several John—Nirenberg-type spaces, such as John—Nirenberg—Campanato spaces, lo-
calized John-Nirenberg—Campanato spaces, and congruent John—-Nirenberg—Campanato spaces
(see Section 3 for more details), and Riesz-type spaces (see Section 4 for more details).

Finally, let us briefly recall some other related studies concerning the John—Nirenberg space
JN,, which would not be stated in details in this survey while all of them are quite instructive:

Stampacchia [82] introduced the space NPV, which coincides with IN(,1,0),(Qo) in Defi-
nitions 3.3 if we write 4 = pa with p € (1,00) and @ € (—o0, ), and applied them to the
context of interpolation of operators.

Campanato [20] also used the John—Nirenberg spaces to study the interpolation of operators.

In the context of doubling metric spaces, JN,, and median-type JN, were studied, respec-
tively, by Aalto et al. in [1] and Myyryldinen in [71].

Hurri-Syrjénen et al. [51] established a local-to-global result for the space JN,() on an
open subset Q of R”. More precisely, it was proved that the norm || - || IN,(Q) is dominated by
its local version || - || TN, () modulus constants; here, 7 € [1, o), for any open subset Q of
R", the related “norm” || - ”JNP(Q) is defined in the same way as || - ||JNP(Q0) in (1.1) with Qg
replaced by Q, and [ - |l;n,.() is defined in the same way as || - || IN,(Q) with an additional
requirement 7Q C Q for all chosen cubes Q in the definition of || - || INH(©)-

Marola and Saari [66] studied the corresponding results of Hurri-Syrjdnen et al. [51] on
metric measure spaces, and obtained the equivalence between the local and the global JN,,
norms. Moreover, in both articles [51, 66], a global John—-Nirenberg inequality for JN,(Q)
was established.

Berkovits et al. [12] applied the dyadic variant of JN,(Qy) in the study of self-improving
properties of some Poincaré-type inequalities. Later, the dyadic JN,(Qo) was further studied
by Kinnunen and Myyryldinen in [60].
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A. Brudnyi and Y. Brudnyi [17] introduced a class of function spaces V,([0, 1]*) which
coincides with JN, 4 5, ([0, 1]") defined below for suitable range of indices; see [93, Propo-
sition 2.9] for more details. Very recently, Dominguez and Milman [38] further introduced
and studied sparse Brudnyi and John—Nirenberg spaces.

Blasco and Espinoza-Villalva [13] computed the concrete value of ||14]] IN,(®) for any given
p € [1,00] and any measurable set A C R of positive and finite Lebesgue measure, where
JNR) := BMO (R).

The JN,(Qo)-type norm [|-[lgaro, (o) in Remark 2.12(iii) was further generalized and studied
in Astashkin and Milman [8] via the Strémberg—Jawerth—Torchinsky local maximal opera-
tor.

3 John—Nirenberg—Campanato space

The main target of this section is to summarize the main results of John—Nirenberg—Campanato
spaces, localized John—Nirenberg—Campanato spaces, and congruent John—Nirenberg—Campanato
spaces obtained, respectively, in [93, 84, 55]. Moreover, at the end of each part, we list some open
questions which are still unsolved so far. Now, we first recall some definitions of some basic
function spaces.

For any s € Z, (the set of all non-negative integers), let £;(Q) denote the set of all poly-
nomials of degree not greater than s on the cube Q, and P(QS)( f) the unique polynomial of
degree not greater than s such that

f [f00 = PY(H] w7 dx =0, Viyl<s, 3.1)
Q

where y := (y1,....¥n) € Z} := (Z)', Iyl := y1 + -+ + yp, and X7 := xT' - x" for any
x:=(x1,...,x,) € R".

Let g € [1, 00] and Qg be a cube of R". For any measurable function f, let

||f||Lq(Q0,|Q0|—ldx) = [J{; |f ()9 dx]q .

Let g € (1,00), s € Z,, and Qg be a cube of R". The space L1(Qy, |Qol~'dx)/Ps(Qy) is
defined by setting

LY(Qo.1Q0l™'dx)/P4(Q0) := {f € LUQ0) : Ifl1a(goigo-aymyicn < =)

where

- = inf +m L)
I lzocgogul-tanrpuon =, b I+ mlacgnigor-tan

For any given v € [1, 0] and s € Z,, and any measurable subset £ C R", let

LY(E) := {f eL'(E): ff(x)x” dx=0,VyeZl, [yl < s}.
E
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Let Q be any given cube of R". It is well known that P(QO)( f) = fo and, for any s € Z,, there
exists a constant C(y) € [1, 00), independent of f and Q, such that

|P(é)(f)(X)| < C(s) JCQ |f()C)| dx, Vxe Q (32)

Indeed, let {<pg) : vy eZ, |yl £ s} denote the Gram—Schmidt orthonormalization of {x” : y €
Z!, lyl < s} on the cube O with respect to the weight 1/|Q|, namely, for any y, v, u € Z} with
Yl < s, < s, and |ul < s, ¢ € Py(Q) and

W @y . f YR _JLov=up,
, = — X x)dx =
(Y0907 0l QsoQ()soQ() {0, —_

Then
PYHW = Y (D Ned ), Vxeo,

{yeZl: ylss)

and we can choose C(s) 1= Ylyez: pi<s) |I¢g)llim(@ satisfying (3.2); see [87, p. 83] and [64, p. 54,
Lemma 4.1] for more details.

3.1 John-Nirenberg—Campanato spaces

In this subsection, we recall the definitions of Campanato spaces, John—Nirenberg—Campanato
spaces (for short, JNC spaces), and Hardy-type spaces, respectively, in Definitions 3.1, 3.3, and
3.11 below. Moreover, we review some properties of JNC spaces and Hardy-type spaces, including
their limit spaces (Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.6 below), relations with the Lebesgue space
(Propositions 3.8 and 3.13 below), the dual result (Theorem 3.12 below), the monotonicity over
the first sub-index (Proposition 3.14 below), the John—Nirenberg-type inequality (Theorem 3.15
below), and the equivalence over the second sub-index (Propositions 3.17 and 3.18 below).

A general dual result for Hardy spaces was given by Coifman and Weiss [29] who proved
that, for any given p € (0,1], ¢ € [1, 0], and s being the non-negative integer not smaller than
n(% — 1), the dual space of the Hardy space H”(R") is the Campanato space C 11 JR") which

was introduced by Campanato [19] and coincides with BMO (R") when p = 1.
Definition 3.1. Let @ € [0, 00), g € [1,00), and 5 € Z,.

(i) The Campanato space Cq.4,4(X) is defined by setting
Cags@®) = {f € LT (X) 1 lIfllc,,.x) < .
where 1
- } q|4
1l .0 = suplQI™ [ f F = PSs)| ]
o

and the supremum is taken over all cubes Q of X. In addition, the “norm” || - [lc, . (x)
is defined modulo polynomials and, for simplicity, the space C, 4,s(X) is regarded as the
quotient space Cy 4 s(X)/Ps(X).
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(ii) The dual space (Cq.4,5(X))" of Cq,q,5(X) is defined to be the set of all continuous linear
functionals on C,.4,5(X) equipped with the weak-* topology.

In what follows, for any ¢ € (0, 00), Q(0, ¢) denotes the cube centered at the origin 0 with side
length £.

Remark 3.2. Let 0 < g < p < co. The Morrey space Mg (R™), introduced by Morrey in [70], is
defined by setting
MyR" = {f € L ®") : Ifllyre < o),

where, for any f € LY (R"),

loc

Il 2= sup_1Q1” [ Jg oR dy]" :

cube QCR”

From Campanato [19, Theorem 6.11], it follows that, for any given g € [1, 00) and a € [—é, 0), and
any f € Cq,a,O(X)y

Al ua0 ~ I = TPy 00 (3.3)

where the positive equivalence constants are independent of f, and

lim () dx if X =R,
(=00 |Q(0, O)] Q(o,f)f

f(x)dx if X' = Qo;

o(f) =
@ Qo

see also Nakai [73, Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3] for this conclusion on spaces of homogeneous
type. In addition, a surprising result says that, in the definition of supremum || - || ME @) if “cubes”
were changed into “measurable sets”, then the Morrey norm ||-|| MP @) becomes an equivalent norm
of the weak Lebesgue space (see Definition 2.1). To be precise, for any given 0 < g < p < oo,
f e LP*(R" if and only if f € Léfoc (R™) and

1

1 q
W= s 5| firomas| <o

ACR", |Ale(0,00)
moreover,

1

p q
- [lpeoey < I - ”11715(11@) < (m) I - llzpee rrys

see, for instance, [44, p.485, Lemma 2.8]. Another interesting JN,-type equivalent norm of the
weak Lebesgue space was presented in Remark 2.12(iii).

Inspired by the relation between BMO and the Campanato space, as well as the relation be-
tween BMO and JN,, Tao el al. [93] introduced a Campanato-type space JN(,4.s),(X) in the
spirit of the John—Nirenberg space JN,(Qop), which contains JN,(Qp) as a special case. This
John—Nirenberg—Campanato space is defined not only on any cube Qg but also on the whole space
R™.
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Definition 3.3. Let p, g € [1, ), s € Z,, and a € R.
(i) The John—Nirenberg—Campanato space (for short, INC space) JN(, 4.5),(X) is defined by

setting
LY s
s 4q 4
A1 0 20 = S“p{Z@A [|Ql-ra { Jg |0 = PR dx} } ,

P(Q‘?( f) for any i is as in (3.1) with Q replaced by Q;, and the supremum is taken over all
collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; of X. Also, the “norm” || - || INpg.s)a (X) is
defined modulo polynomials and, for simplicity, the space JN, ), (X) is regarded as the
quotient space JN(p 4.5, (X)/Ps(X).

INpg.5),(X) = {f € LI (X 1N 0) < 0

where

(i) The dual space (JN(p4.5),(X))* of JN(, 4., (X) is defined to be the set of all continuous
linear functionals on JN, 4 s, (X) equipped with the weak-x topology.

Remark 3.4. In [93], the JNC space was introduced only for any given a € [0, o) to study its
relation with the Campanato space in Definition 3.1, and for any given p € (1, co) due to Remark
2.12(ii). However, many results in [93] also hold true when @ € R and p = 1 just with some slight
modifications of their proofs. Thus, in this survey, we introduce the JNC space for any given @ € R
and p € [1, o0), and naturally extend some related results with some identical proofs omitted.

The following proposition, which is just [93, Proposition 2.6], means that the classical Cam-
panato space serves as a limit space of JN(, 4 ), (X), similarly to the Lebesgue spaces L*(X) and
LP(X) when p — 0.

Proposition 3.5. Let a € [0, ), g € [1,0), and s € Z,. Then
[}I—I;Eo JN(p,q,s)‘,(X) = Ca,q,x(X)

in the following sense: for any f € Ure[l,w) N peireo) IN(p.g.5)a (X),
;}5130 WA NN g0 @) = I NlCy 450X

In Proposition 3.5, if we take X = Qp, we then have following corollary which is just [93,
Corollary 2.8].

Corollary 3.6. Let g € [1, ), a € [0, ), s € Z,, and Qg be a cube of R". Then

Caqs(Qo) =S € ﬂ IN(pq.5),(Qo) : [}i_l;rolo||f||jN(p,q,S)n(Q0) < 00}

Ppell,00)
and, for any f € Cq.4,5(Qo),

1A lCaqs@ = Hm 1100 00
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Remark 3.7. (i) Let p € (1,00) and Q be a cube of R". It is easy to show that
BMO (Qo) € JN,(Qo).

However, we claim that
BMO (R") ¢ JN,(R").

Indeed, for the simplicity of the presentation, without loss of generality, we may show this
claim only in R. Let g(x) := log(|x]) for any x € R\ {0}, and g(0) := 0. Then g € BMO (R)
due to [48, Example 3.1.3], and hence it suffices to prove that g ¢ JN,(R) for any given
p € (1, 00). To do this, let I, := (0, ) for any ¢ € (0, o0). Then, by some simple calculations,
we obtain

1 !
gl = fg(x) dx = ;f log(x)dx =log(t) — 1
I 0

and hence

1
{x el |g(x)—gy| > 5}‘

{x € (0,1) : |log(x) — [log(®) - 1]| > %}‘

1 1
>t—te 2 :t(l—e_f)—>oo

as t — oo. But, the John-Nirenberg inequality of JN,(I;) in Theorem 2.11 implies that, for
any ¢ € (0, o),

llgllsn, 1) r

' P

< l T < ||8||ij(R)
2

1
{x el |gx)—gy|> 5}

with the implicit positive constants depending only on p. Thus, g ¢ JN,(R) and hence the
above claim holds true.

(i) The predual counterpart of Corollary 3.6 is still unclear so far; see Question 3.21 below for
more details.

Obviously, JN(,4.0),(Qo) is just JN, 4,(Qp). From this and [34, Proposition 5.1], we deduce
that, when p € (1,00) and g € [1, p), JN(;,4.0),(Qo) coincides with JN,(Qp) in the sense of equiv-
alent norms and, when p € (1,00) and g € [p, ), JN(p40),(Qo) and LI (Qp) coincide as sets.
Moreover, by adding a particular weight of |Qy|, the authors of this article showed that aforemen-
tioned coincidence (as sets) can be modified into equivalent norms; see Proposition 3.8 below,
which is just [93, Proposition 2.5]. In what follows, for any given positive constant A and any
given function space (X, || - |lx), we write AX := {Af : f € X} with its norm defined by setting,
forany Af € AX, [[Afllax := Allfllx.

Proposition 3.8. Let p € [1,00), g € [p, ), s € Z;, @ =0, and Qg be a cube of R". Then

|Qo|‘%JN(p,q,s>a(Qo)] = [ £9(Q0. 1Q0l™ dx)/P1(Q0)]
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with equivalent norms, namely,

_1
12900l 00l 1 dx) o0y < 1Q01 PN IlING, 000 (00)
_P 14
<2770 [1 4+ Ci 17 1 lLaqQoigol /Py 00)»

where C) is as in (3.2).

It is a very interesting open question to find a counterpart of Proposition 3.8 when « € R \ {0};
see Question 3.20 below for more details.

Now, we review the predual of the John—Nirenberg—Campanato space via introducing atoms,
polymers, and Hardy-type spaces in order, which coincide with the same notation as in [34] when
ue€(l,00),ve (u,o0],and @ = 0 = s; see [93, Remarks 3.4 and 3.8] for more details. In particular,
when a = 0, the (u, v, s)g-atom below is just the classic atom of the Hardy space; see [93, Remark
3.2].

Definition 3.9. Let u, v € [1,00], s € Z,, and @ € R. A function « is called a (u, v, s),-atom on a
cube Q if

(1) supp(a) :={xeR": a(x) #0} C Q;
(ii) llallz) < 101575
(iii) fQ a(x)x” dx = 0 for any y € Z} with |y| < s.

In what follows, for any u € [1, co], let u’ denote its conjugate index, namely, 1/u+ 1/u’ = 1,
and, for any {4;}; C C, let

(A

Z 14" when u € [1, ),
- (3.4)

sup |4;] when u = oo.
j

1273

Bgﬁnition 3.10. Letu,v € [1,00], s € Z,, and @ € R. The space of (u, v, 5),-polymers, denoted by
HK,.5),(X), is defined to be the set of all g € (JN( v 5), (X)) satisfying that there exist (u, v, §)q-
atoms {a;}; supported, respectively, in interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; of X, and {4;}; C C
with |4;]" < oo such that
g = Z /ljaj
J

in (JNu v 5),(X))*. Moreover, any g € IEI‘I’((M,V, 5),(X) is called a (u, v, 5),-polymer with its norm
181177, ) defined by setting

lgllzg,,..... ) = 0 [[€40]]

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of g as above.
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Definition 3.11. Let u, v € [1,00], s € Z,, and @ € R. The Hardy-type space HK,s),(X) is
defined by setting

HK(u,v,s)(,(X) = {g € (JN(M/,V,,S)Q(X))* 8= Zgi in (JN(M',V',S)Q(X))*a
i

(8l € HR 0, (X, and > llgillg,,,., ) < oo}
1
and, for any g € HK,,.5),(X), let
K 1, 20 = 0 Y Ngilz o
l

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of g as above. Moreover, the finite atomic
Hardy-type space HK'™ ) (X) is defined to be the set of all finite summations Zfr’le Ay, Where

(u,v,s
M €N, {A,,,}fr’l’:1 c C, and {am}n";":1 are (u, v, §),-atoms.

The significant dual relation between JN, 4.5, (X) and HK(,y o 5),(X) reads as follows, which
is just [93, Theorem 3.9] with a € [0, c0) replaced by @ € R (this makes sense because the crucial
lemma, [93, Lemma 3.12], still holds true with the corresponding replacement).

Theorem 3.12. Let p, g € (1,00), 1/p = 1/p" =1 =1/qg+1/¢, s € Z,, and @ € R. Then
(HK(py 4,59, (X))" = IN(p 4.5, (X) in the following sense:

(1) If f € IN(p,q,5,(X), then f induces a linear functional Ly on HK,y 4 ), (X) and

WLk g0 @ S CUFNING 490 0>
where C is a positive constant independent of f.

() If L € (HKy q.5,(X))", then there exists an f € JNp45),(X) such that, for any g €

fin
HK(p/,q/,S)a(X)’

Llg) = fx F(0g(x) dx,

and
WLIEHK g0 @ ~ NN g0 ()
with the positive equivalence constants independent of f.
When X := Qp, @ = 0 = s, and ¢ € [1, p), by [93, Remark 3.10] and Proposition 3.17,
we know that Theorem 3.12 in this case coincides with [34, Theorem 6.6]. As an application of

Theorem 3.12, the authors obtained the following atomic characterization of L?,(Qo) for any given
q’ € (1,00) and s € Z,, which is just [93, Corollary 3.13].

Proposition 3.13. Let p € (1,0), g€ [p,), 1/p=1/p' =1=1/qg+1/q¢, s € Z,, and Q be a
cube of R". Then

’ , l
LT (00,1001 dx) = 1Q0l? HK 7 4 5,(Q0)

with equivalent norms.
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From Theorem 2.11 and [47, p. 14, Exercise 1.1.11], we deduce that, forany 1 < p; < py < oo,

INp,(Qo) € LP»®(Qo) € L' (Qo) € JN),(Qo).

Moreover, it is easy to show following monotonicity over the first sub-index of both JN, ,.5),(Qo)
and HK(u,v,s)w (QO)

Proposition 3.14. Let s € Z, and Qg be a cube of R".
(1) Let 1 <up <up <oo. Ifve(l,c0)and a € R, orv = oo and a € [0, o), then
HK(uz,v,s)a(QO) - HK(ul,v,s)(,(QO)

and L
I Mtk 0 (00) < 1Q0l™ 211+ Ky 101, (00)-

(i) Let1 < py<py<oo. Ifge(l,00)and a € R, or g = 1 and a € [0, ), then
IN(p2.4.5(Q0) € IN(p q.50,(Qo)

and there exists some positive constant C such that

1 _1
I 11Ny .90 @0) < CIQ0IPT 2211+ 1Ny 460 (Q0)-

Proof. (1) is a direct corollary of the fact that, for any (u», v, 5),-atom a on the cube Q,

11
0I% " a
is a (uy, v, s),-atom; see [84, Remark 5.5] for more details.

(ii) is a direct consequence of the Jensen inequality; see, for instance, [93, Remark 4.2(ii)].
This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.14. O

Now, we consider the independence over the second sub-index, which strongly relies on the
John—Nirenberg inequality as in the BMO case. The following John—Nirenberg-type inequality is
just [93, Theorem 4.3], which coincides with Theorem 2.11 when @ = 0 = s.

Theorem 3.15. Let p € (1,00), s € Z,, a € [0, 00), and Qg be a cube of R". If f € JN(,.1.5),(Q0),
then f — P(QS())( ) € LP*(Qo) and there exists a positive constant C(y,p ), depending only on n, p,
and s, but independent of f, such that

< Cinp.s) 1Q0l* NN 10 (00)-

= PO, =

It should be mentioned that the main tool used in the proof of Theorem 3.15 is the following
good-A inequality (namely, Lemma 3.16 below) which is just [93, Lemma 4.6]; see also [1, Lemma
4.5] when s = 0. Recall that, for any given cube Qg of R", the dyadic maximal operator MS()) is

defined by setting, for any given g € L'(Qp) and any x € Qy,
1
M@ = sup  — f ()l dx,
Q€Dy,, O>x |Q| 0

where Dy, is as in (2.18) with Q replaced by Qy, and the supremum is taken over all dyadic cubes
0 € Dy, and Q > x.
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Lemma 3.16. Let p € (1,0), s € Zy, C(5) € [1,00) be as in (3.2), 6 € (0, 2_"C(_S§), Qo be a cube of
R", and f € IN(,1,9,(Qo). Then, for any real number 2 > § £, |f - PS(f,

lecan: ()0
AN 1.9 (00)
= 1-2"C ;1

1
P

{xe0o: MY (f-Po(H))(x) > 6]
Moreover, based on Theorem 3.15, in [93, Proposition 4.1], Tao et al. further obtained the
following independence over the second sub-index of JN, 4 ), (X).

Proposition 3.17. Let 1 < g < p < oo, s € Z,, and a € [0, ). Then
IN(p.g.5)2(X) = IN(p.1.5),(X)
with equivalent norms.

Furthermore, the following independence over the second sub-index of HK(,,, s),(X) is just
[93, Proposition 4.7], whose proof is based on Theorem 3.12 and Proposition 3.17.

Proposition 3.18. Let 1 <u<v < oo, s€Zy, and a € [0,0). Then
HK(u,v,s)(,(X) = HK(u,OO,s)(,(X)
with equivalent norms.

In particular, when @ = 0 = s, Propositions 3.17 and 3.18 were obtained, respectively, in [34,
Propositions 5.1 and 6.4].

Combining Theorem 3.12 and Propositions 3.17 and 3.18, we immediately have the following
corollary; we omit the details here.

Corollary 3.19. Let p € (1,00), s € Z,, and a € [0, 00). Then (HK jy .5),(X))" = IN(p.1,5),(X).
Finally, we list some open questions.

Question 3.20. For any given cube Qg of R”, by [93, Remark 4.2(ii)] with slight modifications,
we know that

(i) for any given p € [1,00) and s € Z,,

INp,1,9(Q0), g € [1,p),

IN(p.g.50(Q0) =
P JN(q,q,s)g(QO)a q € [p,);
(ii) for any given p € [1,00), g € [p, ), s € Z,, and a € R,

]N(%q,s)a (QO) - JN(psq»‘)a (QO)

and

_1 -1
1001 Py 0| < 10O 1, 00 |
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s+l

n b (X’)’

(iii) for any given p € [1,0), g € [p, ), s € Z,, and « € (
JN(q,q,x)n(QO) =Ps(Qo) = JN(p,q,x)n(QO)~

However, letting RM, , ,(X) denote the Riesz—Morrey space in Definition 4.2, it is still unknown
whether or not

(i) for any given p € [1,), g € [p, ), s € Z,, and @ € (—oo, %] \ {0},

IN(pg.9,(Q0) = IN(g.4.9,(Q0) OF IN(pg.),(Q0) = [RM . 40(Q0)/Ps(Q0)]

holds true;
(i1) for any given p € [1,0), g € [p, ), s € Z,, and a € R,
INGpg.9,(R") = IN(gg.0,(R") Or IN(p g5, (R") = [RM}, g o R")/P5(R")]

holds true, where £(R") denotes the set of all polynomials of degree not greater than s on
R".

Question 3.21. Let 1 < u; < up < oo, v € (1,00], s € Z,, and Qg be a cube of R*. From
Proposition 3.14(i), we deduce that

HK(Mz,V,S)()(QO) - HK(ul,v,s)o(QO)

and L
” ’ ”HK(u],v,x)O(QO) < |Q0|ul “2 || : ||HK(uz,v,x)0(Q0) .

Moreover, by [93, Remark 4.2(iii)] and [84, Proposition 5.7], we find that, for any u € [1, 00),
HEK,5,(Q0) € Hy"*(Qo)
and, for any g € (U,e[1.00) HK(u,1,5)0(Q0)>

gl gy < lijgilf}f WSl EK 0 (00>

where H L’tv"v(/\’) denotes the atomic Hardy space; see Coifman and Weiss [29], and also [93,
Remark 3.2(ii)], for its definition. Here and thereafter, u — 1* means u € (1,00) and u — 1.
However, for any given v € (1, ], s € Z,, a € [0, 00), and any given cube Qg of R”,

(i) it is still unknown whether or not, for any g € Uyeq1,00) HKu,v,5),(Q0)>

1 g, = S W 2

holds true;

1
—I,V,S

(i1) it is interesting to clarify the relation between | J,e[1,00) HK(u,v,5),(Q0) and Hy"'" " (Qo).
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The last question in this subsection is on an interpolation result in [82]. We first recall some
notation in [82]. Let p € (1,00), 1 € R, and Qg be a cube of R". The space NPV(Qy) is defined
by setting

NPD(Qy) = {M e L'(Qp) : [l ywngy) < 00},

P 1/p
[u]N(P,/l)(Q()) ;= sup {Z ‘fQ Iu(x) — MQ,~|dX |Ql_|1—p—/l}

and the supremum is taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; of Qp, and
ug, is the mean of u over Q; for any i. Let ¥ (Qp) denote the set of all simple functions on Qy.

where

Definition 3.22. ([82, Definition 3.1]) A linear operator 7 defined on ¥ (Qy) is said to be of strong
type N[p, (g, p)] if there exists a positive constant K such that, for any u € F(Qy),

[Tulnamwgy < KllullLrgy);

the smallest of the constant K for which the above inequality holds true is called the strong
NIp, (g, pn)]-norm.

Theorem 3.23. (/82, Theorem 3.1]) Let |p;, qi, ii] be real numbers such that p;, q; € [1, o) for
any i € {1,2}). If T is a linear operator which is simultaneously of strong type N|p;, (qi, ;)] with
respective norms K; (i € {1,2}), then T is of strong type N[p;,(q;, t)] where

1-1¢ t 1 1-1¢ t

a

|
ﬁ_ @ @ @
q

=(1- t)— for te[0,1].
Moreover, for any t € [0, 1],

[Tulnipgn < Ky~ Kollillogy)-
The theorem holds true also in the limit case p; = oo and q% =u; =0.

Question 3.24. In the proof of Theorem 3.23, lines 1-3 of [82, p.454], the author applied [82,
Lemma 2.3] with

Flu,v,S] := ng [u(y) = ug,] v dylQ;| /7"

replaced by
OUEDY fQ [T @y, 1) = (T, |70 1y dy | Qi .

Therefore, by the proof of [82, Lemma 2.3], we need to choose a function v satisfying that, for any
i, there exists some constant ¢; such that

V.1 = cifsign [T@(y.0) ~ (T || (35)



32 JiNn Tao, DacHUN YANG AND WEN YUAN

in Q;. Meanwhile, from the definition of v (see line -3 of [82, p. 452)), it follows that
V1) = ) FOME e (3.6)

for some simple function v € ¥ (Qy), where 1/g; + 1/g; = 1. To sum up, we need to find a simple
function v such that both (3.5) and (3.6) hold true, which seems unreasonable because Tu may
behave so bad even though both u and u are simple functions. Thus, the proof of Theorem 3.23 in
[82] seems problematic. It is interesting to check whether or not Theorem 3.23 is really true.

3.2 Localized John-Nirenberg—Campanato spaces

As a combination of the JNC space and the localized BMO space in Subsection 2.1, Sun et al.
[84] studied the localized John—Nirenberg—Campanato space, which is new even in a special case:
localized John—Nirenberg spaces. Now, we recall the definition of the localized Campanato space,
which was first introduced by Goldberg in [46, Theorem 5]. In what follows, for any s € Z, and
co € (0, 6(X)), let
P, UQ) < co,

Py =
oall) {0, “Q) = co,

where Pg)(f) is asin (3.1).

Definition 3.25. Let g € [1, ), s € Z,, and « € [0, c0). Fix ¢y € (0, £(X)). The local Campanato
space N (q.q4,5(X) is defined to be the set of all functions f € Léfoc (X) such that

”f”A(mq’S)(X) = sup |Q|—a [JL; |f(x) - P(QY,)CO(f)(x)|q dX] ? < 00,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q of X.

Fix the constant ¢y € (0, £(X)). In Definition 3.3, if P(é) (f) were replaced by P(é) ‘@ (f), then we
J Jo
obtain the following localized John—Nirenberg—Campanato space. As was mentioned in Remark
3.4, we naturally extend the ranges of & and p similarly to Subsection 3.1; we omit some identical
proofs.

Definition 3.26. Let p, g € [1,0), s € Z,, and @ € R. Fix the constant ¢y € (0, (X)). The
local John—Nirenberg—Campanato space jnp.q.s),., (X) is defined to be the set of all functions
fe Léfoc (X) such that

==

2,

JEN

11y .30 () = SUP

\P
o {IQjI_" [ Jg oo =P (P! dx] } ‘

is finite, where the supremum is taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes
{Qj}jen of X. Moreover, the dual space (jn 4, Saco (X)) of jng, Sarco (X) is defined to be the
set of all continuous linear functionals on jn,g.s), ., (X) equipped with the weak-* topology.
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Remark 3.27. Notice that the Campanato space and the John-Nirenberg—Campanato space are
quotient spaces, while their localized versions are not.

Also, in [84, Proposition 2.5], Sun et al. showed that jn(qs),, (X) in Definition 3.26 is
independent of the choice of the positive constant c¢y. Therefore, in what follows, we write

IN(p.g.9e (X)) 1= J1p.g.)q.c) (X)-
Especially, if ¢ = 1 and s = 0 = a, then jn(, 4 ), (X) becomes the local John—Nirenberg space
Jnp(X) := jngp,1,0)(X).
The following Banach structure of jn, ), (X) is just [84, Proposition 2.7].
Proposition 3.28. Let p, g € [1,00), s € Z,, and @ € R. Then jn(, 45, (X) is a Banach space.
In what follows, the space jn(, 4.5),(Q0)/Ps(Qo) is defined by setting

jn(p,q,s)a(QO)/Ps(QO) = {f € jn(p,q,s)(,(QO) . ||f||jn(p,q,s)n(Q0)/Ps(Q0) < OO} ’
where

||f||jn(Pal],S)(y(Q0)/PS(QO) = ae?i)l;l(ng) If+ a”j"(p,q,x)a(Qo);

the space JN(p 4.5),(X) N LP(X) is defined by setting
INg.9,(X) VLX) = {f € Ll (X) 11 g0, conzre) < o),

where
1117V g0 (X)NLP(X) 2= MAX { 1117V g0 )5 L ”LP(X)} .

Moreover, the relations between jn, 4., (X) and JN(, 4 5),(X), namely, the following Propositions
3.29 and 3.30, are just [84, Propositions 2.9 and 2.10], respectively.

Proposition 3.29. Let p, g € [1,0), s € Z,, and @ € R. Then
@) Jn(p.g.5),(X) C INp.g.9,(X);
(ii) if Qo is a cube of R", then JN(; 4.5),(Q0) = jN(p.q.5).(Q0)/Ps(Qo) with equivalent norms;
(iii) LP(R) & jnp(R) G JN,(R) if p € (1, o).
Proposition 3.30. Let p € [1,0), g € [1, p], s € Z,, and a € (0, 00). Then
14,9, (X) = [N, (X) 0 LP(X)] 3.7)
with equivalent norms.

Also, observe that Proposition 3.30 is the counterpart of [59, Theorem 4.1] which says that,
for any a € (0, ), g € [1,0), and s € Z,,

AagX) = [Clag. o (X) N LZ(X)].

However, the case g € [p, o) in Proposition 3.30 is unclear so far; see Question 3.45 below.
As an application of Propositions 3.29(ii) and 3.30, we have the following result.
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Proposition 3.31. Let p € [1,0), g € [1, p], s € Z,, a € (0, ), and Qg be a cube of R". Then

IN(p.g.5).(Qo) C [LP(Q0)/Ps(Qo)] .

Proof. Let p, q, s, @, and Qg be as in this proposition. Then, by Propositions 3.29(ii) and 3.30,
we obtain

INGp4.9.(Q0) = | 1.4, (Q0)/P5(Q0)]
= {IN(pg.,(Q0) N [L7(Q0)/P4(Q0)]}

and

“ : ”JN(p,q,s)g(QO) ~ aE?iDIYl(fQ()) || : +a||jn(l7sq~5)w(Q0)

~ . inf |-+ .
max {” g 00)- 0T a”LP(Qo)}
This implies that JN, 4.5, (Qo) C [LP(Qo)/Ps(Qo)] with

inf - +a <I- ’
aeps(Qo)” rigo < 1l HJN(p,q,x)u(Qo)

which completes the proof of Proposition 3.31. O

Propositions 3.32 and 3.33 below are just, respectively, [84, Propositions 2.12 and 2.13] which
show that the localized Campanato space is the limit of the localized John—Nirenberg—Campanato
space.

Proposition 3.32. Let g € [1,00), s € Zy, @ € [0,00), and Qg be a cube of R". Then, for any

feL'(Qo),
”f”A(w,q,x)(QO) = [}glolo ||f||jn(p,q,x)(y(Q0)'

Moreover,
Aag,5(Qo) = {f € ﬂ J(p.g.5).(Qo) : pll_{{)lo 11 g (Q0) < 00}.

PEl1,00)

Proposition 3.33. Let g € [1,), s € Z,, and a € [0, o). Then
ph_l;glo jn(p,q,x)a(Rn) = A(a,q,‘v)(Rn)
in the following sense: if f € jng g5, R") N A(g,q.5R"), then

fe [ inegn®

re[p,co)

and
1A @n = HO I g, )
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As in Proposition 3.17, the following invariance of jn,.q,s), (X) on its indices in the appropriate
range is just [84, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 3.34. Let p € (1,0), g € [1, p), s € Z,, and a € [0, 00). Then

jn(p,q,x)n (X) = jn(p,l,x)n (X)
with equivalent norms.

In other range of indices, namely, ¢ > p, the following relation between jn(, 4 ), (X) and the
Lebesgue space is just [84, Proposition 3.4].

Proposition 3.35. Let s € Z, and Qg be a cube of R".

(@) If 1< p<q<oo, then [1Qol7 7 jnpq.s(Qo)] = LU(Qo) with equivalent norms.
(i) If p € [1,00), then jng, p 5,(R") = LP(R") with equivalent norms.
(iii) If p, g € [1,0), @ € (oo, % - é), and f € jnep.q.s),R"), then f = 0 almost everywhere.

Using the localized atom, Sun el al. [84] introduced the localized Hardy-type space and
showed that this space is the predual of the localized John—Nirenberg—Campanato space. First,
recall the definitions of localized atoms, localized polymers, and localized Hardy-type spaces in
order as follows.

Definition 3.36. Let v, w € [1,00], s € Z,, and a € R. Fix ¢y € (0, (X)) and let Q denote a cube
of R". Then a function a on R" is called a local (v, w, §)q¢,-atom supported in Q if

(i) supp(a) = (x € R": a(x) # 0} € Q;
(i) llallzvg) < QI

(iii)) when €(Q) < co, fQ a(x)xBdx = 0 for any B € Z and |B| < s.

Definition 3.37. Let v, w € [1,00], s € Z,, @ € R, and g € (0, £(X)). The space hkgys),., (X) is
defined to be the set of all g € (jnqy w, Sareo (X))* such that

g = Z/ljdj

JEN

in (jn(v/,wf,s)am(X))*, where 1/v + 1/v' =1 = 1/w + 1/w’, {a;}jen are local (v, w, 5)g ¢, -atoms
supported, respectively, in interior pairwise disjoint subcubes {Q} jciy of X, and {4} jer C C with
{4} jenller < oo [see (3.4) for the definition of || - [|»]. Any g € }ﬁc(v,w,s)wo (X) is called a local
(V, W, 8)q.c,-polymer on X and let

I8l v = inf [l jexe | -

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of g as above.



36 JiNn Tao, DacHUN YANG AND WEN YUAN

Definition 3.38. Letv, w € [1,00], s € Z,, @ € R, and ¢¢ € (0, £(X)). The local Hardy-type space
hk(v,w,x)wo (X) is defined to be the set of all g € (jn(, W o (X))* such that there exists a sequence

{gitien C hkyw.s)a., (X) such that e llgillz @ <coand

g= Z gi (3.8)

i (R w5, (X))*. For any g € hkiy.s), ., (X), let
180k 60 2= B0F D il
ieEN
where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of g as in (3.8).

Correspondingly, Ak, , Sarco (X) is independent of the choice of the positive constant ¢ as well,
which is just [84, Proposition 4.7].

Proposition 3.39. Lerv € (1,00), w € (1,0], s € Z;, « € R, and 0 < ¢| < ¢ < UX). Then
hky,w, are, (X) = hkq,, ey (X) with equivalent norms.

Henceforth, we simply write
local (v, w, §)q.¢,—atoms, lﬁc(v,w,s)mc0 (X), and hk(v,w,x)wo (X),

respectively, as N
local (v, w, s)o—atoms, hk, .5, (X), and hkg,, s, (X).

The corresponding dual theorem (namely, Theorem 3.40 below) is just [84, Theorem 4.11].

In what follows, the space hk(ﬁvnw 9 (X) is defined to be the set of all finite linear combinations of

local (v, w, s),-atoms supported, respectively, in cubes of X.

Theorem 3.40. Letv, w e (1,00), 1/v+ 1)V =1 =1/w+1/w =1, s € Z,, and « € R. Then
I w,5), (X) = (ki .5, (X)) in the following sense:

(i) Forany given f € jnu ), (X), the linear functional

Lys g (Lrg) = [ fgtds Vg enk,,, @)

can be extended to a bounded linear functional on hk, ), (X). Moreover, it holds true that
||‘£j.||(hk(l’,\¢’,S)(y(X))* < ”f”jn(v’,w’,x)a(x)‘

(ii) Any bounded linear functional L on hk,,, ), (X) can be represented by a function f €
Jno w5, (X) in the following sense:

(L) = fX fogdy, Vg ehkn (X,

Moreover, there exists a positive constant C, depending only on s, such that || f|| jn,,
CllLl k50 (200

X) =

W.Sa
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As a corollary of Theorem 3.40 as well as a counterpart of Proposition 3.34, for any admissible
(v, s, @), Proposition 3.41, which is just [84, Proposition 5.1], shows that Ak, 5), (X) is invariant
onw € (v, 00].

Proposition 3.41. Letv € (1,00), w € (v, 0], s € Z,, and a € [0, ). Then
hk(v,w,s)w (X ) = hk(v,oo,x)a (X )
with equivalent norms.

The following proposition, which is just [84, Proposition 5.6], might be viewed as a counter-
part of Proposition 3.35.

Proposition 3.42. Letv e (1,00) and s € Z,.

(1) If w € (1,v] and Qg is a cube of R", then hk, , 5),(Qo) = IQOI%_%VLW(QO) with equivalent
norms.

(i1) L"(R") = hk,y,s5), R") with equivalent norms.

Finally, the following relation between hk,,s), (X) and the atomic localized Hardy space is
just [84, Proposition 5.7].

Proposition 3.43. Let w € (1, 0] and Qg be a cube of R". Then
L Ak00(Q0) € 137" (Q0).

ve[1,00)
Moreover, if g € Uye(1,00) Bk(v,w,0)0(Q0), then
”th‘l”W(QO) S h‘{g{l}f ||g||hk(v,w’())0(Q0)5

where v — 11 means that v € (1, ) and v — 1.
We also list some open questions at the end of this subsection.

Question 3.44. There still exist something unclear in Proposition 3.29(iii). Precisely, let p €
(1, 00),
Jnp(®)/C := {f € Lige ®) ¢ Iflln,yc := inf 1f + clljn, < oo}

and
LP(R)/C := {f eLl R : Ifllrmyc = ileléﬂf + cllprw) < 00}-

Then it is still unknown whether or not
liny(®)/C| € IN,(R)

holds true, namely, it is still unknown whether or not there exists some non-constant function h
such that 1 € JN,(R) but i ¢ jn,(R). Moreover, it is still unknown whether or not

[LP(R™)/C] & [ jny(R")/C] & IN,R")

holds true.
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The following question is on the case g > p corresponding to Proposition 3.30.

Question 3.45. Let p € [1,0), g € (p,), s € Z,, and @ € (0,00). Then it is still unknown
whether or not

Mpg.90(X) = [IN(pg.5),(X) N LP(X)]
still holds true.

Also, the corresponding localized cases of Questions 3.20 and 3.21 are listed as follows. The
following Question 3.46 is a modification of [84, Remark 3.5], and Question 3.47 is just [84,
Remark 5.8].

Question 3.46. Let p € [1,0),g € [1l,00),s€Z;,and @ € [% -1 00). Then the relation between
JN(p.q.5).(R") and the Riesz—Morrey space RM, , o(R") (see Subsection 4.1 for its definition) is still
unclear so far, except the identity

jn(p,p,s)o(Rn) = Lp(Rn) = RMp,p,O(Rn)
due to Proposition 3.35(ii) and Theorem 4.4(ii), and the inclusion

... R D RMp 4 0R™) - with ||+ [lng, o0, &0 S 11 IRM, 40 R1)

due to (3.2) and their definitions, where the implicit positive constant is independent of functions
under consideration.

Question 3.47. Letv € (1,00), w € (1, o], and Qg be a cube of R".

(i) It is interesting to clarify the relation between Jye(1,00) Akivw,0),(Qo) and h;’tw(Qo), and to
find the condition on g such that ||g]| B0y = lim, 1+ || 8||hk<v,w,o>0(Qo)-

(ii) Let @ € (0,0) and s € Z,. As v — 1%, the relation between the atomic localized Hardy
space (see [46] for the definition) and hk,,, g), (Qo) is still unknown.

3.3 Congruent John—Nirenberg—Campanato spaces

Inspired by the JNC space (see Subsection 3.1) and the space B (introduced and studied by
Bourgain et al. [16]), Jia et al. [55] introduced the special John—-Nirenberg—Campanato spaces
via congruent cubes, which are of some amalgam features. This subsection is devoted to the main
properties and some applications of congruent JNC spaces.

In what follows, for any m € Z, D,,(R") denotes the set of all subcubes of R" with side length
27" D, (Qo) the set of all subcubes of Qg with side length 27" £(Qy) for any given m € Z,, and
Dn(Qo) := 0 for any given m € Z \ Z; here and thereafter, {(Qp) denotes the side length of Q.

Definition 3.48. Let p, g € [1,0), s € Z,, and @ € R. The special John—Nirenberg—Campanato
space via congruent cubes (for short, congruent INC space) J. (C;’r; 9 (X) is defined to be the set
ofall f € L] (X) such that

(m)

w0 1= sup {1 0, <
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where, for any m € Z, [f]EZl)q X is defined to be

Py
Z|Qj|{|Qj|_“ [f [F0 - P )| dx] } ‘
. 0

sup
{0} COm(X)

J

with P(é) (f) for any j as in (3.1) via Q replaced by Q; and the supremum taken over all collections
J
of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; C D,,(X). In particular, let

IN2(X) =T (C;,I;,O)O(X)-

Remark 3.49. Let p, g € [1, ), s € Z,, and @ € R. There exist some useful equivalent norms on
JN(C;’ZI 9 (X) as follows.

(i) (non-dyadic side length) f € JN(C;;,‘{‘],S)” (X)ifand only if f € Lioc (X) and

1
P

< o0

1\P
Ifllzgee o i= sup lz [oX {|Qj|‘“ [JCQ |f(x) - Pgi(f)(x)|q dx] }
j J

if and only if f € L! (X) and

loc

A I7Ren | ) 3= sup

1\ P
;|Qj|{|Qj| Pty JCQ, £ (x) = P(x)I? dx] } } <o, (39)

where the suprema are taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; of

X with the same side length; moreover, || - || INE LX) [l N [ - ”JTV see

[55, Remark 1.6(ii) and Propositions 2.6 and 2.7].

con
(P49

X

(i1) (integral representation) In what follows, for any y € R" and r € (0, o), let
B(y,r):={xeR": |x—y|<r}.

Then f € J (C;"ZI’S)U (R™) if and only if f € LiOC (R™) and

1
1N\ P ?
_ q 4
Il = sup f {|B<y, I [ f F@) = PR () dx] } dy] < o0;
re(0,00) | JR? B(y,r)
moreover, || - || INER (R~ | - |l«; see [55, Proposition 2.2] for this equivalence which plays

an essential role when establishing the boundedness of operators on congruent JNC spaces;
see [56, 57] for more details.

The following proposition is just [55, Proposition 2.10].

Proposition 3.50. Let s € Z,, « € R, and Qg be any given cube of R".



40 JiNn Tao, DacHUN YANG AND WEN YUAN

(i) Forany given p € [1,00) and g € [1, ),

ING 5.(Qo) C Q074" LU(Q0)/P5(Q0)] -

Moreover, for any f € ING  (Qo).

/1]

1, < 1 flyacon

100l P4 L1(Q0)/P5(Q0) (pas)a (Q0)°

(i1) If @ € (—o0,0], then, for any given p € [1,0) and q € [p, ),

11,
ING . 9.(Q0) = {1Qol7 4" LI(Q0)/P5(Qo)
with equivalent norms.

(i) If g € [1,00) and 1 < p; < pp < oo, then JN°"  (Qg) € JNF"  (Qop). Moreover, for

Jpeon (P2:9-5)a (P1,958)a
any f € INO . (Qo),

|Qol " ”f”JNf]‘)’“qv) 00 <100l ”2||f||JN§]§;q%(Q0)-
(iv) If pe[l,o)and 1 < g < g2 < oo, then JN(C;”ZIZ 9 X)yclJ (C;‘ZI e (X). Moreover, for any
f € J E:Ig)’an,s)w(X)’

A langen o @0 < [fllangen

(pap-ar (X)-

The relation of congruent JNC spaces and Campanato spaces is similar to Proposition 3.5 and
Corollary 3.6, and hence we omit the statement here; see [55, Proposition 2.11] for the details.
The relation of congruent JNC spaces and the space 8 was discussed in [55, Proposition 2.20 and
Remark 2.21]. Recall that the local Sobolev space Wlt’f (R™) is defined by setting

loc P(R") = {f eL) R"): [Vfle LIOC(R”)},

here and thereafter, Vf := (0f,...,0,f), where, for any i € {1,...,n}, 0;f denotes the weak
derivative of f, namely, a locally integrable function on R" such that, for any ¢ € CZ°(R") (the set
of all infinitely differentiable functions on R” with compact support),

f S(X)0ip(x)dx = — f 0(x)0; f(x) dx.
R2 Rn

The following proposition is just [55, Proposition 2.13].
Proposition 3.51. Let p € (1,00) and f € Lp (R"). Then |V f| € LP(R") if and only if

.. (m)

hmrrgorgf L1 .0y < 0
where [ f]g’:)p 01 R is as in Definition 3.48. Moreover, for any given p € [1,00), there exists a
constant C(, p) € [1, 00) such that, for any f € Wltf R™),

1
Conp)

1 1
p P
[ | Vfr dx] <lminf [ o o0 < Caup) [ fR VAP dx]
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Remark 3.52. Fusco et al. studied BMO-type seminorms and Sobolev functions in [43]. Indeed,

in [43, Theorem 2.2], Fusco et al. showed that Proposition 3.51 still holds true with cubes {Q};,
(m)

(P.p,0)1/n,R"?
the main results of [43] were further extended by Di Fratta and Fiorenza in [37], via replacing a

family of open cubes by a broader class of fessellations (from pentagonal and hexagonal tilings to
space-filling polyhedrons and creative tessellations).

in the supremum of [f] having the same side length but arbitrary orientation. Later,

The following nontriviality is just [55, Propositions 2.16 and 2.19].
Proposition 3.53. Let p € (1,0) and g € [1, p).
(1) Let Iy be any given bounded interval of R. Then

IN, ) & JN;?;(IO) and JNp,R) & JN;?;(R).

(ii) Let Qg be any given cube of R". Then

IN,4(Q0) € INE(Q0)

Similarly to Theorem 3.12, the following dual result is just [55, Theorem 4.10]. Recall that
the congruent Hardy-type space H K(C;‘v‘ 9 (X) is defined as in Definition 3.11 with the additional
condition that all cubes of the polymer have the same side length; see [55, Definition 4.7] for more

details.

Theorem 3.54. Let p, g€ (1,00), 1/p=1/p" =1=1/g+1/q,s€Z,,anda € R. If ] (C;’r; 9 (X)
is equipped with the norm || - ”ﬁvf"" L) in (3.9), then
P:q:5)a

con * _ con
(H K(p/,q/,S)a(X)) = JN (p,q,S)a(X)

with equivalent norms in the following sense:

1) Any f € J (C;‘ZI 9 (X) induces a linear functional Ly which is given by setting, for any

g€ HKEM | (X) and (g3} C HK (g1 5, (X) with g = ¥ g in (JNS - (X))",

L) =& ) = ) (s )

Moreover, for any g € HK(CI‘,),H;,ﬁ?) (X),

£69)= [ s and il 0 <M, oo

(ii) Conversely, for any continuous linear functional L on HKF" ) (X), there exists a unique
a

g
con con—fin
felJ (O.5)a (X) such that, for any g € HK(p,,q,’x)n (X),

X))+

"4 $)a

£@=LﬂmmMLM|wm%mstw
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Moreover, when X = Qy, we further have the VMO-H' type duality for the congruent Hardy-
type space; see Theorem 5.34 below.

Recall that Essén et al. [40] introduced and studied the Q space on R", which generalizes the
space BMO (R"). Later, the Q space proves very useful in harmonic analysis, potential analysis,
partial differential equations as well as the closely related fields; see, for instance, [98, 61, 101].
Thus, it is natural to consider some “new Q space” corresponding to the John—Nirenberg space
JN,. Based on Remark 3.49(ii), Tao et al. [95] introduced and studied the John—Nirenberg-Q
space on R" via congruent cubes, which contains the congruent John—Nirenberg space on R” as
special cases, and also sheds some light on the mysterious John—Nirenberg space.

4 Riesz-type space

Observe that, if we partially subtract integral means (or polynomials for high order cases) in
£ 111N, 0> Namely, drop P)(f) in

{Z Qi [lQiI_“ {Jg |f(x) _ P((gs3(f)(x)|q dx}a

1
| p};

for any i satisfying €(Q;) > cp, then we obtain the localized JNC space as in Definition 3.26. Thus,
a natural question arises: what if we thoroughly drop all {Pg? (H}; in |1 INp g @@ In this section,

we study the space with such norm (subtracting all {Pg?( f)}; in the norm of the JNC space). As a
bridge connecting Lebesgue and Morrey spaces via Riesz norms, it was called the “Riesz—Morrey
space”. For more studies on the well-known Morrey space, we refer the reader to, for instance,
[49, 68, 67, 50] and, in particular, the recent monographs by Sawano et al. [85, 86].

4.1 Riesz—Morrey spaces

As a suitable substitute of L*(X), the space BMO (X) proves very useful in harmonic analysis
and partial differential equations. Recall that

lf1lBMO (X) = sup J{:|f(x)_fQ| dx.
cube QcX JQ

Indeed, the only difference between them exists in subtracting integral means, which is just the
following proposition. In what follows, for any measurable function f, let

flleex) == sup ngf(x)|dx.

cube QcX

Proposition 4.1. f € L*(X) if and only if f € Lioc (X) and || fllr=x) < 00. Moreover, || - ||l1=x) =
Il leex)-

Proof. On one hand, for any f € L™(X), it is easy to see that f € Lioc (X) and

IfllLex) = sup JC [f(oldx < sup [Ifllz=x) = 1fllz=x) < 0.
0cXJQ ocX
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On the other hand, for any f € Lioc (X) and || fllzex) < o0, let x be any Lebesgue point of f.
Then, from the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we deduce that

/(0 = lim JC lfO)ldy < sup JE lFO)ldy = IfllL2x)s
|Q|—0%, Oax 0 ocXx Jo

which, together with the Lebesgue differentiation theorem again, further implies that

1A=y < ANz

and hence f € L¥(X). Moreover, we have || - [lz=x) = Il - llz=x). This finishes the proof of
Proposition 4.1. O

Also, if we remove integral means in the JN,(Qp)-norm

L
17173, (00) = Sup [Z [l ( fQ QUSRS dx) l ,

where the supremum is taken over all collections of cubes {Q;}; of Qp with pairwise disjoint inte-

riors, then we obtain
1
Plr
sup [Z o ( £ 1ol dx) l = /1y
i Oi

which coincides with || f]|z»(g,) due to Riesz [80]. Corresponding to the JNC space, the following
triple index Riesz-type space R, 4..(X), called the Riesz-Morrey space, was introduced and studied
in [92].

Definition 4.2. Let p € [1,00], g € [1,00], and @ € R. The Riesz—Morrey space RM, 4 ,(X) is
defined by setting
RMyp g o(X) = {f € LI (X) ¢ Ifllrmy ) < ).

where

1

1-pa—L "
sup| > 101" P I,y | i P €M1 0), g€ 1,00,
1R, 0 (X) 2= ; 1
sup sup 10 411 fllLacoy if p=oc0, ge€[l,o0]
1
and the suprema are taken over all collections of subcubes {Q;}; of X with pairwise disjoint interi-
ors. In addition, R, ;0(X) =: R, 4(X).

Observe that the Riesz—Morrey norm ||| RM,pg0(X) differs from the John—-Nirenberg—Campanato
norm || - || INpgus)a (X) with s = 0 only in subtracting mean oscillations; see [92, Remark 2] for more
details. It is easy to see that 1R, 0(00) = lIlIR,(0p) and, as & generalization of the above equivalence
in Riesz [80], the following proposition is just [92, Proposition 1].

Proposition 4.3. Let p € [1,00] and q € [1,p]. Then f € LP(X) if and only if f € R, 4(X).
Moreover, LP(X) = R, 4(X) with equivalent norms, namely, for any f € Léfoc X)), fllzrxy =
1R, ,cx)-
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As for the case 1 < p < g < o0, by [92, Remark 2.3], we know that
Ry 4(R") =0 # LY(R") = Ry o(R"),

and

1001 Rp(Q0)| = 100172900 | = [1001 7Ry (00)

with equivalent norms.

Moreover, it is shown in [92, Theorem 1 and Corollary 1] that the endpoint spaces of Riesz—
Morrey spaces are Lebesgue spaces or Morrey spaces. In this sense, we regard the Riesz—Morrey
space as a bridge connecting the Lebesgue space and the Morrey space. Thus, a natural question
arises: whether or not Riesz—Morrey spaces are truly new spaces different from Lebesgue spaces
or Morrey spaces? Very recently, Zeng et al. [100] give an affirmative answer to this question via
constructing two nontrivial functions over R” and any given cube Q of R”. It should be pointed
out that the nontrivial function on the cube Q is geometrically similar to the striking function con-
structed by Dafni et al. in the proof of [34, Proposition 3.2]. Furthermore, we have the following
classifications of Riesz—Morrey spaces, which is just [100, Corollary 3.7].

Theorem 4.4. (i) Let p € (1,00] and q € [1, p). Then

=LIR"Y  ifa=g-4,
P
2LTmRY ifae(l-10),
RMp,q,a’(Rn) ! ( ) 1 @ (17 q )
= LP(R") ifa=0,
= {0} ifae (—oo,% - é) U (0, o0).

In particular, if @ € (—é, 0), then RM« 4o(R") = M, 1/ “(R™) which is just the Morrey space
defined in Remark 3.2.

(i) Let p € [1,00] and q € [p, ). Then

= L/R") ifa=3-1=0,
RM) 40(R") ¢ = {0} if @ = % - é £0,
= {0} ifaeR\{%_é}_

(iii) Let p € (1,00], g € [1, p), and Qg be any cube of R". Then

=L1Qo)  ifa= (-0, 1~ 7],

) P q
2LTm(Qy) iface(+-10),
RMp,q,af(QO) QO . (17 4 )
= LP(Qo) ifa=0,
= {0} if @ € (0, 00).

In particular, RMe 4,4(Q0) = My "*(Qo) if @ € (-1,0).
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(iv) Let p € [1,0], g € [p, o], and Qg be any cube of R". Then

= L9Qp) if a € (—00,0],

RMp.q.0(Q0) {: (0} if @ € (0, 00).

Recall that, by [14, Theorem 1], the predual space of the Morrey space is the so-called block
space. Combining this with the duality of John—Nirenberg—Campanato spaces in [93, Theorem
3.9], the authors in [92] introduced the block-type space which proves the predual of the Riesz—
Morrey space. Observe that every (oo, v, @)-block in Definition 4.5(i) is exactly a (v, :-)-block
introduced in [14].

Definition 4.5. Letu, ve[l,0], 1/u+1/u' =1=1/v+1/V',and a € R. Let (RM,; v o(X))" be
the dual space of RM,, ,» ,(X) equipped with the weak-* topology.

(1) A function b is called a (u, v, @)-block if

supp(b) :={xe X: b(x) #0} c Q and |[bllz () < |Q|5—%—a.

<oo},
[u

where {b;}; are (u, v, )-blocks supported, respectively, in subcubes {Q;} of X with pairwise
disjoint interiors, arld {4j}; € C with [[{4;}ll« < oo [see (3.4) for the definition of || - [|e].
Moreover, any i € B, o(X) is called a (u, v, @)-chain and its norm is defined by setting

IAllg,, ) = inf H{/lj }j

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of 4 as above.

(i) The space of (u, v, @)-chains, Eu,v,a(/\’ ), is defined by setting

Buval®) = {1 € (RMypv ol X)) = h= )" by and [|{4;),
]

>

gu

(iii) The block-type space B, o(X) is defined by setting

Bya(X) = {g € RMyraX)) = g= ) b and Y [Ihjllz ) < oo},
i i

where {h;}; are (u, v, @)-chains. Moreover, for any g € By, o(X),

lglls,...cv = inf Y [|h;
i

Byya(X)’

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of g as above.

(iv) The finite block-type space B™ (X) is defined to be the set of all finite summations

u,v,a
M
Z ﬂmbm ’
m=1

where M € N, {A,,,}fr’l’:1 c C, and {bm}n";":1 are (u, v, a)-blocks.



46 JiNn Tao, DacHUN YANG AND WEN YUAN

The following dual theorem is just [92, Theorem 2].

Theorem 4.6. Let p, g € (1,00), 1/p+1/p" =1=1/q+1/q', and a € R. Then (B g o(X))* =
RM), 4 o(X) in the following sense:

(i) If f € RM, 4 o(X), then f induces a linear functional Ly on By o(X) with
WL, o) < ClAllRM, 4 0(X)>
where C is a positive constant independent of f.

() If L € (By 4 ,o(X))", then there exists some f € RM,, ; ,(X) such that, for any g € Bgﬂq,,a(X),

L(g) = fX S(x)g(x) dx,

and

1L, g o0y ~ I lIRM, 4 0(X)

with the positive equivalence constants independent of f.

Also, for the Riesz—Morrey space, there exist three open questions unsolved so far. The first
question is on the relation between the Riesz—Morrey space and the weak Lebesgue space.

Question 4.7. Let p € (1,00), g € [1,p), and a € (% - é 0). Then Zeng et al. [100, Remark 3.4]
showed that

L (o)
RM)p, 4 0(R") € LT (R") € RM ) 40(R"),

which implies that, on R", the Riesz—Morrey space and the weak Lebesgue space do not cover
each other. Also, for any given cube Qg of R”, Zeng et al. [100, Remark 3.6] showed that

LT5(Q0) & RMy40(Qo).

However, it is still unknown whether or not

RM,,.40(Q0) € LT7(Qy)

still holds true. This question was posed in [100, Remark 3.6] and is still unclear so far.
The following Questions 4.8 and 4.9 are just [92, Remarks 4 and 5], respectively.

Question 4.8. As a counterpart of (3.3), for any given p € [1,00), ¢ € [1,p), s € Z,, and
a € [% - é, 0), it is interesting to ask whether or not

IN(pg.9,(X) = [RM)y 4 o(X)/P5(X)]
and, for any f € JN(, 4.5, (X),

AN e ) ~ If = T Dllgnt 0

with the positive equivalence constants independent of f, still hold true. This is still unclear so
far.
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Question 4.9. Recall that, for any given f € Lioc (X) and any x € X, the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function M(f)(x) is defined by setting

MU0 = sup f Ol dy, @.1)

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q containing x. Meanwhile, M is called the Hardy—
Littlewood maximal operator. 1t is well known that M is bounded on L?(X) for any given g €
(1, ]; see, for instance, [39, p.31, Theorem 2.5]. Moreover, M is also bounded on M;l/a(/\’)
for any given ¢ € (1,00] and a € [—é,O]; see, for instance, [27, Theorem 1]. To sum up, the
boundedness of M on endpoint spaces of Riesz—Morrey spaces (Lebesgue spaces and Morrey
spaces) have already been obtained. Therefore, it is very interesting to ask whether or not M is
bounded on the Riesz—Morrey space RM), ; o(X) with p € (1,00], g € [1, p), and a € (— - = 0)
This is a challenging and important problem which is still open so far.

4.2 Congruent Riesz—Morrey spaces

To obtain the boundedness of several important operators, we next consider a special Riesz—
Morrey space via congruent cubes, denoted by RM), , ,(R"), as in Subsection 3.3. In this sub-
section, we first recall the definition of RM;O;G(R"), and then review the boundedness of the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on this space.

Definition 4.10. Let p, g € [1,00] and @ € R. The special Riesz—Morrey space via congruent
cubes (for short, congruent Riesz—Morrey space) RM}%; ,(R") is defined to be the set of all locally
integrable functions f on R” such that

1

, peE[l, o),

sup lz 04" A 00

sup |0 ‘1||f||Lf/(Q), p=o0
cube QCR"

I lRaagon,, ey ==

is finite, where the first supremum is taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes
{Q;}; of R" with the same side length.

Remark 4.11. (i) If we do not require that {Q;}; have the same size in the definition of congru-
ent Riesz—Morrey spaces, then it is just the Riesz-Morrey space RM, ; ,(R") in Subsection
4.1.

(i) If p = 00, g € (0,0), and a € [—é, 0), then RM;?;Q(R") in Definition 4.10 coincides with
the Morrey space M, I “(R™) in Remark 3.2.

(i) Similarly to Remark 3.49, for any given p, g € [1,0), and @ € R, f € RM}% ,(R") if and
only if f € L _(R") and

NP 13
I lgzzer gy = SUP lf {lB(y’r)l_a [f lf(x)|qu]} dy}
re(0,00) | JR”? B(y,r)
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is finite; moreover,
Il ragen, ey ~ I - ||§A7;?;U(Rn),
see [56] for more details. Recall that, for any y € R" and r € (0, o),
B(y,r):={xeR": |x—y|l<r}.

The following boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on congruent Riesz—
Morrey spaces was obtained in [56].

Theorem 4.12. Let p, g € (1,0), @ € R, and M be the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator as

in (4.1). Then M is bounded on RM 7 (R").

Moreover, via Theorem 4.12, Jia et al. [56] also establishes the boundedness of Calderén—
Zygmund operators on congruent Riesz—Morrey spaces.

Finally, since a congruent Riesz—Morrey space is a ball Banach function space, we refer the
reader to [94] for the equivalent characterizations of the boundedness and the compactness of
Calder6n—Zygmund commutators on ball Banach function spaces. It should be mentioned that, a
crucial assumption in [94] is the boundedness of M, and hence Theorem 4.12 provides an essential
tool when studying the boundedness of operators on congruent Riesz—Morrey spaces.

5 Vanishing subspace

In this section, we focus on several vanishing subspaces of aforementioned John—Nirenberg-
type spaces. In what follows, C*(R") denotes the set of all infinitely differentiable functions on R”;
0 denotes the origin of R"; for any @ := (@y,...,@,) € Z} = (Z,)", let 0% := (%)“1 ---(%)Q";
for any given normed linear space Y and any given its subset X, Xy denotes the closure of the set
X in Y in terms of the topology of Y, and, if Y = R", we then denote Xy simply by X.

5.1 Vanishing BMO spaces

We now recall several vanishing subspaces of the space BMO (R").

e VMO (R"), introduced by Sarason [81], is defined by setting

VMO (R") := Cu(R%) N BMO &) V0™,

where Cy(R") denotes the set of all uniformly continuous functions on R”.

e CMO (R"), announced in Neri [79], is defined by setting
CMO (R") := Co@®m O,
where C°(R") denotes the set of all infinitely differentiable functions on R" with compact
support. In addition, by approximations of the identity, it is easy to find that

R") BMO (R")

CMO (R") = Co@m VO™ — Go@®m , (5.1)

where C.(R") denotes the set of all functions on R” with compact support, and Cy(R") the
set of all continuous functions on R" which vanish at the infinity.
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e MMO (R"), introduced by Torres and Xue [96], is defined by setting
MMO (Rn) = Am—(Rn) BMO (R"),

where
AR") := {b eCPRHNLYRY: YaeZl\ {0},|1|im 0“b(x) = 0}.
x|—00
e XMO (R"), introduced by Torres and Xue [96], is defined by setting
XMO (Rn) = Boo_(Rn) BMO (R”)’

where

Bo(R") := {b eCPRHNBMOR"): YaeZ}\ {0},|1|im 0b(x) = 0}.

e X MO (R"), introduced by Tao el al. [88], is defined by setting

X;MO®) = B
where
Bi(R") := {b e C'(R™)n BMO (R") : lllirn IVb(x)| = o}
X|—00
with C'(R") being the set of all functions f on R” whose gradients V f := ( 53—;:, e, %) are
continuous.

The relation of these vanishing subspaces reads as follows.
Proposition 5.1. CMO (R") & MMO (R") & XMO (R") = X;MO (R") & VMO (R").

Indeed,
CMO (R") ¢ MMO (R") € XMO (R")

was obtained in [96, p. 5]. Moreover,
XMO R" = X;MO R" ¢ VMO (R")

was obtained in [88, Corollary 1.3], which completely answered the open question proposed in
[96, p. 6].

Next, we investigate the mean oscillation characterizations of these vanishing subspace. Recall
that, for any cube Q of R", and any f € L! (R™), the mean oscillation O(f; Q) is defined by setting

loc

1 1
O(f; Q) := fQ |FCo - fo dx= fQ ’f(x)—@ fQ fo)dy

The earliest results of VMO (R") was obtained by Sarason in [81], and Theorem 5.2 below is a
part of [81, Theorem 1]. In what follows, a — 0* means a € (0, o) and a — 0.

dx.
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Theorem 5.2. f € VMO (R") if and only if f € BMO (R") and
hm sup O(f; Q) =
0% |Q1=a
The following equivalent characterization of CMO (R") is just Uchiyama [99, p. 166].

Theorem 5.3. f € CMO [R") if and only if f € BMO (R") and satisfies the following three
conditions:

) lim sup O(f; Q) =

" |Ql=a

(ii) for any cube Q of R", |llim of;0+x)=0

(iii) lim sup O(f; Q) =

7%\ 0l=a

Very recently, Tao el al. obtained the following equivalent characterization of both XMO (R")
and X;MO (R"), which is just [88, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 5.4. The following statements are mutually equivalent:
@ fe XiMO®R");
(i) f € BMO (R") and enjoys the properties that
(i); lim sup of; Q) =

" |Ql=a

(ii), for any cube Q of R", |lllrn of;0+x)=0

(iii)) fe XMO®R").
Remark 5.5. Proposition 5.3(ii) can be replaced by
(ii’) lim sup  O(f;0)=0

M—00 500(0,M)=0

where Q(0, M) denotes the cube centered at (0 with the side length M. But, (ii), of Theorem 5.4(ii)
can not be replaced by (ii’); see [88, Proposition 2.5] for more details.

However, the equivalent characterization of MMO (R") is still unknown; see [88, Proposition
2.5 and Remark 2.6] for more details of the following open question.

Question 5.6. It is interesting to find the equivalent characterization of MMO (R"), as well as its
localized counterpart (see Question 5.15), via the mean oscillations.

As for the applications of these vanishing subspaces, we know that the commutator [b, T,
generated by b € BMO (R") and the Calderon—Zygmund operator 7', plays an important role in
harmonic analysis, complex analysis, partial differential equations, and other fields in mathemat-
ics. Here, we only list several typical bilinear results; other linear and multi-linear results can be
founded, for instance, in [90, 89, 62] and their references.

In what follows, let Zi” = (Z,)>" and LI (R") denote the set of all functions f € L*(R") with
compact support. We now consider the following particular type bilinear Calderén—Zygmund
operator T, whose kernel K satisfies
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(i) The standard size and regularity conditions: for any multi-index « := (ay,...,a3,) € Zi"
with |e| := a1 + -+ + a3, < 1, there exists a positive constant C(,), depending on a, such
that, for any x, y, z € R” with x # y or x # z,

07K (x,7,2)] < Cay(Ix =yl + |x — 272710, (5.2)
Here and thereafter, 6% := ([7,—‘361)(’l e (%)%.

(i) The additional decay condition: there exist positive constants C and ¢ such that, for any
X, v, z€ R*with |x —y| + |x — 2| > 1,

IK(x,y,2)] < C(lx =y + |x — 2y +7° (5.3)

and, for any f, g € LY(R") and x ¢ supp (f) N supp (g), T is supposed to have the following usual
representation:

T(f.)() = fR Ky 2 ()8 dy .

here and thereafter, supp (f) := {x € R" : f(x) # 0}. Notice that the (inhomogeneous) Coifman—
Meyer bilinear Fourier multipliers and the bilinear pseudodifferential operators with certain sym-
bols satisfy the above two conditions; see, for instance, [96] and its references.

Recall that, usually, a non-negative measurable function w on R” is called a weight on R".
For any given p := (p1, p2) € (1,00) X (1, 00), let p satisfy % = % + é. Following [9], we call
w = (w1, wp) avector Ap(R") weight, denoted by w := (w1, w2) € Ap(R"), if

[Wla, @) = sup[|Q|fw(x)dx]{|Q|‘f[wl(x)]1 B4 dx}
1-p] 2 < 00
{|Q| f [wa(x)] dX} ,
p/p1

where w := wy wg/pz, 1/p1 + l/p’1 =1=1/pa+ l/p’z, and the supremum is taken over all cubes
Q of R". In what follows, for any given weight w on R" and any measurable subset £ € R", the
symbol LT (E), with p € (0, ), denotes the set of all measurable functions f on E such that

v
7l

S,

< 00,

ey = [ fE P dx|

and, when w = 1, we write LY (E) =: LP(E). Also, || - || 1~(E) represents the essential supremum on
E.

Recall also that the bilinear commutators [b, T], and [b, T], are defined, respectively, by set-
ting, for any f, g € L’ (R") and x ¢ supp (f) N supp (g),

[0, T1(f, &)(x) := (bT(f,8) = T(bf.8)) (x)
- [b(x) = b()IK (x,y,2) f(v)g(z) dydz (5.4)
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and

[b, T (f, &)(x) := (bT(f,g) — T(f,bg)) (x)
= N [b(x) — b(2)]K(x,y,2) f(y)g(z) dy dz. (5.5)

The following theorem, obtained in [11, Theorem 1] for any given p € (1,00) and in [97,
Theorem 1] for any given p € (%, 1], showed that the bilinear compact commutators {[b, T'];}i=1 2
are compact for b € CMO (R").

Theorem 5.7. Let (pi, p2) € (1,00) X (1,0), p € (3, 00) with % = le + i b € CMO (R"), and
T be a bilinear Calderon—Zygmund operator whose kernel satisfies (5.2). Then, for any i € {1,2},
the bilinear commutator [b, T); as in (5.4) or (5.5) is compact from LP'(R") x LP2(R") to LP(R").

If we require an extra additional decay (5.3) for the Calderén—Zygmund kernel in Theorem
5.7, we can then replace CMO (R") by XMO (R"), that is, deletes condition (iii) in Theorem 5.3
of CMO (R"). This new compactness result was first obtained in [96, Theorem 1.1] and then
generalized into the weighted case, namely, the following Theorem 5.8 which is just [88, Theorem
1.4].

Theorem 5.8. Let p := (py1, p2) € (1,00) X (1,), p € (5, 00) with % = % + é,
ApR"), w = wf Ip lwg/ P2 h e XMO (R™), and T be a bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operator whose

kernel satisfies (5.2) and (5.3). Then, for any i € {1, 2}, the bilinear commutator b, T); as in (5.4)
or (5.5) is compact from L) (R") x L (R") to LI,R™).

W= (wi,wp) €

On the other hand, if the kernel behaves “good”, such as the Riesz transforms {R j};?zlz
. 1 (n+1 Vj
Ri(f)x) = p.v.n~s r( . ) a0

then the reverse of Theorem 5.7 holds true as well; see, for instance, the following Theorem 5.9
which is just [21, Theorem 3.1]. Besides, it should be mentioned that the linear case of Theorem
5.9 was obtained by Uchiyama [99, Theorem 2].

Theorem 5.9. Let (p1,p2) € (1,00) X (1,00) and p € (%,oo) with % = % + plz Then, for any

i€{l,2}and j€{l,...,n}, the bilinear commutator [b,R;; is compact from LP'(R") x LP>(R") to
LP(R™) if and only if b € CMO (R").

However, the corresponding equivalent characterization of XMO (R") is still unknown. For
simplicity, we state this question in unweighted case.

Question 5.10. Let (py, pz) € (1,00) X (1,00), and p € (%,oo) be such that % = % + %. Then
it is interesting to find some bilinear Calder6n—Zygmund operator 7" such that, for any i € {1, 2},
the bilinear commutator [b, T']; is compact from LP'(R") x LP2(R") to LP(R") if and only if b €
XMO (R™).

Next, recall the Riesz transform characterizations of BMO (R") and its vanishing subspaces.
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Theorem 5.11. Let f € L _(R"). Then

(1) ([41, Theorem 3]) f € BMO (R") if and only if there exist functions { fj}'j?zo c L=(R™) such
that

f=h+ ) Rif)
j=1
and

n
CMIfllBmo @ < Z ||fj||LOO(Rn) < CllfllBmo &) (5.6)
=0

for some positive constant C independent of f and { fj}j:O‘

(11) ([81, Theorem 1]) f € VMO (R") if and only if there exist functions { fj};fzo C [CuR™) N
L®(R™)] such that
F=fot D Rif
j=1
and (5.6) holds true in this case.

(i) ([79, p. 185]) f € CMO (R") if and only if there exist functions { fj};%:o C Co(R™) such that
f=h+ ) Rif)
j=1

and (5.6) holds true in this case.

Question 5.12. Since the Riesz transform is well defined on L*(R"), it is interesting to find the
counterpart of Theorem 5.11 when f € MMO (R"). Moreover, since the Riesz transform charac-
terization is useful when proving the duality of CMO-H' type, it is also interesting to find the dual
spaces of MMO (R") and XMO (R").

When R" is replaced by some cube Qg with finite length, we have VMO (Qp) = CMO (Qy);
see [30] for more details. Moreover, the vanishing subspace on the spaces of homogeneous type,
denoted by X, was studied in Coifman et al. [28] and they proved (VMO(X))* = H'(X), where
VMO(X) denotes the closure in BMO (X) of continuous functions on ¥ with compact support.
Notice that, when X = R”", by (5.1), we have VMO(X) = VMO[R") = CMO (R").

Finally, we consider the localized version of these vanishing subspaces. The following char-
acterization of local VMO (R") is a part of [15, Theorem 1].

Proposition 5.13. Let vmo (R") be the closure of C,(R") N bmo (R") in bmo (R"). Then f €
vmo (R") if and only if f € bmo (R") and

lim sup O(f; Q) = 0.

4=0"gI=a

Moreover, the following localized result of CMO (R") is just Dafni [30, Theorem 6]; see also
[15, Theorem 3].
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Theorem 5.14. Let cmo (R") be the closure of Co(R™) in bmo (R"). Then f € cmo (R") if and
only if f € bmo (R") and

lim sup O(f; Q) =0 = lim sup flfl.
a=0% |0l=a M= 1051, 0nQ0.M)=0 J 0

In addition, the localized version of Theorem 5.11 can be found in [46, Corollary 1] for
bmo (R"), and in [15, Theorems 1 and 3] for vmo (R") and cmo (R"), respectively.

Question 5.15. Let mmo (R"), xmo (R"), and x;mo (R") be, respectively, the closure in bmo (R")
of A(R"), Bo(R"), and B(R"). It is interesting to find the counterparts of

(1) Theorem 5.14 with cmo (R") replaced by xmo (R");

(i) Theorem 5.4 with XMO (R") and X;MO (R") replaced, respectively, by xmo (R") and
xjmo (R™);

(iii) Question 5.12 with MMO (R") replaced by mmo (R");

(iv) the dual result (cmo (R™)* = A'(R"), in [30, Theorem 9], with cmo (R") replaced by
mmo (R") or xmo (R"), where h'(R") is the localized Hardy space;

(v) the equivalent characterizations for mmo (R”) and xmo (R") via localized Riesz transforms.

Remark 5.16. For the studies of vanishing Morrey spaces, we refer the reader to [5, 2, 4, 3].

5.2 Vanishing John-Nirenberg—Campanato spaces

Very recently, the vanishing subspaces of John—Nirenberg spaces were also studied in [91, 17].
Indeed, as a counterpart of Subsection 5.1, the vanishing subspaces of JNC spaces enjoy similar
characterizations which are summarized in this subsection.

Definition 5.17. Let p € (1,0), g € [l,00), s € Z,, and @ € R. The vanishing subspace
VIN(p.q4.5).(X) is defined by setting

VJN(p,q,s)(,(X) = {f € JN(p,q,s)a(X) : lim sup sup 5(p,q,s)a(f; {Ql}l) = O} ,

a—0"  size<a

where

1
Ot 1011 = {Z [ [IQ,-I‘“ { fQ o= PR dx} ] }

and the supremum is taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; of X with
side lengths no more than a. To simplify the notation, write VJN, ,(X) := VJN(, 40),(X) and
VIN,(X) := VIN, 1(X).
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On the unit cube [0, 1], the space VJN(; 4.5, ([0, 1]") was studied by A. Brudnyi and Y. Brud-
nyi in [17] with different symbols. The following characterization (Theorem 5.18) and duality
(Theorem 5.19) are just, respectively, [17, Theorem 3.14 and 3.7]. Notice that, when @ > S::—l,
from [17, Lemma 4.1], we deduce that JN(, g ), ([0, 1]") = P([0, 1]") is trivial.

Theorem 5.18. Let p, g € [1,0), s € Z,, and a € (—0, %). Then

INp.g.5)e ([0,1]")
VIN(p.g.5,(10,1]") = C=([0, 1]1") N IN(p.4.5), ([0, 1]7) e ,

where C*([0, 1]") := C*(R")|jo,1]» denotes the restriction of infinitely differentiable functions from

R" to [0, 1]".

Theorem 5.19. Let p, g € (1, ), s € Z,, and a € (-0, %), Then

(VINGg.9,(0.11)) = HK ., (10, 11,
y=l=1+2
It is obvious that Theorems 5.18 and 5.19 hold true with [0, 1]"” replaced by any cube Qg of R".
As an application of the duality, Tao et al. [91, Proposition 5.7] showed that, for any p € (1, o)
and any given cube Qg of R",

where % +

[LP(Q0)/C] & VIN,(Qo)
which proves the nontriviality of VJN,(Qy), here and thereafter,
LP(X)/C :={f € L}, (X) : IIfllrexyjc < oo
with
1A Nzrcx)c == 1nf [|f + cllrx).-
ceC

Remark 5.20. There exists a gap in the proof of [91, Proposition 5.7]: We can not deduce

(VIN,(Q0) ™ = IN,(Qo). (5.7)

namely, [91, (5.2)], directly from Theorems 5.19 and 3.12 because, in the statements of these dual
theorems, ¢ can not equal to 1. Indeed, (5.7) still holds true due to the equivalence of JN, ,(Qo)
with g € [1, p). Precisely, let p € (1,0) and ¢g € (1, p). By Theorems 5.19 and 3.12, we obtain

(VJNP,q(QO))** = JNp,q(QO),

which, together with Theorems 3.17 and 5.22 below, further implies that
(VIN,(Q0)) " = (VINyo(Q0)) = JN,4(Qo) = IN,(Qp).
and hence (5.7) holds true. This fixes the gap in the proof of [91, (5.2)].

Next, we consider the case X = R". The following proposition indicates that the convolution is
a suitable tool when approximating functions in JN,(R"), which is a counterpart of [81, Lemma 1].
Indeed, the approximate functions in the proofs of both Theorems 5.22 and 5.24 are constructed
via the convolution; see [91] for more details.
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Proposition 5.21. Let p € (1,00) and ¢ € L'(R") with compact support. If f € JN,(R"), then
f*@ € JNyR") and
I = ellan, @y < 20l gnll fllan, @

Proof. Let p, ¢, and f be as in this lemma. Then, for any cube Q of R”, by the Fubini theorem,
we have

O(f *9:0) = fQ|fw<x)—(fw)Q| dx

- f ‘f f GDLf(x = 2) = o = D] dzdy| dx
Q|JQ JR"
< f f f @If(xr—2) — £ - D] dydxdz
"JQJO
- f () f f £ = FO) dydidz
Rn 0-zJ0-z2
<2 fR 1eQIO(: 0 ) ds, (5.8)

where Q — 7z := {w —z: w € Q}. Therefore, for any interior pairwise disjoint subcubes {Q;}; of
R", by (5.8) and the Minkowski generalized integral inequality, we conclude that

{Z 10 O(f * ¢ Q»]"}
P\ 7
<2 i O(f; Q- 2)d
< {Z|Q|[fw|¢(z>| (f:0-2) z]}
| P) 7
-2{ 3| [ ertworosio o |

P

<2 fR ,, {Z [eigreres Q,-—z)]p} dz
=2 i—d[0(f; Qi = )" pd
fRn"D(Z)'{Z'Q A[0(f; 0 z)]} 2

< 2llellz @l A llan, @)
where Q; — 7z := {w —z: w € Q;} for any i. This further implies that
1 = @llyn,@ny < 2@l gyl f v, @
and hence finishes the proof of Proposition 5.21. O

The following equivalent characterization is just [91, Theorem 3.2].
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Theorem 5.22. Let p € (1, 0). Then the following three statements are mutually equivalent:
IN,®R")

i) f€D,R")NJIN,R") =: VIN,(R"), where
D,R"):={f e C*R") : |[Vf] € L’"(R")}
and V f denotes the gradient of f;

(ii) f € JN,(R") and, for any given q € [1, p),

lim s {Z@l [f 1) - fo dx] } ~0,

it 0(Q<a, Yi} i

where the supremum is taken over all collections {Q;}; of interior pairwise disjoint subcubes
of R" with side lengths no more than a;

(iii) f € JN,(R") and

N
Jm L Sup {Z|Ql []2 |fx) - fol dx]} =0,

it ((Q<a, Yi} f

where the supremum is taken over all collections {Q;}; of interior pairwise disjoint subcubes
of R with side lengths no more than a.

Now, we recall another vanishing subspace of JN,(R") introduced in [91], which is of CMO
type.

Definition 5.23. Let p € (1,00). The vanishing subspace CJN,(R") of JN,(R") is defined by
setting
———JN,(R"
CIN,R") := Co@®)y ",
where C°(R") denotes the set of all infinitely differentiable functions on R"” with compact support.
The following theorem is just [91, Theorem 4.3].

Theorem 5.24. Let p € (1,00). Then f € CJN,(R") if and only if f € JN,(R") and f satisfies the
following two conditions:

@
lim  sup 101 [f F) - fo dx] =0,
a=0% (o) €(Q)<a, Y i} {Z l | o |
where the supremum is taken over all collections {Q;}; of interior pairwise disjoint subcubes
of R with side lengths {€(Q;)}; no more than a;
(ii)

lim  sup |Q|1/f’f |f(x) = fo| dx =0
o

4= HQCR: €(Q)2a)

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q of R" with side lengths €(Q) no less than a.
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Moreover, Tao et al. [91, Theorem 4.4] showed that Theorem 5.24(ii) can be replaced by the
following statement:

p)r
li |0l [f ()= fol d ] =0,
al—>nc;l<>{ [S(lér;nz Vi) {Z |f ! fQ| * }

where the supremum is taken over all collections {Q;}; of interior pairwise disjoint subcubes of R"
with side lengths {£(Q;)}; greater than a.
Furthermore, Tao et al. [91, Corollary 4.5] showed that Theorem 5.24 holds true with

f|f(x)—fQ| dx and f |f(x) = fo| dx
(@) O;

in (i) and (ii) replaced, respectively, by

1

[ f |f(0) = fol® dx]q and [ f [F) = fo' dx]q
0 Qi
for any g € [1, p).

However, there still exist some unsolved questions on the vanishing John—Nirenberg space.
The first question is on the case p = 1.

Question 5.25. The proof of [91, Theorem 3.2] indicates that (i) and (iii) of Theorem 5.22 are
equivalent when p = 1. However, the corresponding equivalent characterization of CJN(R") is
still unclear so far.

The following question is just [91, Question 5.5].

Question 5.26. (i) It is still unknown whether or not Theorems 5.22 and 5.24 hold true with
JN,(R") replaced by JN(, 4.5, (R") when p, g € [1,00), s € Z,, and & € R \ {0}.

(i1) It is interesting to ask whether or not, for any given p € (1,00), g € [1,0), s € Z,, and
o €R,

(CING g9, ®") = HK(prgr.9,R") 01 (CIN(pg), ®R") ™ = IN(pg, ®)

still holds true, where 1/p + 1/p" =1 = 1/q + 1/q’, CIN(p 4.5,(R") denotes the closure
of CX(R") in JN(p 4.5, (R"), and HK(;y 4 s),(R") the Hardy-type space introduced in [93,
Definition 3.6].

Obviously, [LP(R")/C] € CJN,(R") c VIN,R") C JN,(R"). Then the last question naturally
arises, which is just [91, Questions 5.6 and 5.8].

Question 5.27. Let p € (1, 00). It is interesting to ask whether or not
[LP(R")/C] S CIN,(R") S VIN,(R") & JN,(R")

holds true. This is still unclear so far.
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5.3 Vanishing congruent John-Nirenberg—Campanato spaces

As a counterpart of Subsection 5.2, the vanishing subspace of congruent John—-Nirenberg—
Campanato spaces VJ (CI‘)"; 5 (X) was studied in [55].

Definition 5.28. Let p, ¢ € [1, ), s € Z,, and @ € R. The space VJ (C;’r; 9 (X) is defined by
setting

Neon
con ( )

VvV JNCon 9 (X) = DP(X)m J (o (X) (luiv)ar

(p.gq.
where

Dp(X) :={f e CT(X) : |Vfl € LP(X)}.

Also, simply write VIN7/(X) := VJ (C;‘; 0, (X) and VINPUX) = VINEHX).

Remark 5.29. Let p, g € [1, ), s € Z,, @ € R, and Q( be any cube of R". Then the observation
D, (Qp) = C*(Qop) implies that

ING 9, (Q0)

VINGG.9,(Q0) = C2(Q0) N NG o (Qo) "™

Recall that D,,(X) with m € Z is defined in the beginning of Subsection 3.3. The following
characterizations, namely, Theorems 5.30 and 5.32, are just [55, Theorems 3.5 and 3.9], respec-
tively.

Theorem 5.30. Let p, g € [1,00), s € Z;, @ € (—0o0, S“) and Qo be a cube of R". Then
feVJNE Y (Q) if and only if f € L1(Qy) and

(P.g,s
1\ P
Z|Qj {|Q] [JC |f P(S)(f)|] H =0, (5.9)

where the second supremum is taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; C
Du(Qo) for any m € Z.

Corollary 5.31. Let p=1,qg € [1,), s € Z,, a =0, and Qg be a cube of R". Then (5.9) holds
true for any f € L1(Qyp).

Proof. By Proposition 3.50(ii) and the definition of V.J. (C;’r; s)a(QO)’ we have

==

limsup  sup
m—eo {Q_[ CDm(QO)

[L1(Q0)/Ps(Qo)] = VING ), (Qo) = INGE 5 (Qo),
which, combined with Theorem 5.30, then completes the proof of Corollary 5.31. O

Theorem 5.32. Let p € [1,00) and g € [1, p]. Then f € V]N;?;(R”) if and only if f € JN;?;(R”)

and 1

Z|QJ (f If - fQ,Iq)T

where the second supremum is taken over all collections of interior pairwise disjoint cubes {Q;}; C
DR for any m € Z.

limsup  sup
m—o0 {Q;};CDy(R")
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We can partially answer Question 5.27 in the congruent JNC space as follows.
Proposition 5.33. Let Iy be any given bounded interval of R, and Qg any given cube of R".
() ([55, Proposition 3.11]) If p € (1, 00) and q € [1, p), then [LP(R)/C] & VIN, 7' (R).

(1) ([55, Proposition 3.12]) If p € (1,00) and q € [1, p), then VJNC"“(R) - JN“’“(R) and
VIN,Z (1o) & IN (o).

(iii) ([55, Proposition 4.40]) If p € (1, 00) and q € (1, p), then [LP(Qy)/C] & VJNCOH(QO)
Also, it is easy to show that [L'(Q()/C] = VIN{™™(Qo) = JN{*"(Qo); see Remark 2.12(ii).
The following VMO-H' type duality is just [55, Theorem 4.39].

1

Theorem 5.34. Let p, g € (1,0), s € Zy, 1 +
given cube of R". Then

(VINgn 5. (Q0) = HKER, Qo)

in the following sense: there exists an isometric isomorphism

=1=1L14 a € (—oo, %), and Qq be any

1
?)

K : HKZ, ) (Q0) — (VING: ) (00))

such that, for any g € HKflfnq Da (Qo)and f e VJ (C;)’,‘:],S)H(Qo),

<Kg’f> = <g’f>

Similarly to Question 5.26(ii), the following question, posed in [55, Remark 4.41], is still
unsolved so far.

Question 5.35. For any given p, g € (1,), s € Z,, and @ € (—oo, Y+1) it is interesting to ask
whether or not
(CONG o, ) = R, (B and(CONG, (B) = ING )
con n 0 MNY con n 1,1 _1_
hold true, where C JN(p’qv%(R ) denotes the closure of CZ°(R") in JN(p’qv%(R ) and s>t = 1=
¢+ - This is still unclear so far.

Acknowledgements. Jin Tao would like to thank Hongchao Jia and Jingsong Sun for some useful
discussions on this survey.
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