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Boundedness of Fractional Integrals on Hardy Spaces Associated

with Ball Quasi-Banach Function Spaces

Yiqun Chen, Hongchao Jia and Dachun Yang*

Abstract Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space on Rn and HX(Rn) the Hardy space

associated with X, and let α ∈ (0, n) and β ∈ (1,∞). In this article, assuming that the (pow-

ered) Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator satisfies the Fefferman–Stein vector-valued max-

imal inequality on X and is bounded on the associate space of X, the authors prove that the

fractional integral Iα can be extended to a bounded linear operator from HX(Rn) to HXβ(Rn) if

and only if there exists a positive constant C such that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn, |B| αn ≤ C‖1B‖
β−1

β

X
,

where Xβ denotes the β-convexification of X. Moreover, under some different reasonable

assumptions on both X and another ball quasi-Banach function space Y, the authors also con-

sider the mapping property of Iα from HX(Rn) to HY (Rn) via using the extrapolation theorem.

All these results have a wide range of applications. Particularly, when these are applied, re-

spectively, to Morrey spaces, mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces, local generalized Herz spaces,

and mixed-norm Herz spaces, all these results are new. The proofs of these theorems strongly

depend on atomic and molecular characterizations of HX(Rn).

1 Introduction

It is well known that the real-variable theory of Hardy-type spaces on Rn including the bound-

edness of fractional integrals plays an important role in both harmonic analysis and partial differ-

ential equations (see, for instance, [17, 60]). Recall that the classical Hardy space Hp(Rn) with

p ∈ (0, 1] was originally introduced by Stein and Weiss [61] and seminally developed by Feffer-

man and Stein [22]. Fefferman and Stein [22] established the famous dual theorem, namely, the

dual space of H1(Rn) is the space BMO (Rn) of functions with bounded mean oscillation, which

was first introduced by John and Nirenberg [40].

Let α ∈ (0, n). Recall that Hardy and Littlewood [27] introduced the fractional integral Iα
which is defined by setting, for any f ∈ Lq(Rn) with q ∈ [1, n

α ), and for almost every x ∈ Rn,

Iα( f )(x) :=

∫

Rn

f (y)

|x − y|n−α dy.(1.1)
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Hardy and Littlewood [27] and Sobolev [59] established the boundedness of Iα from Lp(Rn) to

Lq(Rn) with p ∈ (1, n
α ) and 1

q
:= 1

p
− α

n
, which is nowadays called the Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev

theorem and plays an important role in both potential theory and partial differential equations; see,

for instance, [11, 46, 51, 53]. From then on, the boundedness of fractional integrals on Hardy-type

spaces has attracted more and more attention. For instance, Nakai [49] studied the boundedness of

fractional integrals on generalized Hardy spaces over spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of

Coifman and Weiss, which are preduals of Campanato spaces with variable growth condition. Cao

et al. [7] studied fractional integrals on weighted Orlicz–Hardy spaces. Recently, Ho [30] studied

the Erdélyi–Kober fractional integrals on ball Banach function spaces. Meanwhile, Huy and Ky

[37] obtained the boundedness of fractional integrals on Musielak–Orlicz Hardy spaces. We refer

the reader to [3, 9, 10, 20, 28, 48, 65] for more studies on the boundedness of fractional integrals

on Hardy-type spaces.

On the other hand, Sawano et al. [56] introduced the ball quasi-Banach function space X and

the related Hardy space HX(Rn). Sawano et al. [56] established various real-variable characteriza-

tions of HX(Rn), respectively, in terms of various maximal functions, atoms, molecules, and Lusin-

area functions. Later, Wang et al. [68] obtained the boundedness of both Calderón–Zygmund and

pseudo-differential operators on both HX(Rn) and hX(Rn), the local version of HX(Rn); Chang et

al. [8] established various Littlewood–Paley function characterizations of HX(Rn). Very recently,

Yan et al. [72] obtained various intrinsic square function characterizations of HX(Rn); Zhang et

al. [75] introduced the ball Campanato-type function space LX,q,s,d(Rn) which proves the dual

space of HX(Rn), and then established its Carleson measure characterization. We refer the reader

to [62, 63, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76] for more studies on Hardy-type spaces associated with X. How-

ever, the boundedness of fractional integrals on HX(Rn) is still unknown even when X is some

concrete function spaces, for instance, the Morrey space, the mixed-norm Lebesgue space, the

local generalized Herz space, and the mixed-norm Herz space.

In this article, we extend the aforementioned Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev theorem to Hardy

spaces HX(Rn). To be precise, assuming that the (powered) Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator

satisfies some Fefferman–Stein vector-valued maximal inequality on X and is bounded on the

associate space of X, we prove that the fractional integral Iα, with α ∈ (0, n), can be extended to a

bounded linear operator from HX(Rn) to HXβ(Rn) for some β ∈ (1,∞) if and only if there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any ball B ⊂ Rn,

|B| αn ≤ C‖1B‖
β−1
β

X
,(1.2)

where Xβ denotes the β-convexification of X. Moreover, under some different reasonable assump-

tions on both X and another ball quasi-Banach function space Y recently introduced by Deng et

al. [18], we also consider the mapping property of Iα from HX(Rn) to HY(Rn) via using the ex-

trapolation theorem. All these results have a wide range of applications and, even when X is the

Morrey space, the mixed-norm Lebesgue space, the local generalized Herz space, and the mixed

Herz space, all these results are new. The proofs of these theorems strongly depend on atomic

and molecular characterizations of HX(Rn). To limit the length of this article, the boundedness of

fractional integrals on the Campanato-type function space LX,q,s,d(Rn), the dual space of HX(Rn),

will be studied in the forthcoming article [12].

Indeed, the known proof of fractional integrals on concrete spaces (see, for instance, [25]) is
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strongly based on the various indexes of concrete spaces, and is inapplicable for the Hardy space

HX(Rn) here due to the deficiency of the explicit expression of the (quasi-)norm of X. We use two

methods to overcome this essential difficulty. One way is that we creatively introduce the Hardy

space HXβ(Rn), with some β ∈ (1,∞), as the appropriate image space of Iα on HX(Rn). Another

way is that we use the extrapolation theorem to find the appropriate image space and then obtain

the mapping property of Iα on HX(Rn).

To be precise, the remainder of this article is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we recall some basic concepts on the quasi-Banach function space X and the

Hardy space HX(Rn). At the end of this section, we present two additional assumptions about the

boundedness of the (powered) Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator on X (see Assumptions 2.9

and 2.10 below).

Section 3 is devoted to obtaining the boundedness of Iα on HX(Rn). To be precise, in Theorem

3.7 below, under Assumptions 2.9 and 2.10 below, we prove that Iα can be extended to a bounded

linear operator from HX(Rn) to HXβ(Rn), with some β ∈ (1,∞), if and only if (1.2) holds true.

Moreover, motivated by [18], in Theorem 3.20 below, we obtain the other mapping property of Iα
on HX(Rn) via using the extrapolation theorem, which can be particularly applied to Orlicz-slice

Hardy spaces.

In Section 4, we apply all the above main results to four concrete examples of ball quasi-

Banach function spaces, namely, the Morrey space M
p
r (Rn), the mixed-norm Lebesgue space

L~p(Rn), the local generalized Herz space K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn), and the mixed-norm Herz space Ė

~α,~p

~q
(Rn),

respectively. Therefore, all the boundedness of the fractional integral Iα on Hardy-type spaces

HM
p
r (Rn), H~p(Rn), H

p
w(Rn), HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn), and HĖ

~α,~p

~q
(Rn) are obtained (see, respectively, Theorems

4.3, 4.8, 4.9, 4.16, 4.19, 4.23, and 4.25 below).

Finally, we make some conventions on notation. Let N := {1, 2, . . .}, Z+ := N ∪ {0}, and

Z
n
+ := (Z+)n. We always denote by C a positive constant which is independent of the main

parameters, but it may vary from line to line. The symbol f . g means that f ≤ Cg. If f . g

and g . f , we then write f ∼ g. If f ≤ Cg and g = h or g ≤ h, we then write f . g ∼ h or

f . g . h, rather than f . g = h or f . g ≤ h. We use 0 to denote the origin of Rn. For any

measurable subset E of Rn, we denote by 1E its characteristic function. Moreover, for any x ∈ Rn

and r ∈ (0,∞), let B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : |y − x| < r}. Furthermore, for any λ ∈ (0,∞) and any ball

B(x, r) ⊂ Rn with x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), let λB(x, r) := B(x, λr). Finally, for any q ∈ [1,∞], we

denote by q′ its conjugate exponent, namely, 1
q
+ 1

q′ = 1.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the definitions of ball quasi-Banach function spaces and their related

Hardy spaces HX(Rn). In what follows, we use M (Rn) to denote the set of all measurable functions

on Rn. For any x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), let B(x, r) := {y ∈ Rn : |x − y| < r} and

(2.1) B(Rn) :=
{
B(x, r) : x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞)

}
.

The following concept of ball quasi-Banach function spaces on Rn is from [56, Definition 2.2].
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Definition 2.1. Let X ⊂M (Rn) be a quasi-normed linear space equipped with a quasi-norm ‖ · ‖X
which makes sense for all measurable functions on Rn. Then X is called a ball quasi-Banach

function space on Rn if it satisfies:

(i) if f ∈M (Rn), then ‖ f ‖X = 0 implies that f = 0 almost everywhere;

(ii) if f , g ∈M (Rn), then |g| ≤ | f | almost everywhere implies that ‖g‖X ≤ ‖ f ‖X;

(iii) if { fm}m∈N ⊂ M (Rn) and f ∈ M (Rn), then 0 ≤ fm ↑ f almost everywhere as m → ∞
implies that ‖ fm‖X ↑ ‖ f ‖X as m→ ∞;

(iv) B ∈ B(Rn) implies that 1B ∈ X, where B(Rn) is as in (2.1).

Moreover, a ball quasi-Banach function space X is called a ball Banach function space if it

satisfies:

(v) for any f , g ∈ X,

‖ f + g‖X ≤ ‖ f ‖X + ‖g‖X;

(vi) for any ball B ∈ B(Rn), there exists a positive constant C(B), depending on B, such that, for

any f ∈ X, ∫

B

| f (x)| dx ≤ C(B)‖ f ‖X .

Remark 2.2. (i) Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space on Rn. By [70, Remark 2.6(i)],

we conclude that, for any f ∈M (Rn), ‖ f ‖X = 0 if and only if f = 0 almost everywhere.

(ii) As was mentioned in [70, Remark 2.6(ii)], we obtain an equivalent formulation of Definition

2.1 via replacing any ball B by any bounded measurable set E therein.

(iii) We should point out that, in Definition 2.1, if we replace any ball B by any measurable set E

with finite measure, we obtain the definition of (quasi-)Banach function spaces which were

originally introduced in [5, Definitions 1.1 and 1.3]. Thus, a (quasi-)Banach function space

is also a ball (quasi-)Banach function space and the converse is not necessary to be true.

(iv) By [6, Theorem 2], we conclude that both (ii) and (iii) of Definition 2.1 imply that any ball

quasi-Banach function space is complete and the converse is not necessary to be true.

The associate space X′ of any given ball Banach function space X is defined as follows (see

[5, Chapter 1, Section 2] or [56, p. 9]).

Definition 2.3. For any given ball quasi-Banach function space X, its associate space (also called

the Köthe dual space) X′ is defined by setting

X′ :=
{
f ∈M (Rn) : ‖ f ‖X′ < ∞

}
,

where, for any f ∈ X′,

‖ f ‖X′ := sup
{
‖ f g‖L1(Rn) : g ∈ X, ‖g‖X = 1

}
,

and ‖ · ‖X′ is called the associate norm of ‖ · ‖X.
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Remark 2.4. From [56, Proposition 2.3], we deduce that, if X is a ball Banach function space,

then its associate space X′ is also a ball Banach function space.

We also recall the concepts of both the convexity and the concavity of ball quasi-Banach

function spaces, which are a part of [56, Definition 2.6].

Definition 2.5. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space and p ∈ (0,∞).

(i) The p-convexification Xp of X is defined by setting

Xp :=
{
f ∈M (Rn) : | f |p ∈ X

}

equipped with the quasi-norm ‖ f ‖X p := ‖| f |p‖1/p

X
for any f ∈ Xp.

(ii) The space X is said to be concave if there exists a positive constant C such that, for any

{ fk}k∈N ⊂M (Rn),
∞∑

k=1

‖ fk‖X ≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=1

| fk |
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

X

.

In particular, when C = 1, X is said to be strictly concave.

Remark 2.6. It is easy to show that, for any ball quasi-Banach function space X and p ∈ (0,∞),

the p-convexification Xp of X is also a ball quasi-Banach function space.

We now present the definition of HX(Rn) from [56, Definition 2.22]. In what follows, denote

by S(Rn) the space of all Schwartz functions equipped with the topology determined by a well-

known countable family of norms, and by S′(Rn) its topological dual space equipped with the

weak-∗ topology. For any N ∈ N and φ ∈ S(Rn), let

pN(φ) :=
∑

α∈Zn
+,|α|≤N

sup
x∈Rn

{
(1 + |x|)N+n|∂αφ(x)|

}

and

FN(Rn) :=
{
φ ∈ S(Rn) : pN(φ) ∈ [0, 1]

}
,

where, for any α := (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Zn
+, |α| := α1 + · · ·+αn and ∂α := ( ∂

∂x1
)α1 · · · ( ∂

∂xn
)αn . Moreover,

for any r ∈ R, we denote by ⌊r⌋ (resp., ⌈r⌉) the maximal (resp., minimal) integer not greater (resp.,

less) than r. Also, recall that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operatorM is defined by setting, for

any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) (the set of all locally integrable functions) and x ∈ Rn,

M( f )(x) := sup
B∋x

1

|B|

∫

B

| f (y)|dy,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ∈ B(Rn) containing x.

Definition 2.7. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space and N ∈ N be sufficiently large. Then

the Hardy space HX(Rn) is defined to be the set of all the f ∈ S′(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖HX(Rn) := ‖MN( f )‖X < ∞,

where the non-tangential grand maximal functionMN( f ) of f ∈ S′(Rn) is defined by setting, for

any x ∈ Rn,

(2.2) MN( f )(x) := sup
{| f ∗ φt(y)| : φ ∈ FN(Rn), t ∈ (0,∞), |x − y| < t

}
.
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Remark 2.8. Let all the symbols be the same as in Definition 2.7. Assume that there exists

an r ∈ (0,∞) such that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M is bounded on X
1
r . If N ∈

[⌊ n
r
+ 1⌋,∞)∩N, then, by [56, Theorem 3.1], we find that the Hardy space HX(Rn) is independent

of the choice of N.

Recall that the Lebesgue space Lq(Rn) with q ∈ (0,∞] is defined to be the set of all the

measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) :=



[∫

Rn

| f (x)|q dx

] 1
q

if q ∈ (0,∞),

ess sup
x∈Rn

| f (x)| if q = ∞

is finite.

In this article, we need the following two mild assumptions about the boundedness of the

(powered) Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator on ball quasi-Banach function spaces.

Assumption 2.9. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space. Assume that there exists a p− ∈
(0,∞) such that, for any given p ∈ (0, p−) and u ∈ (1,∞), there exists a positive constant C such

that, for any { f j}∞j=1
⊂M (Rn),

(2.3)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

[
M( f j)

]u



1
u

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X1/p

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N
| f j|u



1
u

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X1/p

.

Assumption 2.10. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space. Assume that there exists an

r0 ∈ (0,∞) and a p0 ∈ (r0,∞) such that X1/r0 is a ball Banach function space and there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ (X1/r0)′,

∥∥∥M((p0/r0)′)( f )
∥∥∥

(X1/r0 )′
≤ C ‖ f ‖(X1/r0 )′ .(2.4)

Remark 2.11. (i) Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space satisfying Assumption 2.9 with

p− ∈ (0,∞). Let β ∈ (1,∞). It is easy to prove that (2.3) still holds true with both X and p−
replaced, respectively, by Xβ and βp−.

(ii) Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space satisfying Assumption 2.10 with both r0 ∈
(0,∞) and p0 ∈ (r0,∞). Let β ∈ (1,∞). It is easy to prove that (2.4) still holds true with X,

r0, and p0 replaced, respectively, by Xβ, βr0, and βp0.

(iii) Let both X and p− satisfy Assumption 2.9, and d ∈ (0,∞). Notice that, for any ball B ∈
B(Rn) and any β ∈ [1,∞), 1βB ≤ (β + 1)

dn
r [M(1B)]

d
r with r ∈ (0,min{d, p−}). By this and

Assumption 2.9, we conclude that, for any r ∈ (0,min{d, p−}), any β ∈ [1,∞), any sequence

{B j} j∈N ⊂ B(Rn), and any {λ j} j∈N ⊂ [0,∞),

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N
λd

j 1βB j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

≤ (β + 1)
n
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

[
M(λr

j1B j
)
] d

r



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X
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≤ (2β)
n
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

[
M(λr

j1B j
)
] s

r



r
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

1
r

X1/r

≤ (2β)
n
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N
λd

j 1B j



r
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

1
r

X1/r

= (2β)
n
r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N
λd

j 1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

.

Particularly, for any r ∈ (0, p−) and any ball B ∈ B(Rn), we have

∥∥∥1βB

∥∥∥
X
≤ (2β)

n
r ‖1B‖X.(2.5)

At the end of this section, we recall the following definitions of both the (X, q, s)-atom and the

finite atomic Hardy space H
X,q,s,d

fin
(Rn) which are, respectively, from [56, Definition 3.5] and [72,

Definition 1.9].

Definition 2.12. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space, q ∈ (1,∞], and s ∈ Z+. Then a

measurable function a on Rn is called an (X, q, s)-atom if there exists a ball B ∈ B(Rn) such that

(i) supp (a) := {x ∈ Rn : a(x) , 0} ⊂ B;

(ii) ‖a‖Lq(Rn) ≤ |B|
1
q

‖1B‖X ;

(iii)
∫
Rn a(x)xγ dx = 0 for any γ := (γ1, . . . , γn) ∈ Zn

+ with |γ| := γ1 + · · · + γn ≤ s, here and

thereafter, for any x := (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn, xγ := x
γ1

1
· · · xγn

n .

Definition 2.13. Let both X and p− satisfy Assumption 2.9. Assume that r0 ∈ (0,min{1, p−})
and p0 ∈ (r0,∞) satisfy Assumption 2.10. Let s ∈ [⌊n( 1

min{1,p−} − 1)⌋,∞) ∩ Z+, d ∈ (0, r0], and

q ∈ (max{1, p0},∞]. The finite atomic Hardy space H
X,q,s,d

fin
(Rn), associated with X, is defined

to be the set of all finite linear combinations of (X, q, s)-atoms. The quasi-norm ‖ · ‖
H

X,q,s,d
fin

(Rn)
in

H
X,q,s,d

fin
(Rn) is defined by setting, for any f ∈ H

X,q,s,d

fin
(Rn),

‖ f ‖
H

X,q,s,d
fin

(Rn)
:= inf



∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


N∑

j=1

(
λ j

‖1B j
‖X

)d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X


,

where the infimum is taken over all finite linear combinations of (X, q, s)-atoms of f , namely, f =∑N
j=1 λ ja j with N ∈ N, {λ j}Nj=1

⊂ [0,∞), and {a j}Nj=1
being (X, q, s)-atoms supported, respectively,

in the balls {B j}Nj=1
⊂ B(Rn).

3 Fractional Integrals on HX(Rn)

In this section, we study the mapping property of Iα on HX(Rn). To be precise, we first give a

necessary and sufficient condition for the boundedness of the functional integral Iα both from X to

Xβ and from HX(Rn) to HXβ(Rn) for some β ∈ (1,∞). Then, using the extrapolation theorem, we

obtain the other boundedness property of Iα from HX(Rn) to HY(Rn).
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To give a necessary and sufficient condition for the boundedness of Iα from X to Xβ, we need

the following assumption about the boundedness of the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator on

ball quasi-Banach function spaces.

Assumption 3.1. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach space. Assume that there exists a positive constant

C such that, for any f ∈ X,

‖M( f )‖X ≤ C‖ f ‖X .

Remark 3.2. Let both X and p− ∈ (1,∞) satisfy Assumption 2.9. Then it is easy to show that X

satisfies Assumption 3.1.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a ball Banach space satisfying Assumption 3.1, β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n),

and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Then Iα is bounded from X to Xβ, namely, there exists a positive

constant C such that, for any f ∈ X,

‖Iα( f )‖Xβ ≤ C‖ f ‖X

if and only if there exists a positive constant C̃ such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn ≤ C̃‖1B‖
β−1
β

X
.(3.1)

To prove Theorem 3.3, we need the following two lemmas. The following lemma is a corollary

of [38, Lemma 2.2]; we omit the details here.

Lemma 3.4. Let X be a ball Banach function space satisfying Assumption 3.1. Then

sup
B∈B(Rn)

1

|B| ‖1B‖X‖1B‖X′ < ∞.

Lemma 3.5. Let α ∈ (0, n) and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Then there exists a positive constant C

such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

Iα(1B) ≥ C|B| αn 1B

almost everywhere on Rn.

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present lemma. By the definition of Iα, we find

that, for any ball B := (xB, rB) ∈ B(Rn) with xB ∈ Rn and rB ∈ (0,∞), and for any x ∈ B,

Iα(1B)(x) =

∫

Rn

1B(y)

|x − y|n−α dy &
1

rn−α
B

∫

Rn

1B(y) dy & |B| αn .

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.5. �

Now, we prove Theorem 3.3.
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Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. We first prove

the sufficiency. To this end, let f ∈ X. Then it is easy to show that, for any R ∈ (0,∞) and almost

every x ∈ Rn,

|Iα( f )(x)| ≤
∫

|y|≤R

| f (x − y)|
|y|n−α dy +

∫

|y|>R

| f (x − y)|
|y|n−α dy =: F1(x) + F2(x).(3.2)

Now, we estimate F1(x). Indeed, by both the definition ofM( f ) and α ∈ (0, n), it is easy to

prove that, for any R ∈ (0,∞) and almost every x ∈ Rn,

F1(x) =

∞∑

j=0

∫

2− j−1R<|y|≤2− jR

| f (x − y)|
|y|n−α dy(3.3)

∼
∞∑

j=0

1

(2− j−1R)n−α

∫

2− j−1R<|y|≤2− jR

| f (x − y)| dy

. Rα
∞∑

j=0

(2− j)α

(2− jR)n

∫

|y|≤2− jR

| f (x − y)| dy . RαM( f )(x).

This is a desired estimate of F1(x).

Next, we consider F2(x). From the definition of ‖ · ‖X′ , we deduce that, for any R ∈ (0,∞) and

almost every x ∈ Rn,

F2(x) =

∞∑

j=0

∫

2 jR<|y|≤2 j+1R

| f (x − y)|
|y|n−α dy ∼

∞∑

j=0

1

(2 jR)n−α

∫

|y−x|≤2 j+1R

| f (y)| dy(3.4)

.

∞∑

j=0

1

(2 jR)n−α ‖ f ‖X
∥∥∥1B(x,2 j+1R)

∥∥∥
X′
.

Moreover, by Lemma 3.4 and (3.1), we conclude that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

‖1B‖X′ .
|B|
‖1B‖X

. |B|
αβ

n(1−β)
+1
,

which, combined with (3.4), α ∈ (0, n), and β ∈ (1,∞), further implies that, for any R ∈ (0,∞) and

almost every x ∈ Rn,

F2(x) .

∞∑

j=0

2
α j

1−β R
α

1−β ‖ f ‖X . R
α

1−β ‖ f ‖X .(3.5)

This is a desired conclusion of F2(x).

All together, combining (3.2), (3.3), and (3.5) with R := [
‖ f ‖X
M( f )(x)

]
β−1
αβ , we obtain, for almost

every x ∈ Rn,

|Iα( f )(x)| . ‖ f ‖
1− 1

β

X
[M( f )(x)]

1
β .

By this, the definition of ‖ · ‖Xβ , and Assumption 3.1, we find that

‖Iα( f )‖Xβ . ‖ f ‖
1− 1

β

X

∥∥∥∥[M( f )]
1
β

∥∥∥∥
Xβ
∼ ‖ f ‖

1− 1
β

X
‖M( f )‖

1
β

X
. ‖ f ‖X .
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This finishes the proof of the sufficiency.

Now, we show the necessity. Indeed, from Lemma 3.5 and the boundedness of Iα from X to

Xβ, we deduce that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn ‖1B‖Xβ . ‖Iα(1B)‖Xβ . ‖1B‖X .

Combining this and the definition of ‖ · ‖Xβ , we conclude that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn . ‖1B‖X‖1B‖−1
Xβ ∼ ‖1B‖

β−1
β

X
.

This finishes the proof of the necessity, and hence of Theorem 3.3. �

As an application of Theorem 3.3, we give the boundedness of fractional maximal operators

from X to Xβ. In what follows, for any α ∈ (0, n), the central fractional maximal operatorMα is

defined by setting, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn) and x ∈ Rn,

Mα( f )(x) := sup
r∈(0,∞)

1

rn−α

∫

|y|≤r

| f (x − y)| dy.(3.6)

Theorem 3.6. Let X be a ball Banach space satisfying Assumption 3.1, α ∈ (0, n), and β ∈ (1,∞).

ThenMα is bounded from X to Xβ, namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any

f ∈ X,

‖Mα( f )‖Xβ ≤ C‖ f ‖X

if and only if there exists a positive constant C̃ such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn ≤ C̃‖1B‖
β−1
β

X
.

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. We first prove the sufficiency. To

this end, let Iα be the same as in (1.1) and f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn). It is well known that, for any r ∈ (0,∞) and

x ∈ Rn,Mα( f )(x) ≤ Iα(| f |)(x) (see, for instance, [44, p. 138, (3.2.4)]). Combining this, Definition

2.1, and Theorem 3.3, we find that, for any f ∈ L1
loc

(Rn),

‖Mα( f )‖Xβ ≤ ‖Iα(| f |)‖Xβ . ‖ f ‖X .

This finishes the proof of the sufficiency.

Now, we prove the necessity. Notice that, for any ball B := (xB, rB) ∈ B(Rn) with xB ∈ Rn and

rB ∈ (0,∞), and for any x ∈ B,

Mα(1B)(x) = sup
r∈(0,∞)

1

rn−α

∫

|y|≤r

|1B(x − y)| dy

&
1

rn−α
B

∫

Rn

1B(y) dy & |B| αn .

Using this and repeating the proof of the necessity of Theorem 3.3 with Iα replaced by Mα, we

complete the proof of the necessity, and hence of Theorem 3.6. �
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Next, we establish the boundedness of Iα from HX(Rn) to HXβ(Rn) with α ∈ (0, n) under the

assumption that X has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm.

Theorem 3.7. Let X, p−, r0 ∈ (0,min{ 1β , p−}), and p0 ∈ (r0,∞) satisfy both Assumptions 2.9

and 2.10 with β ∈ (1,∞). Further assume that X has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm. Let

α ∈ (0, n) and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Then Iα can be extended to a unique bounded linear

operator, still denoted by Iα, from HX(Rn) to HXβ(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C

such that, for any f ∈ HX(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖H
Xβ

(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖HX(Rn)

if and only if there exists a positive constant C̃ such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn ≤ C̃‖1B‖
β−1
β

X
.

To prove this theorem, we need both the atomic and the molecular characterizations of HX(Rn).

The following lemma is a consequence of both [56, Theorem 3.7] and its proof.

Lemma 3.8. Let both X and p− satisfy Assumption 2.9. Let s ∈ [⌊n( 1
min{1,p−} − 1)⌋,∞) ∩ Z+ and

d ∈ (0,min{1, p−}). Then, for any f ∈ HX(Rn), there exists a sequence {a j} j∈N of (X,∞, s)-atoms

supported, respectively, in {B j} j∈N ⊂ B(Rn), and a sequence {λ j} j∈N ⊂ [0,∞) such that

f =
∑

j∈N
λ ja j

in S′(Rn), and ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

[
λ j

‖1B j
‖X

]d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

. ‖ f ‖HX(Rn),

where the implicit positive constant is independent of f , but may depend on d.

Definition 3.9. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space, q ∈ (1,∞], s ∈ Z+, and τ ∈ (0,∞).

Then a measurable function M on Rn is called an (X, q, s, τ)-molecule centered at a ball B ∈ B(Rn)

if

(i) for any j ∈ Z+,

∥∥∥M1L j

∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

≤ 2− jτ |B|
1
q

‖1B‖X
,

where L0 := B and, for any j ∈ N, L j := 2 jB \ 2 j−1B;

(ii)
∫
Rn M(x)xγ dx = 0 for any γ ∈ Zn

+ with |γ| ≤ s.

Remark 3.10. Let all the symbols be the same as in Definition 3.9. It is easy to show that any

(X, q, s)-atom is also an (X, q, s, τ)-molecule.
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From both [56, Theorem 3.9] and its proof, we can deduce the following lemma; we omit the

details.

Lemma 3.11. Let X, q, s, and d be the same as in Definition 2.13, and τ ∈ (n[ 1
min{1,p−} −

1
q
],∞).

Then f ∈ HX(Rn) if and only if there exists a sequence {M j} j∈N of (X, q, s, τ)-molecules centered,

respectively, at balls {B j} j∈N ⊂ B(Rn) and {λ j} j∈N ⊂ [0,∞) satisfying

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

(
λ j

‖1B j
‖X

)d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

< ∞

and f =
∑

j∈N λ jM j in S′(Rn). Moreover,

‖ f ‖HX(Rn) ∼

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

(
λ j

‖1B j
‖X

)d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

,

where the positive equivalence constants are independent of f .

We also need the following two lemmas. The first lemma is well known (see, for instance, [60,

p. 119]).

Lemma 3.12. Let α ∈ (0, n) and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Let p ∈ [1, n
α

) and q ∈ (1,∞) with
1
q

:= 1
p
− α

n
.

(i) For any f ∈ Lp(Rn), Iα( f )(x) is well defined for almost every x ∈ Rn;

(ii) If p ∈ (1, n
α

), then Iα is bounded from Lp(Rn) to Lq(Rn), namely, there exists a positive

constant C such that, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖Lq(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp(Rn).

Lemma 3.13. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach space and s ∈ [n − 1,∞) ∩ Z+. Let β ∈ (1,∞),

α ∈ (0, n), and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Assume that p ∈ (1, n
α ). If there exists a positive constant

C such that, for any ball B̃ ∈ B(Rn),

∣∣∣B̃
∣∣∣
α
n ≤ C

∥∥∥1
B̃

∥∥∥
β−1
β

X
,(3.7)

then, for any (X, p, s)-atom a supported in a ball B ∈ B(Rn), Iα(a) is an (Xβ, q, s−n+1, τ)-molecule

centered at B, up to a harmless constant multiple, where 1
q

:= 1
p
− α

n
and τ ∈ (0, n+ s+ 1− α− n

q
].

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present lemma. Let a be an (X, p, s)-atom sup-

ported in a ball B ∈ B(Rn). We first show that Iα(a) satisfies Definition 3.9(i), namely, for any

j ∈ Z+,

∥∥∥Iα(a)1L j

∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

. 2−τ j |B|
1
q

‖1B‖Xβ

,(3.8)
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where L0 := B and L j := 2 jB \ 2 j−1B for any j ∈ N.

Indeed, by Lemma 3.12(ii), 1
q
= 1

p
− α

n
, Definition 2.12(ii), (3.7), and the definition of ‖ · ‖Xβ ,

we conclude that

‖Iα(a)12B‖Lq(Rn) . ‖a‖Lp(Rn) .
|B|

1
p

‖1B‖X
∼ |B|

1
q
+ α

n

‖1B‖X
.
|B|

1
q

‖1B‖βX
∼ |B|

1
q

‖1B‖Xβ

.(3.9)

Combining this, ‖Iα(a)1L0
‖Lq(Rn) ≤ ‖Iα(a)12B‖Lq(Rn), and ‖Iα(a)1L1

‖Lq(Rn) ≤ ‖Iα(a)12B‖Lq(Rn), we

find that (3.8) holds true when j ∈ {0, 1}.
Now, we prove (3.8) for any j ∈ [2,∞) ∩ N. To this end, let xB denote the center of B and rB

its radius. Then, from Definition 2.12(iii), the Taylor remainder theorem, the estimation of J2 in

[43, p. 106], the Hölder inequality, Definition 2.12(ii), 1
q
= 1

p
− α

n
, and an argument similar to that

used in the estimation of (3.9), we deduce that, for any j ∈ [2,∞)∩N, x ∈ 2 jB \ 2 j−1B, and y ∈ B,

there exists a ỹ ∈ B such that

|Iα(a)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣∣
∫

B

a(y)

|x − y|n−α dy

∣∣∣∣∣(3.10)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

B


1

|x − y|n−α −
∑

{γ∈Zn
+: |γ|≤s}

∂
γ
y( 1
|x−y|n−α )|y=xB

γ!
(y − xB)γ

 a(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∼

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

B


∑

{γ∈Zn
+: |γ|=s+1}

∂
γ
y

(
1

|x − y|n−α

) ∣∣∣
y=ỹ

(y − xB)γ

 a(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

.

∫

B

|y − xB|s+1|a(y)|
|x − ỹ|n+s+1−α dy .

|B|
1
p′ rs+1

B

|x − xB|n+s+1−α ‖a‖Lp(Rn)

.
r

n
p′ +s+1

(2 jr)n+s+1−α
|B|

1
p

‖1B‖X
. 2− j(n+s+1−α)r

− n
q
|B|

1
q

‖1B‖Xβ

,

where 1
p
+ 1

p′ = 1. By this and τ ∈ (0, n + s + 1 − α − n
q
], we obtain, for any j ∈ [2,∞) ∩ N,

∥∥∥Iα(a)1L j

∥∥∥
Lq(Rn)

. 2− j(n+s+1−α) |L j|
1
q r
− n

q
|B|

1
q

‖1B‖Xβ

. 2
− j(n+s+1−α− n

q
) |B|

1
q

‖1B‖Xβ

. 2− jτ |B|
1
q

‖1B‖Xβ

,

which implies that (3.8) holds true for any j ∈ [2,∞) ∩ N.

Next, we show that Iα(a) satisfies Definition 3.9(ii), namely,
∫
Rn Iα(a)(x)xγ dx = 0 for any

γ ∈ Zn
+ with |γ| ≤ s − n + 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that a is supported in the

ball B := B(0, r) ∈ B(Rn), where r ∈ (0,∞). We first show Iα(a)(·)| · |γ ∈ L1(Rn) for any γ ∈ Zn
+

with |γ| ≤ s − n + 1. Obviously, for any γ ∈ Zn
+ with |γ| ≤ s − n + 1,

‖Iα(a)| · |γ‖L1(Rn) ≤
∫

2B

|Iα(a)(x)||x|γ dx +

∫

Rn\2B

· · ·(3.11)

=: J1 + J2.
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We first estimate J1. Indeed, using the Hölder inequality and Lemma 3.12(ii), we conclude that

J1 ≤ ‖Iα(a)‖Lq(Rn)|2B|1−
1
q . ‖a‖Lp(Rn)|2B|1−

1
q < ∞.(3.12)

As for J2, notice that

J2 =

∫

Rn\2B

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

B

a(y)

|x − y|n−α dy

∣∣∣∣∣ |x|
γ dx.

By this, the Hölder inequality, |γ| ≤ s − n + 1, and α ∈ (0, n), similarly to the estimation of (3.10),

we obtain

J2 .

∫

Rn\2B

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

B

|a(y)||y|s+1

|x|n−α+s+1−γ dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx(3.13)

. ‖a‖Lp(Rn)|B|
s+1
n
+1− 1

p

∫

Rn\2B

1

|x|n−α+s+1−|γ| dx < ∞.

Combining (3.11), (3.12), and (3.13), we conclude that Iα(a)(·)| · |γ ∈ L1(Rn) with |γ| ≤ s − n + 1.

Then, repeating the proof in [64, p. 104] (see also the proof of [43, p. 105, Theorem 3.1]), we find

that Iα(a) satisfies Definition 3.9(ii), which completes the proof of Lemma 3.13. �

Now, via borrowing some ideas from the proof of [37, Theorem 1.3], we prove Theorem 3.7.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. We first show

the sufficiency. To this end, let d ∈ (0, r0] and s ∈ Z+ be such that

s ≥ max

{⌊
n

min{1, p−}
− n

⌋
,

⌊
n

min{1, βp−}
− 1

⌋
,

⌊
n

min{1, βp−}
− n + α

⌋}
.(3.14)

Moreover, by the assumption that X has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm and [75, Proposition

3.13], we conclude that H
X,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn)∩C(Rn) is dense in HX(Rn), here and thereafter, C(Rn) denotes

the set of all continuous functions on Rn. From this and a standard density argument, we deduce

that, to prove the present theorem, it suffices to show that, for any f ∈ H
X,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn) ∩ C(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖H
Xβ

(Rn) . ‖ f ‖HX (Rn).

Indeed, by Definition 2.13, we conclude that, for any f ∈ H
X,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn)∩C(Rn), there exists an

m ∈ N, a sequence {a j}mj=1
of (X,∞, s)-atoms supported, respectively, in the balls {B j}mj=1

⊂ B(Rn),

and a sequence {λ j}mj=1
⊂ [0,∞) such that f =

∑m
j=1 λ ja j and

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



m∑

j=1


λ j∥∥∥1B j

∥∥∥
X


d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

. ‖ f ‖
H

X,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn)
.(3.15)

Moreover, notice that, for any j ∈ N, a j is also an (X, p, s)-atom with p ∈ ([ 1
max{1,βp0} +

α
n

]−1, n
α

)∩(1, n
α

). Using (3.14), we find that we can choose a τ ∈ (n[ 1
min{1,βp−} −

1
q
], n+ s+1−α− n

q
],

where 1
q

:= 1
p
− α

n
is such that q ∈ (max{1, βp0},∞). By this and Lemma 3.13, we conclude that,
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for any j ∈ N, Iα(a j) is an (Xβ, q, s − n + 1, τ)-molecule centered at B j up to a harmless constant

multiple. From both (i) and (ii) of Remark 2.11, we infer that Xβ, βp−, βr0, βp0, q, s − n + 1, βd,

and τ satisfy all the assumptions of Lemma 3.11. Combining this with Lemma 3.11, the fact that,

for any i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



m∑

j=1


λ
β
j

‖1B j
‖X



d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

≥ λβ
i
,

the definition of ‖ · ‖Xβ , β ∈ (1,∞), (3.15), and [72, Theorem 1.10] (see also [75, Lemma 3.12]),

we conclude that, for any f ∈ H
X,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn) ∩ C(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖H
Xβ

(Rn) .

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



m∑

j=1

[
λ j

‖1B j
‖Xβ

]dβ

1B j



1
dβ

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Xβ

(3.16)

∼

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



m∑

j=1


λ
β
j

‖1B j
‖X



d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



m∑

j=1


λ
β
j

‖1B j
‖X



d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

1−β
β

X

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



m∑

j=1


λ
β
j
min{λ1−β

1
, . . . , λ

1−β
m }

‖1B j
‖X



d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

.

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



m∑

j=1

[
λ j

‖1B j
‖X

]d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

. ‖ f ‖
H

X,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn)
∼ ‖ f ‖HX(Rn) .

This finishes the proof of the sufficiency.

Now, we prove the necessity. To this end, let a0 be an (X,∞, s)-atom, associated with the unit

ball B0 := B(0, 1) ⊂ Rn, such that Iα(a0) is continuous and not identically zero. Thus, we find that

there exists a ball B̃0 := B(x̃0, r̃0) ⊂ B0, with x̃0 ∈ Rn and r̃0 ∈ (0,∞), and a positive constant c0

such that |Iα(a0)(x)| ≥ c0 for any x ∈ B0. Let B := B(xB, rB) be an arbitrary ball of Rn with xB ∈ Rn

and rB ∈ (0,∞). For any x ∈ Rn, let LB(x) := xB + rBx. Then LB is an affine transformation on

R
n. Now, we consider aB(·) := a0(L−1

B
(·)). By a change of variables, we conclude that, for any

x ∈ B̃ := LB(B̃0),

|Iα(aB)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

aB(y)

|x − y|n−α dy

∣∣∣∣∣ = |B|
α−n

n

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Rn

aB(y)

|L−1
B

(x) − L−1
B

(y)|n−α
dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣

= |B| αn
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Rn

a0(y)

|L−1
B

(x) − y|n−α
dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣

= |B| αn
∣∣∣∣Iα(a0)

(
L−1

B (x)
)∣∣∣∣ & |B|

α
n .

From this, the definition of ‖ · ‖H
Xβ

(Rn), the estimate thatMN(Iα(aB)) ≥ |Iα(aB)| almost everywhere,

and Definition 2.1(ii), we deduce that

‖Iα(aB)‖H
Xβ

(Rn) = ‖MN(Iα(aB))(x)‖Xβ &

∥∥∥∥Iα(aB)1
B̃0

∥∥∥∥
Xβ
& |B| αn

∥∥∥∥1
B̃0

∥∥∥∥
Xβ
,(3.17)
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whereMN(Iα(aB)) is as in (2.2) with f therein replaced by Iα(aB). Moreover, by the boundedness

of Iα from HX (Rn) to HXβ (Rn), we have ‖Iα(aB)‖H
Xβ

(Rn) . ‖aB‖HX(Rn). Using this and (3.17), we

conclude that

|B| αn
∥∥∥∥1

B̃0

∥∥∥∥
Xβ
. ‖aB‖HX(Rn) .(3.18)

Let ãB := ‖1B‖−1
X
‖aB‖−1

L∞(Rn)
aB. Then we have ‖̃aB‖L∞(Rn) ≤ 1

‖1B‖X . Combining this and Definition

2.12, we find that ãB is an (X,∞, s)-atom supported in B. By this and [56, Theorem 3.6] (see also

[75, Lemma 3.11]), we find that

‖̃aB‖HX(Rn) ∼ ‖̃aB‖HX,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn)
.

∥∥∥∥∥
1B

‖1B‖X

∥∥∥∥∥
X

∼ 1.

Combining this and ‖aB‖L∞(Rn) = ‖a0‖L∞(Rn), we conclude that

‖aB‖HX(Rn) . ‖1B‖X‖a0‖L∞(Rn) . ‖1B‖X.(3.19)

From B ⊂ 2
r̃0

B̃ and (2.5), we deduce that

‖1B‖Xβ ≤
∥∥∥∥∥1 2

r̃0
B̃

∥∥∥∥∥
Xβ
≤

(
4

r̃0

) 2n
p− ∥∥∥1

B̃

∥∥∥
Xβ .

Therefore, combining this, (3.18), (3.19), and the definition of ‖ · ‖Xβ , we have

|B| αn . ‖aB‖HX(Rn)

∥∥∥1
B̃

∥∥∥−1

Xβ . ‖1B‖X ‖1B‖−1
Xβ ∼ ‖1B‖

β−1
β

X
.

This finishes the proof of the necessity, and hence of Theorem 3.7. �

Next, we weaken the assumption that X has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm into a weaker

assumption which is applicable to Morrey spaces.

Theorem 3.14. Let both X and p− satisfy Assumption 2.9. Let β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n), and Iα be the

same as in (1.1). Assume that X satisfies Assumption 2.10 with both r0 ∈ (0,min{ 1β , p−,
n

n+α }) and

p0 ∈ (r0,
r0

1−r0
). Then Iα can be extended to a bounded linear operator, still denoted by Iα, from

HX(Rn) to HXβ(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ HX(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖H
Xβ

(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖HX(Rn)

if and only if there exists a positive constant C̃ such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn ≤ C̃‖1B‖
β−1
β

X
.

To prove this theorem, we first recall the concept of the following weights (see, for instance,

[44, pp. 21 and 139]).
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Definition 3.15. Let p ∈ [1,∞) and w be a nonnegative locally integrable function on Rn. Then w

is called an Ap(Rn) weight, denoted by w ∈ Ap(Rn), if, when p ∈ (1,∞),

[w]Ap(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|

[∫

B

w(x) dx

] {
1

|B|

∫

B

[w(x)]
− 1

p−1 dx

}p−1

< ∞,

and

[w]A1(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

1

|B|

[∫

B

w(x) dx

] {
ess sup

x∈Rn

[w(x)]−1

}
< ∞,

where the suprema are taken over all balls B ∈ B(Rn). Moreover, the class A∞(Rn) is defined by

setting

A∞(Rn) :=
⋃

p∈[1,∞)

Ap(Rn).

Definition 3.16. Let 1 < p < q < ∞ and w be a nonnegative locally integrable function on Rn.

Then w is called an Ap,q(Rn) weight, denoted by w ∈ Ap,q(Rn), if

[w]Ap,q(Rn) := sup
B⊂Rn

{
1

|B|

∫

B

[w(x)]q dx

} 1
q
{

1

|B|

∫

B

[w(x)]−p′ dx

} 1
p

< ∞,

where 1
p
+ 1

p′ = 1.

Now, we recall the definition of weighted Lebesgue spaces (see, for instance, [24, Definition

7.1.3]).

Definition 3.17. Let p ∈ (0,∞) and w ∈ A∞(Rn). The weighted Lebesgue space L
p
w(Rn) is defined

to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖Lp
w(Rn) =

[∫

Rn

| f (x)|pw(x) dx

] 1
p

< ∞.

The following lemma is just a special case of [7, Theorem 1.2]. In what follows, for any

p ∈ (0,∞) and any nonnegative locally integrable function w ∈ A∞(Rn), the weighted Hardy space

H
p
w(Rn) is defined as in Definition 2.7 with X := L

p
w(Rn).

Lemma 3.18. Let α ∈ (0, n), p, q ∈ (0, 1], and p1, q1 ∈ (1,∞) be such that 1
p
− 1

q
= α

n
= 1

p1
− 1

q1
.

Then, for any w
1

q1 ∈ Ap1,q1
(Rn) , Iα can be extended to a bounded linear operator from H

p

wp (Rn) to

H
q

wq (Rn) and, moreover, there exists a positive constant C, independent of w itself but depending

on [w]Ap,q(Rn), such that, for any f ∈ H
p

wp (Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖Hq

wq (Rn) ≤ C ‖ f ‖Hp

wp (Rn) .

The following lemma is from the proof of [8, Lemma 4.7].

Lemma 3.19. Let X be a ball quasi-Banach function space satisfying Assumption 2.10 with r0 ∈
(0,∞) and p0 ∈ (r0,∞). Then, for any ǫ ∈ (1 − r0

p0
, 1), X embeds continuously into L

r0
w (Rn) with

w := [M(1B(0,1))]
ǫ .
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Now, we prove Theorem 3.14.

Proof of Theorem 3.14. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. We first show

the sufficiency. To this end, let d ∈ (0, r0] and s ∈ Z+ be such that

s ≥ max

{⌊
n

min{1, p−}
− n

⌋
,

⌊
n

min{1, βp−}
− 1

⌋
,

⌊
n

min{1, βp−}
− n + α

⌋}
.(3.20)

Since X, p−, d, and s satisfy all the assumptions of Lemma 3.8, from Lemma 3.18, we infer that,

for any f ∈ HX(Rn), there exists a sequence {a j} j∈N of (X,∞, s)-atoms supported, respectively, in

the balls {B j} j∈N ⊂ B(Rn), and a sequence {λ j} j∈N ⊂ [0,∞) such that f =
∑

j∈N λ ja j in S′(Rn), and

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

[
λ j

‖1B j
‖X

]d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

. ‖ f ‖HX(Rn).(3.21)

Notice that p0 ∈ (r0,
r0

1−r0
) implies r0 > 1 − r0

p0
, and hence there exists a γ ∈ (0, 1) such that

r0γ ∈ (1− r0

p0
, 1). From this and Lemma 3.19, we deduce that X embeds continuously into L

r0

wr0
(Rn)

with w := [M(1B(0,1))]
γ. Then, using [68, (3.10)] with Y therein replaced by L

r0

wr0
(Rn), we obtain

f =
∑

j∈N
λ ja j(3.22)

in H
r0

wr0
(Rn). Moreover, by [21, Theorem 7.7 (1)], we find w ∈ A1(Rn), which, together with [21,

Proposition 7.2 (1)], further implies that w ∈ A1(Rn) ⊂ A1+
q1
p1

(Rn) for any p1, q1 ∈ (1,∞) such that

1
p1
− 1

q1
= α

n
. From this and [44, Theorem 3.2.2], we deduce that w

1
q1 ∈ Ap1,q1

(Rn). Then, using this

and Lemma 3.18, we conclude that Iα is bounded from H
r0

wr0
(Rn) to H

r̃0

wr̃0
(Rn) with 1

r̃0
:= 1

r0
− α

n
.

Thus, from this and (3.22), we deduce that

Iα( f ) =
∑

j∈N
λ jIα(a j)

in H
r̃0
wr̃0

(Rn).

Moreover, notice that, for any j ∈ N, a j is also an (X, p, s)-atom with p ∈ ([ 1
max{1,βp0} +

α
n

]−1, n
α )∩(1, n

α ). Using (3.20), we know that we can choose a τ ∈ (n[ 1
min{1,βp−}−

1
q
], n+s+1−α− n

q
],

where 1
q

:= 1
p
− α

n
and hence q ∈ (max{1, βp0},∞). By Lemma 3.13, we find that, for any j ∈ N,

Iα(a j) is an (Xβ, q, s − n + 1, τ)-molecule centered at B j up to a harmless constant multiple. From

both (i) and (ii) of Remark 2.11, we infer that Xβ, βp−, βr0, βp0, q, s − n + 1, βd, and τ satisfy

all the assumptions of Lemma 3.11. Combining this with Lemma 3.11, the estimate that, for any

i ∈ N, ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥



∑

j∈N


λ
β
j

‖1B j
‖X



d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

≥ λβ
i
,
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the definition of ‖ · ‖Xβ , β ∈ (1,∞), and (3.21), similarly to the estimation of (3.16), we conclude

that

‖Iα( f )‖H
Xβ

(Rn) .

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

j∈N

[
λ j

‖1B j
‖X

]d

1B j



1
d

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
X

. ‖ f ‖HX(Rn) .

This finishes the proof of the sufficiency. The proof of the necessity is just a repetition of that of

Theorem 3.7, which completes the proof of Theorem 3.14. �

In the remainder of this section, via borrowing some ideas from [18] and using the extrapo-

lation theorem for Hardy-type spaces, we establish the boundedness of the functional integral Iα
from HX(Rn) to HY(Rn).

Theorem 3.20. Let both X and Y be ball quasi-Banach function spaces. Let α ∈ (0, n) and Iα be

the same as in (1.1). Let 0 < p0 < q0 ≤ 1 be such that 1
q0
= 1

p0
− α

n
. Assume that X

1
p0 and Y

1
q0 are

ball Banach function spaces, and

(
Y

1
q0

)′
=

((
X

1
p0

)′) p0
q0
.(3.23)

Further assume that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M is bounded on (Y
1

q0 )′. Then Iα
can be extended to a bounded linear operator, still denoted by Iα, from HX(Rn) to HY(Rn), namely,

there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ HX(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖HY (Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖HX(Rn).(3.24)

Moreover, the extension is unique if X has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm.

To prove this theorem, we present some technical lemmas. The following two lemmas are just

[69, Lemmas 2.6 and 2.5], respectively.

Lemma 3.21. Every ball Banach function space X coincides with its second associate space X′′,
namely, f ∈ X if and only if f ∈ X′′ and, moreover, for any f ∈ X, ‖ f ‖X = ‖ f ‖X′′ .

Lemma 3.22. Let X be a ball Banach function space and X′ its associate space. Then, for any

f ∈ X and g ∈ X′, f g is integrable and

∫

Rn

| f (x)g(x)| dx ≤ ‖ f ‖X‖g‖X′ .

As a simple application of Lemma 3.21, Definition 2.3, and Lemma 3.22, we immediately

obtain the following conclusion; we omit the details.

Lemma 3.23. Let X be a ball Banach function space with the associate space X′. Then, for any

f ∈ X,

‖ f ‖X = sup
{g∈X′: ‖g‖X′=1}

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Rn

f (x)g(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣ .
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Now, we prove Theorem 3.20.

Proof of Theorem 3.20. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. Moreover, for

any h ∈ (Y
1

q0 )′ and x ∈ Rn, let

Rh(x) :=
∑

k∈Z+

Mkh(x)

2k‖M‖k
(Y1/q0 )′→(Y1/q0 )′

,

whereM0h := |h| and, for any k ∈ N,Mkh :=M◦ · · · ◦M denotes the k-th iteration ofM. Then,

by the definition of Rh, the assumption of the boundedness ofM on (Y
1

q0 )′, and the Levi lemma,

we easily find that Rh has the following properties (see, for instance, [18]):

(i) for almost every x ∈ Rn, |h(x)| ≤ Rh(x);

(ii) ‖Rh‖(Y1/q0 )′ ≤ 2‖h‖(Y1/q0 )′ ;

(iii) M(Rh) ≤ 2‖M‖(Y1/q0 )′→(Y1/q0 )′Rh, namely, Rh ∈ A1(Rn).

To show (3.24), we first claim that HX(Rn) embeds continuously into H
p0

[Rh]p0/q0
(Rn). Indeed,

from Lemma 3.22, the above item (ii), and (3.23), we deduce that

‖ f ‖
H

p0

[Rh]p0/q0
(Rn) =

{∫

Rn

[MN( f )(x)
]p0 [Rh(x)]

p0
q0 dx

} 1
p0

(3.25)

≤
∥∥∥[MN( f )

]p0
∥∥∥

1
p0

X1/p0

∥∥∥∥∥(Rh)
p0
q0

∥∥∥∥∥
1
p0

(X1/p0 )′

= ‖MN( f )‖X‖Rh‖
1

q0

[(X1/p0 )′]p0/q0
= ‖ f ‖HX(Rn)‖Rh‖

1
q0

(Y1/q0 )′

. ‖ f ‖HX (Rn)‖h‖
1

q0

(Y1/q0 )′
,

whereMN( f ) is the same as in (2.2). This shows that the above claim holds true. Moreover, by

Lemma 3.18, we conclude that Iα can be extended to a bounded linear operator from H
p0

[Rh]p0/q0
(Rn)

to H
q0

Rh
(Rn) and hence is well defined on HX(Rn) due to the above claim.

Now, we show (3.24). Indeed, using the definitions of both HY(Rn) and Y
1

q0 , Lemma 3.21, and

the definition of (Y
1

q0 )′′, we conclude that

‖Iα( f )‖HY (Rn) = ‖MN(Iα( f ))‖Y(3.26)

=
∥∥∥[MN(Iα( f ))

]q0
∥∥∥

1
q0

Y1/q0
=

∥∥∥[MN(Iα( f ))
]q0

∥∥∥
1

q0

(Y1/q0 )′′

= sup
‖h‖

(Y1/q0 )′=1

{∫

Rn

[MN(Iα( f ))(x)
]q0 |h(x)| dx

} 1
q0

.

Moreover, from the above items (i) and (iii), Lemma 3.18 with w := (Rh)
1

q0 , and (3.25), we infer

that
{∫

Rn

[MN(Iα( f ))(x)
]q0 |h(x)| dx

} 1
q0
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≤
{∫

Rn

[MN(Iα( f ))(x)
]q0 Rh(x) dx

} 1
q0

= ‖Iα( f )‖
H

q0
Rh

(Rn)

. ‖ f ‖
H

p0

(Rh)p0/q0
(Rn) . ‖ f ‖HX (Rn)‖h‖

1
q0

(Y1/q0 )′
.

By this and (3.26), we find that

‖Iα( f )‖HY (Rn) . ‖ f ‖HX (Rn).

This shows that (3.24) holds true.

To end the proof of the present theorem, we now need to show that, if X has an absolutely

continuous quasi-norm, then the extension of Iα is unique. Indeed, using the assumption that X has

an absolutely continuous quasi-norm and [75, Proposition 3.13], we conclude that H
X,∞,s,d
fin

(Rn) ∩
C(Rn) is dense in HX(Rn), where both s and d are the same as in Definition 2.13. From this, (3.24),

and a standard density argument, we deduce the desired result. This finishes the proof of Theorem

3.20. �

Remark 3.24. Let all the symbols be the same as in Theorem 3.20.

(i) We point out that (3.23) was first introduced by Deng et al. [18], in which they used (3.23)

to obtain the boundedness of fractional integrals with rough kernels and their commutators

on ball Banach function spaces.

(ii) The extrapolation theorem on weighted Lebesgue spaces was originally established by Ru-

bio de Francia in [54] and has been widely used in the study of sublinear operators on

Hardy-type spaces. We refer the reader to [10, 29, 31] for more studies on this.

(iii) Let α ∈ (0, n), p ∈ (0, n
α ), and q ∈ (0,∞) be such that 1

q
= 1

p
− α

n
. It is easy to show that

Theorem 3.20 when both X := Lp(Rn) and Y := Lq(Rn) coincides with [64, p. 102, Theorem

(4.1)].

(iv) Let t ∈ (0,∞) and p, q ∈ (0, n
α

). Recall that the amalgam space (Lp, lq)(Rn) is defined to be

the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖(Lp ,lq)(Rn) :=



∫

Rn

[∫

B(x,t)

| f (y)|p dy

] q

p

dx



1
q

< ∞.

Moreover, let the Hardy-amalgam space (Hp, lq)(Rn) := H(Lp,lq)(Rn)(R
n) be as in Definition

2.7 with X := (Lp, lq)(Rn). Then Theorem 3.20 with both X := (Lp, lq)(Rn) and Y :=

(Lr, ls)(Rn) is a generalization of [10, Theorem 7], where r, s ∈ (0,∞) are such that 1
p
− 1

r
=

α
n
= 1

q
− 1

s
.

(v) Recall that a function Φ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) is called an Orlicz function if it is non-decreasing

and satisfies Φ(0) = 0, Φ(t) > 0 whenever t ∈ (0,∞), and limt→∞ Φ(t) = ∞. Then Φ is said

to be of positive lower (resp., positive upper) type p ∈ (0,∞) if there exists a positive

constant C(p), depending on p, such that, for any t ∈ [0,∞) and s ∈ (0, 1) [resp., s ∈ [1,∞)],

Φ(st) ≤ C(p)s
pΦ(t).
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For any Orlicz function Φwith positive lower type p−
Φ

and positive upper type p+
Φ

, the Orlicz

space LΦ(Rn) is defined to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖LΦ(Rn) := inf

{
λ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫

Rn

Φ

(
| f (x)|
λ

)
dx ≤ 1

}
< ∞.

Moreover, let t, q ∈ (0,∞). The Orlicz-slice space (E
q

Φ
)t(R

n) is defined to be the set of all

the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖(Eq

Φ
)t(Rn) :=

{∫

Rn

[‖ f 1B(x,t)‖LΦ(Rn)

‖1B(x,t)‖LΦ(Rn)

]q

dx

} 1
q

< ∞.

Furthermore, let the Orlicz-slice Hardy space (HE
q

Φ
)t(R

n) := H(E
q

Φ
)t(Rn)(R

n) be as in Defini-

tion 2.7 with X := (E
q

Φ
)t(R

n). Assume that q ∈ (0, n
α ) and Φ is of lower type p1 ∈ (0,∞)

and of upper type q1 ∈ (0, n
α

). From [31, Lemma 3.1] and its proof, we deduce that there

exists an Orlicz function Ψ with lower type p2 and upper type q2 such that 1
p1
− 1

p2
=

α
n
= 1

q1
− 1

q2
and, moreover, (3.23) holds true with X := (E

q

Φ
)t(R

n), Y := (Er
Ψ

)t(R
n),

p0 ∈ (0,min{p1, q1, q, 1,
n

n+α }), and 1
q0

:= 1
p0
− α

n
, where 1

r
:= 1

q
− α

n
. Thus, Theorem

3.20 with both X := (E
q

Φ
)t(R

n) and Y := (Er
Ψ

)t(R
n) coincides with [31, Theorem 3.1].

4 Applications

In this section, we apply our main results to four concrete examples of ball quasi-Banach func-

tion spaces, namely, Morrey spaces (Subsection 4.1), mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces (Subsection

4.2), Local Generalized Herz spaces (Subsection 4.3), and Mixed Herz spaces (Subsection 4.4).

4.1 Morrey Spaces

Recall that, due to the applications in elliptic partial differential equations, the Morrey space

M
p
r (Rn) with 0 < r ≤ p < ∞ was introduced by Morrey [47] in 1938. From then on, there exists

an increasing interest in applications of Morrey spaces to various areas of analysis such as partial

differential equations, potential theory, and harmonic analysis (see, for instance, [2, 13, 39, 73]).

Definition 4.1. Let 0 < r ≤ p < ∞. The Morrey space M
p
r (Rn) is defined to be the set of all the

measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖Mp
r (Rn) := sup

B∈B(Rn)

|B|
1
p
− 1

r ‖ f ‖Lr(B) < ∞.

Remark 4.2. Let 0 < r ≤ p < ∞. From Definition 4.1, we easily deduce that M
p
r (Rn) is a ball

quasi-Banach function space. However, it has been pointed out in [56, p. 86] that M
p
r (Rn) may not

be a quasi-Banach function space.

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 3.14. In what follows, the Hardy-Morrey

space HM
p
r (Rn) is defined as in Definition 2.7 with X := M

p
r (Rn).
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Theorem 4.3. Let β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n), 0 < r ≤ p < n
α , and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Then Iα

can be extended to a bounded linear operator, still denoted by Iα, from HM
p
r (Rn) to HM

βp

βr
(Rn),

namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ HM
p
r (Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖
HM

βp

βr
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖HM

p
r (Rn)

if and only if β = n
n−αp

.

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. It is easy to show that M
p
r (Rn)

is a ball quasi-Banach space. By [66, Lemma 2.5] (see also [76, Lemma 7.2]), we conclude

that M
p
r (Rn) satisfies Assumption 2.9 with p− := r. Moreover, let r0 ∈ (0,min{ 1

β
, r, n

n+α
}) and

p0 ∈ (r0,
r0

1−r0
). Then, using [76, Lemma 7.6], we find that Assumption 2.10 with X := M

p
r (Rn)

holds true. Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.14 with X := M
p
r (Rn) are satisfied. Besides, it

is easy to prove that, for any B ∈ B(Rn),

‖1B‖Mp
r (Rn) = |B|

1
p
− 1

r ‖1B‖Lr(B) = |B|
1
p .

This implies that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn . ‖1B‖
β−1
β

M
p
r (Rn)

if and only if β =
n

n − αp
.(4.1)

Then, using Theorem 3.14 with X := M
p
r (Rn), we obtain the desired conclusion, which completes

the proof of Theorem 4.3. �

Remark 4.4. (i) Let all the symbols be the same as in Theorem 4.3. By [76, Lemma 7.2],

Remark 3.2, and the definition of HM
p
r (Rn), we find that, if r ∈ (1,∞), then HM

p
r (Rn) =

M
p
r (Rn). In this case, Theorem 4.3 coincides with [1, Theorem 3.1] (see also [25, Corollary

4.7]). Moreover, to the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.3 is new even when r ∈ (0, 1].

(ii) To the best of our knowledge, the p-convexification of dual spaces of Morrey spaces is

unknown with p ∈ (0,∞), so Theorem 3.20 can not be applied to Morrey spaces.

(iii) We point out that there exist many studies on functional integrals on Morrey-type spaces;

we refer the reader to [19, 26, 55, 57, 58] for this.

Using Theorem 3.6, we can obtain the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.5. Let β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n), 1 < r ≤ p < n
α , andMα be the same as in (3.6). Then

Mα is bounded from M
p
r (Rn) to M

βp

βr
(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for

any f ∈ M
p
r (Rn),

‖Mα( f )‖
M
βp

βr
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖Mp

r (Rn)

if and only if β = n
n−αp

.

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. By [66, Lemma 2.5] (see also

[76, Lemma 7.2]), we conclude that M
p
r (Rn) satisfies Assumption 2.9 with p− := r ∈ (1,∞). From

this and Remark 3.2, we infer that M
p
r (Rn) satisfies Assumption 3.1. Thus, all the assumptions

of Theorem 3.6 with X := M
p
r (Rn) are satisfied. Then, using (4.1) and Theorem 3.6 with X :=

M
p
r (Rn), we obtain the desired conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.5. �
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4.2 Mixed-Norm Lebesgue Spaces

The mixed-norm Lebesgue space L~p (Rn) was studied by Benedek and Panzone [4] in 1961,

which can be traced back to Hörmander [32]. Later on, in 1970, Lizorkin [41] further developed

both the theory of multipliers of Fourier integrals and estimates of convolutions in the mixed-

norm Lebesgue spaces. Particularly, in order to meet the requirements arising in the study of

the boundedness of operators, partial differential equations, and some other analysis subjects,

the real-variable theory of mixed-norm function spaces, including mixed-norm Morrey spaces,

mixed-norm Hardy spaces, mixed-norm Besov spaces, and mixed-norm Triebel-Lizorkin spaces,

has rapidly been developed in recent years (see, for instance, [14, 15, 16, 23, 33, 34, 36, 50]).

Definition 4.6. Let ~p := (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ (0,∞]n. The mixed-norm Lebesgue space L~p (Rn) is

defined to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖L~p(Rn) :=



∫

R

· · ·
[∫

R

| f (x1, . . . , xn)|p1 dx1

] p2
p1

· · · dxn



1
pn

< ∞

with the usual modifications made when pi = ∞ for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Remark 4.7. Let ~p ∈ (0,∞)n. By Definition 4.6, we easily conclude that L~p (Rn) is a ball quasi-

Banach space, but, it is worth pointing out that L~p(Rn) may not be a quasi-Banach function space

(see, for instance, [76, Remark 7.20]).

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 3.7. In what follows, the mixed-norm Hardy

space H~p(Rn) is defined as in Definition 2.7 with X := L~p(Rn).

Theorem 4.8. Let β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n), ~p := (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ (0,∞)n satisfy
∑n

i=1
1
pi
∈ (α,∞),

and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Then Iα can be extended to a unique bounded linear operator, still

denoted by Iα, from H~p(Rn) to Hβ~p(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for

any f ∈ H~p(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖Hβ~p(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖H~p(Rn)

if and only if β =

∑n
i=1

1
pi∑n

i=1
1
pi
−α .

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. It is easy to show that L~p (Rn) is

a ball quasi-Banach space with an absolutely continuous quasi-norm. Let

p− := min{p1, . . . , pn} and p+ := max{p1, . . . , pn}.(4.2)

Then, by [33, Lemma 3.5], we conclude that L~p(Rn) satisfies Assumption 2.9 with p− the same

as in (4.2). Moreover, letting r0 ∈ (0,min{ 1β , p−}) and p0 ∈ (p+,∞), by both the dual theorem of

L~p(Rn) (see [4, p. 304, Theorem 1.a]) and [33, Lemma 3.5], we conclude that Assumption 2.10

with X := L~p(Rn) also holds true. Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.7 with X := L~p(Rn) are

satisfied.
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Besides, using the definition of the mixed-norm Lebesgue space, we have, for any B :=

B(x, r) ∈ B(Rn) with x ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞),

‖1B‖L~p(Rn) =
∥∥∥1B(0,r)

∥∥∥
L~p(Rn)

=



∫ r

−r

· · ·

∫ √r2−(x2

2
+···x2

n)

−
√

r2−(x2
2
+···x2

n)
dx1



p2
p1

· · · dxn



1
pn

= r
∑n

i=1
1
pi



∫ 1

−1

· · ·

∫ √1−(x2

2
+···x2

n)

−
√

1−(x2
2
+···x2

n)
dx1



p2
p1

· · · dxn



1
pn

= r
∑n

i=1
1
pi

∥∥∥1B(0,1)

∥∥∥
L~p(Rn)

.

This implies that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn . ‖1B‖
β−1
β

L~p(Rn)
if and only if β =

∑n
i=1

1
pi∑n

i=1
1
pi
− α

.(4.3)

Then, using Theorem 3.7 with X := L~p(Rn), we obtain the desired conclusion, which completes

the proof of Theorem 4.8. �

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 3.20. In what follows, let ~p′ := (p′
1
, . . . , p′n)

for any ~p = (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ [1,∞]n, where 1/pi + 1/p′
i
= 1 for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Theorem 4.9. Let α ∈ (0, n), Iα be the same as in (1.1), ~p := (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ (0,∞)n satisfy∑n
i=1

1
pi
∈ (α,∞), and ~q := (

np1

n−αp1
, . . . ,

npn

n−αpn
). Then Iα can be extended to a unique bounded linear

operator, still denoted by Iα, from H~p(Rn) to H~q(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C

such that, for any f ∈ H~p(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖H~q(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖H~p(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. Let p0 ∈ (0,min{p−, n
n+α }) with

p− being the same as in (4.2), and 1
q0

:= 1
p0
− α

n
. It is easy to show that both L

~p
p0 (Rn) and L

~q
q0 (Rn)

are ball Banach function spaces, and

([
L~q(Rn)

] 1
q0

)′
= L

(
~q

q0
)′

(Rn) = L
p0
q0

(
~p

p0
)′

(Rn) =

[([
L~p(Rn)

] 1
p0

)′] p0
q0

.

By [33, Lemma 3.5], we conclude that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded on

L
(
~q

q0
)′

(Rn). Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.20 with both X := L~p(Rn) and Y := L~q(Rn)

are satisfied. Then, using Theorem 3.20 with both X := L~p(Rn) and Y := L~q(Rn), we obtain the

desired conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.9. �

Remark 4.10. Let all the symbols be the same as in Theorem 4.8. Assume that p− ∈ (1,∞) is the

same as in (4.2). Then, by [33, Lemma 3.5], Remark 3.2, and the definition of H~p(Rn), we have
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H~p(Rn) = L~p(Rn). In this case, in [74, Lemma 3.1], Zhang and Zhou proved that Iα is bounded

from L~p(Rn) to L~q(Rn) if and only if

α =

n∑

i=1

1

pi

−
n∑

i=1

1

qi

,(4.4)

where ~p := (p1, . . . , pn), ~q := (q1, . . . , qn) ∈ [1,∞)n satisfy pi ≤ qi, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and

pn ∈ (1,∞).

When n = 1 and p1 ∈ (1, 1
α ), it is easy to show that both [74, Lemma 3.1] and Theorem 4.8 in

this case coincide with Lemma 3.12(ii).

Let n ≥ 2 and ~p := (p1, p2) ∈ [1,∞)2 and 1
p1
+ 1

p2
∈ (α,∞). Now, we claim that [74, Lemma

3.1] in this case gives a more general conclusion than both Theorems 4.8 and 4.9 in this case.

Let β :=

∑n
i=1

1
pi∑n

i=1
1
pi
−α , ~q1 := β~p, and ~q2 be the same as in Theorem 4.9. Then (4.4) holds true with

~q replaced by ~q1 or ~q2. Using [74, Lemma 3.1], we conclude that Iα is bounded from L~p(Rn) to

L ~q1(Rn) and also from L~p(Rn) to L ~q2 (Rn). Moreover, [74, Lemma 3.1] can be applied to the case

that ~p = (3, 3
2
) and ~q = (3, 6), but Theorems 4.8 and 4.9 can not. Thus, [74, Lemma 3.1] gives a

more general conclusion than Theorems 4.8 and 4.9.

However, to the best of our knowledge, Theorems 4.8 and 4.9 are new when p− ∈ (0, 1].

Using Theorem 3.6, we can obtain the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.11. Let β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n), ~p := (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ (0,∞)n satisfy
∑n

i=1
1
pi
∈ (α,∞),

p− ∈ (1,∞) be the same as in (4.2), and Mα the same as in (3.6). Then Mα is bounded from

L~p(Rn) to Lβ~p(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ L~p(Rn),

‖Mα( f )‖Lβ~p(Rn) ≤ C‖ f ‖L~p(Rn)

if and only if β =

∑n
i=1

1
pi∑n

i=1
1
pi
−α .

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. From both p− ∈ (1,∞) and

Remark 3.2, we infer that L~p(Rn) satisfies Assumption 3.1. Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem

3.6 with X := L~p(Rn) are satisfied. Then, using (4.3) and Theorem 3.6 with X := L~p(Rn), we

obtain the desired conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.11. �

4.3 Local Generalized Herz Spaces

The local generalized Herz space was originally introduced recently by Rafeiro and Samko

[52], which is a generalization of the classical homogeneous Herz space and connects with the

generalized Morrey type space. Later on, Li et al. [42] studied the real-variable theory of Hardy

spaces associated with the local generalized Herz space. Now, we recall the definitions of both the

function class M (R+) and the local generalized Herz space K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) (see [52, Definitions 2.1 and

2.2] and also [42, Definitions 1.1.1 and 1.2.1]).
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Definition 4.12. Let R+ := (0,∞). The function class M (R+) is defined to be the set of all the

positive functions ω on R+ such that, for any 0 < δ < N < ∞,

0 < inf
t∈(δ,N)

ω(t) ≤ sup
t∈(δ,N)

ω(t) < ∞

and there exist four constants α0, β0, α∞, β∞ ∈ R such that

(i) for any t ∈ (0, 1], ω(t)t−α0 is almost increasing and ω(t)t−β0 is almost decreasing;

(ii) for any t ∈ [1,∞), ω(t)t−α∞ is almost increasing and ω(t)t−β∞ is almost decreasing.

Definition 4.13. Let p, q ∈ (0,∞) and ω ∈ M (R+). The local generalized Herz space K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn) is

defined to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Rn such that

‖ f ‖K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn) :=


∑

k∈Z

[
ω

(
2k

)]q
∥∥∥∥ f 1B(0,2k)\B(0,2k−1)

∥∥∥∥
q

Lp(Rn)



1
q

is finite.

Definition 4.14. Let ω be a positive function on R+. Then the Matuszewska-Orlicz indices m0(ω),

M0(ω), m∞(ω), and M∞(ω) of ω are defined, respectively, by setting, for any h ∈ (0,∞),

m0(ω) := sup
t∈(0,1)

ln( lim
h→0+

ω(ht)
ω(h)

)

ln t
,

M0(ω) := inf
t∈(0,1)

ln( lim
h→0+

ω(ht)
ω(h)

)

ln t
,

m∞(ω) := sup
t∈(1,∞)

ln( lim
h→∞

ω(ht)
ω(h)

)

ln t
,

and

M∞(ω) := inf
t∈(1,∞)

ln( lim
h→∞

ω(ht)
ω(h)

)

ln t
.

Remark 4.15. From [42, Theorem 1.2.20], we infer that K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) is a ball quasi-Banach function

space with p, q ∈ (0,∞) and ω ∈ M(R+) satisfying m0(ω) ∈ (− n
p
,∞). However, it is worth pointing

out that K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn) with p, q ∈ (0,∞) and ω ∈ M (R+) may not be a quasi-Banach function space.

For instance, let p := 1 =: q and ω(t) := tn for any t ∈ (0,∞). In this case, K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) = K̇1,1

ω,0
(Rn).

Let ~e := (1, 0, . . . , 0) and

E :=
⋃

k∈N
B(3 × 2k~e, 2−k).

Then it is easy to show that |E| < ∞, but

‖1E‖K̇1,1
ω,0

(Rn)
=

∑

k∈N
2nk

∣∣∣∣B
(
3 × 2k~e, 2−k

)∣∣∣∣ =
∑

k∈N
|B(0, 1)| = ∞.

Thus, K̇1,1
ω,0

(Rn) is not a quasi-Banach function space.
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The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 3.7. The generalized Herz Hardy space

HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) is defined as in Definition 2.7 with X := K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) (see [42, Definition 4.0.15]).

Theorem 4.16. Let p, q ∈ (0,∞) and ω ∈ M(R+) satisfy m0(ω) ∈ (− n
p
,∞) and m∞(ω) ∈ (− n

p
,∞).

Let β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n), and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Then Iα can be extended to a unique

bounded linear operator, still denoted by Iα, from HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) to HK̇βp,βq

ω1/β,0
(Rn), namely, there exists

a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ HK̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖
HK̇βp,βq

ω1/β ,0
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn)

if and only if there exists a positive constant C̃ such that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn ≤ C̃‖1B‖
β−1
β

K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn)

.

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. By [42, Theorems 1.2.20 and

1.4.1], we conclude that K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) is a ball quasi-Banach space with an absolutely continuous

quasi-norm. To prove the desired conclusion, we claim that all the assumptions of Theorem 3.7

with X := K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) are satisfied. Indeed, K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) satisfies Assumption 2.9 with

p− := min

{
p,

n

max {M0(ω), M∞(ω)} + n/p

}
;(4.5)

see [42, Lemma 4.3.8]. Moreover, from [42, Lemma 1.8.5], we deduce that Assumption 2.10 with

X := K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) holds true for any given

r0 ∈
(
0,min

{
1

β
, p−, q

})

and

p0 ∈
(
max

{
p,

n

min {m0(ω),m∞(ω)} + n/p

}
,∞

]
.

Thus, the above claim holds true. Then, using Theorem 3.7 with X := K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn), we obtain the

desired conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.16. �

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 4.16.

Theorem 4.17. Let all the symbols be the same as in Theorem 4.16. Further assume that m∞(ω) ≥
M0(ω) > 0. Then, when M0(ω) ≤ α − n

p
and β ∈ [

n+m∞(ω)p

n+m∞(ω)p−αp
,∞), or when M0(ω) > α − n

p
and

β ∈ [
n+m∞(ω)p

n+m∞(ω)p−αp
,

n+M0(ω)p

n+M0(ω)p−αp
], Iα can be extended to a unique bounded linear operator, still

denoted by Iα, from HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) to HK̇βp,βq

ω1/β,0
(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such

that, for any f ∈ HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖
HK̇βp,βq

ω1/β,0
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn).
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Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. To prove the present theorem,

using Theorem 4.16, it suffices to show that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn ≤ C‖1B‖
β−1
β

K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn)
.(4.6)

Indeed, from [42, (4.9.12) and (4.9.13)], we deduce that, for any k ∈ [M0(ω),m∞(ω)] and any ball

B := B(x0, r) ∈ B(Rn) with x0 ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞),

‖1B‖K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn) & r
n
pω(r) & r

n
p
+k
,(4.7)

which implies that (4.6) holds true. This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.17. �

Using Theorem 3.6, we can obtain the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.18. Let all the symbols be the same as in Theorem 4.17, p− ∈ (1,∞) the same as in

(4.5), andMα the same as in (3.6). Then, when M0(ω) ≤ α− n
p

and β ∈ [
n+m∞(ω)p

n+m∞(ω)p−αp
,∞), or when

M0(ω) > α − n
p

and β ∈ [
n+m∞(ω)p

n+m∞(ω)p−αp
,

n+M0(ω)p

n+M0(ω)p−αp
],Mα is bounded from K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) to K̇βp,βq

ω1/β,0
(Rn),

namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn),

‖Mα( f )‖K̇βp,βq

ω1/β,0
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. From p− ∈ (1,∞) and Remark

3.2, we infer that K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) satisfies Assumption 3.1. Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.6

with X := K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) are satisfied. Then, using (4.7) and Theorem 3.6 with X := K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn), we

obtain the desired conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.18. �

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 3.20.

Theorem 4.19. Let α ∈ (0, n) and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Let p, q ∈ (0, n
α

) and ω ∈ M(R+)

satisfy m0(ω),m∞(Rn) ∈ (α− n
p
,∞). Then Iα can be extended to a unique bounded linear operator,

still denoted by Iα, from HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) to HK̇

np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C

such that, for any f ∈ HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖
HK̇

np
n−αp ,

nq
n−αp

ω,0
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖HK̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn).

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. From [42, Theorems 1.2.20

and 1.4.1], we deduce that both K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) and K̇

np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn) are ball quasi-Banach spaces with

absolutely continuous quasi-norms. Let

p0 ∈
(
0,min

{
p, q,

n

n + α
,

n

max {M0(ω), M∞(ω)} + n/p

})
(4.8)

and

1

q0

:=
1

p0

− α
n
.(4.9)
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By (4.8) and (4.9), we have

q0 ∈
(
0,min

{
np

n − αp
,

nq

n − αq
,

n

max {M0(ω), M∞(ω)} + (n − αp)/p

})
∩ (0, 1],(4.10)

which, together with (4.8) and [42, Lemma 1.8.5], further implies that both [K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn)]

1
p0 and

[K̇
np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn)]

1
q0 are ball Banach function spaces.

Next, we show


[
K̇

np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn)

] 1
q0


′

=

[([
K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn)

] 1
p0

)′] p0
q0

.(4.11)

Indeed, by [42, Lemma 1.3.1 and Theorem 1.7.6], we have


[
K̇

np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn)

] 1
q0


′

=

(
K̇

np

[n−αp]q0
,

nq

[n−αq]q0

ωq0 ,0
(Rn)

)′
(4.12)

= K̇
(

np

[n−αp]q0
)′,( nq

[n−αq]q0
)′

ω−q0 ,0
(Rn)

and

[([
K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn)
] 1

p0

)′] p0
q0

=

([
K̇

p

p0
,

q

p0

ωp0 ,0
(Rn)

]′) p0
q0

(4.13)

=

[
K̇

(
p

p0
)′,( q

p0
)′

ω−p0 ,0
(Rn)

] p0
q0

= K̇
(

p

p0
)′(

p0
q0

),(
q

p0
)′

p0
q0

ω−q0 ,0
(Rn).

Moreover, using (4.9), we conclude that (
np

[n−αp]q0
)′ = (

p

p0
)′( p0

q0
) and (

nq

[n−αq]q0
)′ = (

q

p0
)′ p0

q0
, which,

combined with (4.12) and (4.13), further implies that (4.11) holds true.

We now show thatM is bounded on ([K̇
np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn)]

1
q0 )′. Indeed, from [42, Corollary 1.5.5],

we deduce that, to obtain this desired boundedness, it suffices to show
(

np

[n − αp]q0

)′
> 1,(4.14)

− n

(
np

[n−αp]q0
)′
< m0(ω−q0 ) ≤ M0(ω−q0 ) <

(n − αp)q0

p
,(4.15)

and

− n

(
np

[n−αp]q0
)′
< m∞(ω−q0 ) ≤ M∞(ω−q0 ) <

(n − αp)q0

p
.(4.16)

Notice that (4.14) follows from both the assumption p0 < p and 1
q0
= 1

p0
− α

n
. In addition, by (4.10)

and the assumption that min{m0(ω),m∞(Rn)} > α − n
p
, we conclude that

− n

(
np

[n−αp]q0
)′
< −q0M0(ω) ≤ −q0m0(ω) <

(n − αp)q0

p
(4.17)
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and

− n

(
np

[n−αp]q0
)′
< −q0M∞(ω) ≤ −q0m∞(ω) <

(n − αp)q0

p
.(4.18)

Moreover, using [42, p. 6, Lemma 1.1.6], we have m0(ω−q0 ) = −q0M0(ω), M0(ω−q0 ) = −q0m0(ω),

m∞(ω−q0 ) = −q0M∞(ω), and M∞(ω−q0 ) = −q0m∞(ω). From this, (4.17), and (4.18), we deduce

that both (4.15) and (4.16) hold true and henceM is bounded on ([K̇
np

n−αp ,
nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn)]

1
q0 )′.

All together, we find that all the assumptions of Theorem 3.20 with both X := K̇ p,q
ω,0

(Rn)

and Y := K̇
np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn) are satisfied. Thus, by Theorem 3.20 with both X := K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn) and

Y := K̇
np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

ω,0
(Rn), we obtain the desired result. This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.19. �

Remark 4.20. Let α ∈ (0, n), Iα be the same as in (1.1), ω(t) := tα̃ for any t ∈ (0,∞) with

α̃ ∈ (0,∞), and K̇ p,q

α̃,0
(Rn) := K̇ p,q

ω,0
(Rn). Lu et al. [45, Theorem 2.6] proved that Iα is bounded

from HK̇ p1 ,q1

α̃,0
(Rn) to HK̇ p2,q2

α̃,0
(Rn) when p1 ∈ (1, n

α ), 1
p2
= 1

p1
− α

n
, 0 < q1 ≤ q2 < ∞, and

α̃ ∈ (n(1 − 1
p2

),∞).

(i) From Theorem 4.17, we deduce that Iα is bounded from HK̇ p,q

α̃,0
(Rn) to HK̇βp,βq

α̃/β,0
(Rn) with β

the same as in Theorem 4.17. Thus, we conclude that Theorem 4.17 and [45, Theorem 2.6]

can not cover each other even in the case that ω(t) := tα̃ for any t ∈ (0,∞).

(ii) By Theorem 4.19, we infer that Iα is bounded from HK̇ p,q

α̃,0
(Rn) to HK̇

np

n−αp
,

nq

n−αq

α̃,0
(Rn) with

p, q ∈ (0, n
α ) and α̃ ∈ (α − n

p
,∞). When ω(t) := tα̃ for any t ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1, n

α ), and

α̃ ∈ (n + α − n
p
,∞), it is easy to show that [45, Theorem 2.6] is more general than Theorem

4.19 in this case. However, even in the case that ω(t) := tα̃ for any t ∈ (0,∞), Theorem 4.19

can be applied to HK̇ p,q

α̃,0
(Rn) when p ∈ (0, 1] or α̃ ∈ (α − n

p
, n + α − n

p
), but [45, Theorem

2.6] can not.

4.4 Mixed Herz Spaces

We first recall the following definition of mixed Herz spaces, which is just [77, Definition 2.3].

Definition 4.21. Let ~p := (p1, . . . , pn), ~q := (q1, . . . , qn) ∈ (0,∞]n, ~α := (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Rn, and

Rki
:= (−2ki , 2ki ) \ (−2ki−1, 2ki−1) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ki ∈ Z. The mixed Herz space Ė

~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

is defined to be the set of all the functions f ∈ M(Rn) such that

‖ f ‖
Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

: =


∑

kn∈Z
2kn pnαn



∫

Rkn

· · ·
{ ∑

k1∈Z
2k1 p1α1

×

∫

Rk1

| f (x1, . . . , xn)|q1 dx1



p1
q1



q2
p1

· · · dxn



pn
qn



1
pn
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=: ‖ · · · ‖ f ‖K̇α1 ,p1
q1

(R) · · · ‖K̇αn ,pn
qn (R) < ∞

with the usual modifications made when pi = ∞ or q j = ∞ for some i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, where we

denote by ‖ · · · ‖ f ‖K̇α1 ,p1
q1

(R) · · · ‖K̇αn ,pn
qn (R) the norm obtained after taking successively the K̇

α1 ,p1
q1

(R)

norm to x1, the K̇
α2 ,p2
q2

(R) norm to x2, . . ., and the K̇
αn,pn
qn

(R) norm to xn.

Recall that a special case of the mixed Herz space was originally introduced by Huang et al.

[35] to study the Lebesgue points of functions in mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces and, later, Zhao

et al. [77] generalized it to the above case. Also, both the dual theorem and the Riesz–Thorin

interpolation theorem on the above mixed Herz space have been fully studied in [77].

Remark 4.22. Let ~p, ~q ∈ (0,∞]n and ~α ∈ Rn. By [77, Propositions 2.8 and 2.22], we conclude that

Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) is a ball quasi-Banach space. However, from [77, Remark 2.4], we deduce that, when

~p = ~q and ~α = 0, the mixed Herz space Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) coincides with the mixed Lebesgue space L~p(Rn)

defined in Definition 4.6. Using Remark 4.7, we conclude that L~p(Rn) may not be a quasi-Banach

function space and hence Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) may not be a quasi-Banach function space.

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 3.7. In what follows, the mixed Herz-Hardy

space HĖ
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) is defined as in Definition 2.7 with X := Ė

~α,~p

~q
(Rn) (see [77, Definition 5.2]).

Theorem 4.23. Let β ∈ (1,∞), α ∈ (0, n), and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Let ~p := (p1, . . . , pn), ~q :=

(q1, . . . , qn) ∈ (0,∞)n, and ~α := (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Rn satisfy
∑n

i=1( 1
pi
+ αi) ∈ (α,∞) and αi ∈ (0,∞)

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then Iα can be extended to a unique bounded linear operator, still denoted

by Iα, from HĖ
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) to HĖ

~α/β,β~p

β~q
(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that, for

any f ∈ HĖ
~α,~p

~q
(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖
HĖ

~α/β,β~p

β~q
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖

HĖ
~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

if and only if β =

∑n
i=1( 1

pi
+αi)

∑n
i=1( 1

pi
+αi)−α

.

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. By [77, Propositions 2.8 and

2.22], we conclude that Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) is a ball quasi-Banach space with an absolutely continuous quasi-

norm. From [77, Lemma 5.3(i)] and its proof, we infer that Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) satisfies Assumption 2.9 with

p− := min

p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn,

(
α1 +

1

q1

)−1

, . . . ,

(
αn +

1

qn

)−1
 .(4.19)

Let

r0 ∈
(
0,min

{
1

β
, p−

})

and

p0 ∈
max

p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn,

(
α1 +

1

q1

)−1

, . . . ,

(
αn +

1

qn

)−1
 ,∞

 .
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Then, by [77, Lemma 5.3(ii)] and its proof, we conclude that Assumption 2.10 also holds true with

X := Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn). Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.7 with X := Ė

~α,~p

~q
(Rn) hold true.

Moreover, for any B := B(x, r) ∈ B(Rn), where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn and r ∈ (0,∞), letting

Q(x, r) be the cube with edges parallel to the coordinate axes, center x ∈ Rn, edge length r, by [42,

(4.9.12)] with ω(t) := tαi for any t ∈ (0,∞) and i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have

‖1B‖Ė~α,~p

~q
(Rn)
& ‖1Q(x,r)‖Ė~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

∼ Πn
i=1‖1(xi−r,xi+r)‖K̇αi ,pi

qi
(R) & r

∑n
i=1( 1

pi
+αi).

This implies that, for any ball B ∈ B(Rn),

|B| αn . ‖1B‖
β−1
β

Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

if and only if β =

∑n
i=1( 1

pi
+ αi)

∑n
i=1( 1

pi
+ αi) − α

.(4.20)

Then, using Theorem 3.7 with X := Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn), we obtain the desired conclusion, which completes

the proof of Theorem 4.23. �

Using Theorem 3.6, we can obtain the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.24. Let all the symbols be the same as in Theorem 4.23, p− ∈ (1,∞) the same as in

(4.19), andMα the same as in (3.6). ThenMα is bounded from Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) to Ė

~α/β,β~p

β~q
(Rn), namely,

there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn),

‖Mα( f )‖
Ė
~α/β,β~p

β~q
(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖

Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

if and only if β =

∑n
i=1( 1

pi
+αi)

∑n
i=1( 1

pi
+αi)−α

.

Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. From both p− ∈ (1,∞) and

Remark 3.2, we infer that Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) satisfies Assumption 3.1. Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem

3.6 with X := Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) are satisfied. Then, using (4.20) and Theorem 3.6 with X := Ė

~α,~p

~q
(Rn), we

obtain the desired conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.24. �

The following theorem is a corollary of Theorem 3.20.

Theorem 4.25. Let α ∈ (0, n), ~p := (p1, . . . , pn), ~q := (q1, . . . , qn) ∈ (0, n
α )n, ~α := (α1, . . . , αn) ∈

R
n satisfy αi ∈ (

αqi−n

nqi
,∞) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, ~r := (

np1

n−αp1
, . . . ,

npn

n−αpn
), ~s := (

nq1

n−αq1
, . . . ,

nqn

n−αqn
),

and Iα be the same as in (1.1). Then Iα can be extended to a unique bounded linear operator, still

denoted by Iα, from HĖ
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) to HĖ

~α,~r

~s
(Rn), namely, there exists a positive constant C such that,

for any f ∈ HĖ
~α,~p

~q
(Rn),

‖Iα( f )‖
HĖ

~α,~r
~s

(Rn)
≤ C‖ f ‖

HĖ
~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

.
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Proof. Let all the symbols be the same as in the present theorem. Let

p0 ∈
(
0,min

{
n

n + α
, p−

})

with p− the same as in (4.19) and 1
q0

:= 1
p0
− α

n
. From the range of αi, we deduce that p0αi ∈

(− p0

qi
, 1 − p0

qi
) and q0αi ∈ (

q0

si
, 1 +

q0

si
) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. By this and [77, Proposition 2.22],

we conclude that both Ė
p0~α,~p/p0

~q/p0
(Rn) and Ė

q0~α,~r/q0

~s/q0
(Rn) are ball Banach function spaces. Moreover,

using [77, Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 2.10], we have


{[

Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn)

] 1
p0

}′

p0
q0

= Ė
−q0~α,

p0
q0

(
~p

p0
)′

p0
q0

(
~q
p0

)′
(Rn) =

([
Ė
~α,~r

~s
(Rn)

] 1
q0

)′
.

Thus, (3.23) with both X := Ė
~α,~r
~s

(Rn) and Y := Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) holds true. In addition, from the range

of p0 and αi, we infer that
p0

q0
(

pi

p0
)′ ∈ (1,∞),

p0

q0
(

qi

p0
)′ ∈ (1,∞), and −q0~α ∈ (

q0(p0−qi)

p0qi
, 1 +

q0(p0−qi)

p0qi
)

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Combining this and [77, Corollary 4.9], we conclude that Assumption

2.9 with X := (Ė
~α,~r

~s
(Rn)

1
q0 )′ holds true. Moreover, by the range of p0, ~α, ~p, and ~q, we obtain

that −q0αi + [
p0

q0
(

qi

p0
)′]−1 ∈ (0, 1). All together, by Remark 3.2, we find that M is bounded on

(Ė~α,~r

~s
(Rn)

1
q0 )′. Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.20 with both X := Ė

~α,~r

~s
(Rn) and Y :=

Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn) are satisfied. Then, using Theorem 3.20 with both X := Ė

~α,~r
~s

(Rn) and Y := Ė
~α,~p

~q
(Rn), we

obtain the desired conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.25. �

Remark 4.26. To the best of our knowledge, Theorems 4.23, 4.24, and 4.25 are totally new.
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1980.

[65] J. Tan, Boundedness of multilinear fractional type operators on Hardy spaces with variable

exponents, Anal. Math. Phys. 10 (2020), Paper No. 70, 16 pp.

[66] L. Tang and J. Xu, Some properties of Morrey type Besov-Triebel spaces, Math. Nachr. 278

(2005), 904-917.

[67] J. Tao, D. Yang, W. Yuan and Y. Zhang, Compactness characterizations of commutators on

ball Banach function spaces, Potential Analysis (2021), https://doi.org/10.1007/s11118-021-

09953-w.



38 Yiqun Chen, Hongchao Jia and Dachun Yang

[68] F. Wang, D. Yang and S. Yang, Applications of Hardy spaces associated with ball quasi-

Banach function spaces, Results Math. 75 (2020), Paper No. 26, 58 pp.

[69] S. Wang, D. Yang, W. Yuan and Y. Zhang, Weak Hardy-type spaces associated with ball

quasi-Banach function spaces II: Littlewood–Paley characterizations and real interpolation,

J. Geom. Anal. 31 (2021), 631-696.

[70] X. Yan, Z. He, D. Yang and W. Yuan, Hardy spaces associated with ball quasi-Banach func-

tion spaces on spaces of homogeneous type: Characterizations of maximal functions, decom-

positions, and dual spaces, Math. Nachr. (2022), http://doi.org/10.1002/mana.202100432.

[71] X. Yan, Z. He, D. Yang and W. Yuan, Hardy spaces associated with ball quasi-Banach func-

tion spaces on spaces of homogeneous type: Littlewood–Paley characterizations with ap-

plications to boundedness of Calderón–Zygmund operators, Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.)

(2022), http://doi.org/10.1007/s10114-022-1573-9.

[72] X. Yan, D. Yang and W. Yuan, Intrinsic square function characterizations of Hardy spaces

associated with ball quasi-Banach function spaces, Front. Math. China 15 (2020), 769-806.

[73] W. Yuan, W. Sickel and D. Yang, Morrey and Campanato meet Besov, Lizorkin and Triebel,

Lecture Notes in Mathematics 2005. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2010.

[74] H. Zhang and J. Zhou, The boundedness of fractional integral operators in local and global

mixed Morrey-type spaces, Positivity 26 (2022), Paper No. 26, 22 pp.

[75] Y. Zhang, L. Huang, D. Yang and W. Yuan, New ball Campanato-type function spaces and

their applications, J. Geom. Anal. 32 (2022), Paper No. 99, 42 pp.

[76] Y. Zhang, D. Yang, W. Yuan and S. Wang, Weak Hardy-type spaces associated with

ball quasi-Banach function spaces I: Decompositions with applications to boundedness of

Calderón–Zygmund operators, Sci. China Math. 64 (2021), 2007-2064.

[77] Y. Zhao, D. Yang and Y. Zhang, Mixed-norm Herz spaces and their applications in related

Hardy spaces, Submitted or arXiv: 2204.12019v1.

Yiqun Chen, Hongchao Jia and Dachun Yang (Corresponding author)

Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems (Ministry of Education of China), School of

Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, The People’s Republic of

China

E-mails: yiqunchen@mail.bnu.edu.cn (Y. Chen)

hcjia@mail.bnu.edu.cn (H. Jia)

dcyang@bnu.edu.cn (D. Yang)

http://doi.org/10.1002/mana.202100432
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10114-022-1573-9

	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Fractional Integrals on HX(Rn)
	4 Applications
	4.1 Morrey Spaces
	4.2 Mixed-Norm Lebesgue Spaces
	4.3 Local Generalized Herz Spaces
	4.4 Mixed Herz Spaces


