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A NOTE ON COMMUTATORS OF SINGULAR INTEGRALS WITH BMO
AND VMO FUNCTIONS IN THE DUNKL SETTING

JACEK DZIUBANSKI AND AGNIESZKA HEJNA

ABSTRACT. On RY equipped with a root system R, multiplicity function & > 0, and the
associated measure dw(x) = [[,cx |(x, )" dx, we consider a (non-radial) kernel K (x)
which has properties similar to those from the classical theory of singular integrals and the
Dunkl convolution operator Tf = f % K associated with K. Assuming that b belongs to
the BMO space on the space of homogeneous type X = (RY, || - ||, dw), we prove that the
commutator [b, T]f(x) = b(x)Tf(x) — T(bf)(x) is a bounded operator on LP(dw) for all
1 < p < 00. Moreover, [b, T| is compact on LP(dw), provided b € VMO(X). The paper
extents results of Han, Lee, Li and Wick.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Introduction. Consider RY equipped with a root system R and a non-negative mul-
tiplicity function k& > 0. Let dw(x) = [[,cp (e x)|*® dx be the associated measure. For
f € L}, .(dw) and a measurable bounded set £ C RY, we denote

1
(11) o= /E £() du(x).

Let G be the Coxeter group generated by the reflections o, a € R. For E C RY, we set
OF)={o(x):0 €, x€ E}.

In Han, Lee, Li, and Wick [14] the authors investigated two types of BMO and VMO spaces
in the Dunkl setting which are connected with two distances: the Euclidean distance ||x —y||
and the orbit distance d(x,y) = min,cq ||x —0(y)||. The spaces BMO and BMO, are defined
as

1
BMO = {b S Llloc(dw) . ||b||BMO < OO}, ||b||BMO = Sup —/ ‘b(X) - bB‘ dU)(X),
B w(B) Jp

BMO,; = {b € Llloc(dw) |Iblla < o0}, ||blla = s%p |b(x) — bo() | dw(x),

1 /
w(O(B)) O(B)
where the supremum is taken over all Euclidean balls B = B(y,r) = {z € RY : ||y —z| < r}.
The space BMOy is a proper subspace of BMO (see [16]) and

”bHBMO < CHb”BMOd for b € BMO,.

In [14] commutators of BMO and BMO, functions with the Dunkl-Riesz transforms R;
are studied. The Dunkl-Riesz transforms are Calderén-Zygmund type operators which are
formally defined by R; = T.,(—Ay)~"/?, where T,, are the Dunkl operators (see (2.6)) and
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Ay = Zjvzl Tfj is the Dunkl Laplacian. They were studied by Thangavelu and Xu [24]
(in dimension 1 and in the product case) and by Amri and Sifi [I] (in higher dimensions)
who proved their bounds on LP(dw) spaces. One of the main results of [14] asserts that if
b € BMOy, then the commutator [b, R;|f(x) = b(x)R;f(x) — R;(b(-)f(-))(x) is a bounded
operator on LP(dw) for 1 < p < co and

(1.2) 110, Bj] || Lo (dew)—s Lr (w) S 1|BlBMO,-

Conversely, if for b € Li (dw), the commutator [b, R;] is bounded on LP(dw) for some

1 < p < o0, then b € BMO and
(1.3) [1blleMo S 1[0, B5] | Lo (aw)— Lo (aw) -

The authors of [14] raised the question if the possible lower bound ||b]|smo, < 1[0, RB;]| e (dw)— Lr (dw)
holds true.

Our first goal in this note is to improve (1.2) by showing that it holds for b € BMO, that
is, there is a constant C}, > 0 such that

(1.4) 1165 Bl 1o () — 22 aw) < Cpl|bllBymo

(see Theorem 3.1).

Let us point out that (1.4) gives a negative answer to the question formulated above, be-
cause otherwise we would get ||b||smo, S ||[0, Bl £r (dw)—Lr(dw) S |10]|BMo, which is impossible
(see [16]).

An essential part of [14] is devoted for studying compactness of the commutators of VMO
functions with the Dunkl-Riesz transforms. The VMO and VMO, spaces are defined as the
closures of the sets of compactly supported functions from the Lipschitz spaces A and Ay in
the norms || - ||smo and || - ||mo, respectively. Then VMO, € VMO and ||b]|vmo < ||bllvmo,
and, thanks to [5, Theorem 4.1], the dual space to VMO is the Hardy space H' considered
in [2] and [10]. Theorem 1.5 of [14] states that if b € VMOy, then the commutator [b, R,] is a
compact operator on LP(dw) for all 1 < p < co. Our second aim is to extend this result for
all b € VMO (see Theorem 3.2). Actually we will prove (1.2) and the compactness result for
commutators [b, T] of BMO and VMO functions with Dunkl singular integral operators T of
convolution type (under certain regularity for the associated kernels K (x)). The Dunkl-Riesz
transforms are the basic examples of such operators.

Let us remark that for the Riesz transforms, the lower bounds (1.3) proved in [14] together
with the upper bounds (1.4) (see Theorem 3.1) generalize (to the Dunkl setting) the classical
results of Coifman, Rochberg and Weiss [1] and Janson [15] obtained on the Euclidean spaces
(RN, dx). As far as the compactness is concerned, the necessity result [14, Theorem 1.5]
together with the sufficiency result (see Theorem 3.2) extend to the Dunkl theory the classical
theorems of Uchiyama [26] about the characterization of the VMO functions by commutators
with the Riesz transforms.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Dunkl theory. In this section we present basic facts concerning the theory of the Dunkl
operators. For more details we refer the reader to [7], [18], [19], and [20].

We consider the Euclidean space RY with the scalar product (x,y) = Zjvzl x;y;j, where
X = (xlv "’7:1:]\/)7 y = (y17 "'7yN)7 and the norm ||XH2 = <X7 X>
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A normalized root system in RY is a finite set R C RY \ {0} such that RN aR = {&a},
0o(R) = R, and ||| = /2 for all a € R, where o, are defined by

(x,0)

(2.1) Oa(x) =x—2 ||a||2

The finite group G generated by the reflections o,, o € R, is called the Cozeter group
(reflection group) of the root system.

A multiplicity function is a G-invariant function k& : R — C which will be fixed and > 0
throughout this paper.

The associated measure dw is defined by dw(x) = w(x) dx, where

(22) wi) = I 1o @)@

Let N=N+ > s k(a). Then,

a€ER
(2.3) w(B(tx, tr)) = tNw(B(x,r)) for allx € RY, ¢, > 0.
Observe that there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all x € RY and r > 0 we have

(2.4) C'w(B(x,r)) <rV H(|(x, )| + )Y < Cw(B(x,71)),

a€ER

so dw(x) is doubling. Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 1 such that, for every x € RV
and for all o > r; > 0,

(2.5) C—I(T—Q)N < wBxr2) C(Q)N.

r w(B(x,r1)) ~ r

For £ € RY, the Dunkl operators Ty are the following k-deformations of the directional
derivatives O¢ by difference operators:

(x) — f(oa(x))
2.6 T =0, .
(2.6) ef(x) =0 f(x Z o
a€ER
The Dunkl operators T, which were introduced in [7], commute and are skew-symmetric

with respect to the G-invariant measure dw.
The closures of connected components of

{xeRY : (x,a) #0 for all a € R}

are called (closed) Weyl chambers. We remark that ||x—y| = d(x,y) if and only if x,y € RY
belong to the same closed Weyl chamber.
Let

(2.7) M) = sup— / ()] duoly

denote the (uncentered) Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on (R, || - ||, dw).
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2.2. Dunkl transform. For fixed y € RY, the Dunkl kernel x — E(x,y) is a unique
solution to the system

Tef =& y)f, f0) =

The function E(x,y), which generalizes the exponential function e™¥), has a unique extension
to a holomorphic function E(z,w) on CY¥ x CV. Let f € L'(dw). We define the Dunki
transform F f of f by

@8 FHO=q' [ f0Bx i€ du, = [ o dux)>0

The Dunkl transform is a generalization of the Fourier transform on RY. It was introduced
in [8] for £ > 0 and further studied in [6] in the more general context. It was proved in [8,
Corollary 2.7] (see also [6, Theorem 4.26]) that it extends uniquely to an isometry on L?(dw).
We have also the following inversion theorem ([6, Theorem 4.20]): for all f € L'(dw) such
that Ff € L'(dw) we have f(x) = (F)2f(—x) for almost all x € R". The inverse F ! of F
has the form

(2.9) =c, / fOE(iE, x)dw(€) = Ff(—x) for f € L*(dw).

2.3. Dunkl translations. Suppose that f € S(RY) (the Schwartz class of functions on
RY) and x € RY. We define the Dunkl translation 7. f of f to be

(210)  wf(-y) =c; /RN B(i&,x) E(—i€,y) Ff(€) dw(§) = F(E@i x)Ff)(=y).

The Dunkl translation was introduced in [17]. The definition can be extended to functions
which are not necessary in S(RY). For instance, thanks to the Plancherel’s theorem, one can
define the Dunkl translation of L?(dw) function f by

(2.11) S (=y) = F U E(i x)Ff()(-y)

(see [17] of [23, Definition 3.1]). In particular, the operators f — 7y f are contractions on
L?(dw). Here and subsequently, for a reasonable function g(x), we write g(x,y) := 7xg(—y).

We will need the following result concerning the support of the Dunkl translation of a
compactly supported function.

Theorem 2.1 ([9, Theorem 1.7]). Let f € L*(dw), supp f C B(0,7), and x € RN. Then
(2.12) supp 7x f (= -) € O(B(x,7)).

2.4. Dunkl convolution. Assume that f,g € L?>(dw). The generalized convolution (or
Dunkl convolution) f * g is defined by the formula

(2.13) frg(x) = e FH((FF(Fg)) (),
equivalently, by

1) o= [ ) mely)duy) = [ o) ndy) due).

Generalized convolution of f,g € S(RY) was considered in [17] and [25], the definition was
extended to f, g € L*(dw) in [23].
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2.5. Singular integral kernels. Let us consider a (non-radial) kernel K (x) which has prop-
erties similar to those from the classical theory. Namely, let sy be an even positive integer
larger than N, which will be fixed in the whole paper. Consider a function K € C* (RY\ {0})
such that

(A) sup }/ K(x) dw(x)| < oo,
0<a<b<oo a<||x||<b
D P kx| < Collx N for all |5] <
(D) )| < Cillx| o all |3] < s
(L) lim K (x)dw(x) = L for some L € C.
e20 Jecx|<1
Set

K (x) = K(x)(1 - ¢(t'x)),

where ¢ is a fixed radial C*°-function supported by the unit ball B(0, 1) such that ¢(x) =1
for ||x|| < 1/2. The following theorem was proved in [11].

Theorem 2.2. Assume that (A) and (D) are satisfied, then

(i) (Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 of [11]) the operators f +— f * K are bounded on LP(dw) for
1 < p < oo and they are of weak—type (1,1) with the bounds independent of t > 0;

(ii) (Theorems 3.7 and 4.3 of [11]) assuming additionally (L), the limit lim, o f * K (x)
exists and defines a bounded operator T on LP(dw) for 1 < p < 0o, which is of weak-type
(1,1) as well.

3. STATEMENT OF THE RESULTS

3.1. Commutators. In order to define the commutator operator, we come back to the
definition of the limit operator T. Let 0 < ¢ < min(1, sy — N). For any ¢ > 0 let us denote
K28 = gt2) - K1 Then K2t is C%(RN)-function supported by B(0,t) \ B(0,t/4)
(cf. [11, (3.1)]). In order to simplify the notation, we write K, = K "2} It is proved
n [12, (4.24), (4.25)] that for all x,y € RY and ¢ € Z, we have

I el (R IR T R

(3.2)
‘KZ(Xv Y> - KZ(Xv y/>|

< CHy — y/Ha (1 + HX - YH)_Ew(B(X’ 28))—1/2 (w(B(y, 2@))—1/2 + w(B(y/’2Z))—l/2) ‘

el ¢
Moreover, K,(x,y) = K/(—y, —x) and by [12, proof of Theorem 4.6],
= L, d(x,y)*°
(3.3 > i )| < CulBx i) o

{=—0c0
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for all x,y € RY such that d(x,y) # 0 and

(9] e
(3.4 > Iiey) — Kilxy)l < =Y Lu(sixdixy)
f=—00

for all x,y,y’ € RY such that ||y —y’| < @. The number & > 0 will be fixed in the whole
paper. Thanks to (3.3) the function

(3.5) K(xy)= ) Kixy)

{=—00

is well defined for d(x,y) > 0 and, by Theorem 2.2, it is the associated kernel to the operator
T, that is,

(3. Ti) = [ Kley)fty)duly)
R
for f € LP(dw) and x ¢ supp f.

Let us emphasize that the estimate for K (x,y) which are consequences of (3.3) and (3.4)
turn out to be very useful in handling some harmonic analysis problems in the Dunkl setting
(see [22]).

From now on we fix a kernel K € C*(RY \ {0}) satisfying (A), (L), and (D) for some
so > N. Let b € BMO. For any compactly supported f € LP(dw) for some p > 1, we define

(3.7) Cf(x) = [, T]f(x) = lim [ (b(x) = b(y)) D Ki(x.y)f(y)dw(y)= lim Cpf(x)
RN {=—m

The existence of the limit in (3.7) in any LP°(dw)-norm, provided 1 < pg < p, is proved
in Lemma 4.2. Then, Theorem 3.1 and its proof allows one to extend the definition for all
f € LP(dw).

3.2. Statements of main theorems. Our main results are the following two theorems.

Theorem 3.1. Let p > 1. Assume that a kernel K € C*(RYN \ {0}) satisfies (A), (L), (D)
for a certain even integer sy > N, and b € BMO. Then there is a constant C > 0 independent
of b such that for all f € LP(dw) we have

(3.8) ICflzr(aw) < CllblIBMmOl| f] Lo (duw)-

In order to formulate our second theorem, recall that VMO is the closure in BMO of

compactly supported Lipschitz functions, i.e., functions f satisfying sup,.., % < 00.

Theorem 3.2. Assume b € VMO. For 1 < p < oo, the commutator C is a compact operator
on LP(dw).

To prove the theorems, we adapt the ideas of classical proofs (cf. e.g. [13]) to apply
estimates for integral kernels of operators which are expressed in terms of the orbit distance
d(x,y) and the Euclidean metric, see (3.3) and (3.4) (cf. also [14]). These require in some
places much careful analysis. For example, we use the Coxeter group for decomposing L?(dw)-
functions (see (4.9)) or we split integration over RY onto the Weyl chambers (see (4.10)).
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1
Let us begin with the following lemma. Recall that bp(x, is defined by (1.1).

Lemma 4.1. There is a constant C' > 0 such that for allb € Li _(dw), r, >r >0, x,y € RY,
and o € G, we have:

(4.1) 0By = bBexr| < Clog(r1/7)][bllBMo

(4.2) 1bBx,r) — by, | < CllbllBMo  provided [|x —y|| < 2r,
og(X)—X

(43) L e ] e R e

(John—Nirenberg inequality) for any 1 < s < oo there is Cs > 0 such that for all positive
integers j we have

1 1/s
. T =, o~ NN - § < S ] .
(4.4 (o) o, M)~ sl ) < Colplione

Proof. Tnequalities (4.1), (4.2), and (4.4) are consequences of the well-known results in metric
spaces with doubling measures (see e.g. [3], [5], or [16, Section 4] in the Dunkl setting). In
order to prove (4.3), note that if ||x — o(x)|| < 2r, then (4.3) follows by (4.2). Assume that
|x — o(x)|| > 2r and let j be the smallest positive integer such that ||x — o(x)|| < 2/r. Then
B(x,27%2r) N B(o(x),272r) # (). So, applying (4.1) and (4.2), we get

D) = bBo(o.)]
< |baxr) = bBx2it2n)| + [0Bx,20+20) = bB(o(x),20420) | + [DB(o(x),242r) — DB(o(x)) |

g0j||b||BMosc'1og(“ ol 4) Iblsxo.
]

Lemma 4.2. Let p > py > 1. If f € LP(dw) is compactly supported, then C,,f € L (dw)
for allm € Z and

lim C,,f=Cf in LP°(dw).

Proof. Let B = B(0,r) be any ball such that supp f C B. We write

Cnf(x) = (b(x) — bp) ZKe*f ZKZ* b—bg)f))(x).

l=—m l=—m

By Holder’s inequality with s = p/pg and the John-Nirenberg inequality (4.4) we obtain

1/po
([ 160 = b0 ) < ot bl s
B

where s’ > 1 is such that s + ' = ss', so (b — bg)f € L*°(dw). Hence, by Theorem 2.2 (ii),

Trlbl_Igo Z Ky* ((b—05)f))

l=—m
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exists in the LP°(dw)-norm and it is equal to T((b — bp)f) € LP°(dw). Again, by Theo-
rem 2.2 (ii), the limit

AILI;OZZ_ Kexf

exists in the LP(dw) and LP(dw)-norms and it is equal to T f. We write

(b(x) = bp)Tf(x) = (b(x) = bp) Tf(x)x55(x) + (b(x) = bp) T f(X)X(E5)c (X) =2 g1(X) + g2(%)-

We will show that g1,g9, € LP(dw). For g;, by Hoélder’s inequality with s = p/pg, the
John-Nirenberg inequality (4.4), and LP(dw)-boundedness of T (Theorem 2.2 (ii)), we get

(/53 |b(x) — b || T f ()" dw (X)) 1/po
<o ([ o - ap (X))wpos/) ey dw(x))w

< Cw(B)Y( pos’) [0llsato || f1] 2o (dw) -

In order to prove that go € L (dw), we observe that, by (2.3) and (2.4), w(B(x,d(x,y))) ~
w(B(0, |x]])) = ¢||x||N for y € B and x € (5B)°. Using (3.3) we have

X (ITF(0)] < COxomy () / @ gt du(y)
(4.5) . y " ’<C w(B)Y
/ 0 ||X|| (y) < HfHLp(dw)m'
Consequently,
(4.6)

) — b(x) — bp|P°
< CHfHLP dw) (B)po/P Zl/”x”<2jr u[((B()O,ijJ)Po w(x).

Now, applying the John-Nirenberg inequality (4.4) we get

1920y < OISy Po/pZanBMo TR

< C/HfHLp dw) (B)po/p HbH%OMOT—(po I)N'

(4.7)

O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We shall prove the inequality (3.8) for compactly supported functions
f € LP(dw) which form a dense subspace in LP(dw). To this end, thanks to Lemma 4.2
and [21, page 148, Theorem 2 and the remark below it], it suffices to verify that

(4.8) 1CH Nzt < Cllbllsmollfllo(aw)

where g7 denotes the sharp maximal function

g#(X)—%gE;géw )/B|Q(Y)—C|dw(Y)-
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Let x € RY and let B = B(xg,r) be any ball which contains x. We write all the elements
of G\ {id} in a sequence 01,09, ..., 0/g—1. We define the sets U; CRY, j =1,2,...,|G| -1,
inductively:

U ={zcRY : ||z —x¢| > 5r, ||z —o1(x0)|| <5r},

J
Uj+1 = {Z < RN : HZ — X()H > or, ||Z — O'j+1(X0)|| < 57"}\ (U Ujl) fOI'j > 1.
Jj1=1
For a compactly supported function f € LP(dw), we decompose
G|—1

(4.9 f=fitfot Y fo, where fi:=f-xsp, foi=f X6y [fo=1I v,

j=1
For y € B we set

gi1(y) :==Cfily) = (b(y) — b5)T fi(y) + T((bs — 0) f1)(¥) =: gu1(y) + g12(¥),
92(y) :== Cfaly) = (b(y) — bp)T fo(y) + T((bp — b) f2)(y) =: g21(y) + g22(¥),
9o, (y) :==Cfo;(y) = (b(y) — bp)T fo,(y) + T((bB =) fe)¥) = 9o1(¥) + 9o,2(¥)-

Fix 1 < s < p. Further, by the fact that |(g11)p| < w(B 7 J5l911(y)| dw(y), by the definition
of g11, and Holder’s inequality,

/|911 911 |dw /|911 |dw

< 2_ / by |Tf1( )| duw(y)

(o ] ) - bB|S’dw<y>)”s' (o [ITAmFau)

where s’ > 1 is such that % + § = 1. Applying inequality (4.4) we conclude that
gh(x) < Cllbllsmo(M (T f1]*)(x))"/*.

The same analysis gives

g1 (%) < Clbllemo(M (T L) (x))*, gZ1(x) < Cllbllmao(M(ITf5,[*)(x)) .

To deal with g2, we choose ¢,v € (1,00) such that 1 < qv < p < 0o and s = qu. Then, by
Holder’s inequality and Lq(dw)—boundedness of T,

/|912 912 |dw /|912 |dw

2_ / IT((b() — bs) - £1)(y)] duo(y)
32(w(B / T((b() ~bs) - )3 duly)

(o5 | 160) =) <>|qdw<y>)”q
(e [, ) - bal i)™

IN
Q

IN
Q

1/(qv)
¥)|% du( )) .
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Hence, applying the John-Nirenberg inequality (4.4), we get
ga(x) < Cllblluo(M(| f1]*)(x))"/*.

We turn to analyse goo. Observe that for z ¢ O(5B) and y € B we have ||xo —y|| < d(X0,2).
Let I" be a fixed closed Weyl chamber such that x, € I', then by the estimates (3.4),

(4.10)
ty) ~ gl < [ D7 1ilan) ~ K%l — b)) e
RY o
/ RS Z | Ke(z,y) — Ke(z,%0)||bp — b(2)]] f2(2)] dw(z)
oeG72e0(l) =
ly — %ol 1 s s

<cy /Z@m e be = b(@) ()] du(z)
=Y Jo(y)

ceG

In dealing with J,(y) we shall use the inequalities:

|x0 — z|| > max(||xo — o(x0)]|/2,7) forz € o(T),
|lo(xg) — o(x)|| <7 < br <|lo(xg) — 2| = d(x0,2) < ||xg —z|| forzeo(l'), z¢ OBB).

So,

re 1
WSO [ B oy = el ta)] du )
re 1
oty To — 2l w(Blo(x0) o) — ey )~ PN A0 = o) 5 Joay)

Further, by (4.3),

(4.11)
Joa(y) < C/ZGU(F) % Tji“e/? rel? 1 ||xgiza(x0)||e/2 log (HXO _:(XO)H - 4> [Ellmseo
: w<B<a<xO>{2(j—><xO>2 —am)
= bl /< a7 BT oty =2l
< ClPllno Z / ) doro—sipasr 10 j/ina/? BT ey =T

§C||b||BMoMf2( (x))-
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We turn to considering J,2(y). Applying Holder’s inequality and then the John-Nirenberg
inequality (4.4) we obtain

o0

| fo(2)]
Joa(y) < C / I o
) ;2 z€o(I), ||lz—o(x0)[~2r 2‘”7“5‘ ()~ bz )‘w(B(U(XO>723T>> (=)
N —€J ’ d'lU(Z) 1/s
S C 2 £J / ba _ b ” s |
JZ:; ( “Z—"<X0>H~2M| @~ bla)l w(B(U(xO),2ar)))

(4.12)

L dwl) N\
: </|Z—0(XO)II<2jr’ 12z w(B(U(X0)>2jT))>

< O 277 |bllso (M(| fol*)(0(x)) " < Cllbllpao (M (1f]*) (0 (x))) .

Jj=2

Thus, by (4.11) and (4.12) we have got

500 <03 (MA(o0) + (M( ) (o)) ).

oeG

Finally we turn to estimate g,». To this end we note that for z € U; and y € B we have

|z =yl > ||z — xo|| — [[x0 — y|| > 5r —r = 4r,

b}
1o = o(x0) | = llxo =y + |z =yl + l|lz — o;(x0)[| < 6r + |z = y[| < S|z — vl

Consequently, by (3.3),

- d(z,y)* 1
/Zoo Kl de) <O | By FaBadayy) Y

e d(z,y)° 1
SC<r+||xo—aj<xo>||>€/B r wB@day) Y

e d(z,y)° 1
< o=, m))? /@(B(z,m)) r wBadzy) Y

(4.13)

re > d(z,y)* 1
=i o — ol 2 /d@ e 0B dzy)) )

1
S C 2_6]/ —dw y
T ||xO R ORTIE 33 oy 0B, 29 O

j=—4
ré

(r +Ixo — 7 (x0)[})*
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Hence, by (4.13) and (4.3),

/ 1905(¥) — (Gos2) ] deo(y / 902(3)| duo(y)

/ 3l om0 £, o) ) )

_OO 1
SC<r+||o—]<xo>—xo||> ) ) o= el et
re l/s
SC(T‘I'HU](XO)_XOH /'bB /'fa] V7wl )>

,,,.6

(r + llo(x0) = %oll)®

oj(x b 5 5
1og(” 16w) =] +4)||bHBMo(M|faj\ (o))",
SO

192 2(0)] < Clbllpvo (M| fo, [*(0/(x))) /.
Finally we end up with the estimate

(CH#(%) < Clpllmio (MUY + M(T LI (x))
(4.14) Gl-1
3 ML )+ 3 (MS(000) + + (MIf(o(x))")).

oeG

Hence, using the L (dw)—boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal M function for all
1 < p; < oo and the fact that the measure dw is G-invariant, we conclude (4.8) from (4.14)
and (4.9). O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 < p < oo. Assume that b is a compactly supported Lipschitz function.
Then

(51) 7711_1;%0 ||C - CmHLP(dw)'—>L1’(dw) = 0.

Proof. Let r, > 1 be such that suppb C B(0,7,) and let L, > 0 be such that |b(x) — b(y)| <
Ly||x — y]| for all x,y € RY. By (3.7), it is enough to prove that there is a constant C' > 0
such that for all positive integers m such that 2™ > 2r,, f € LP(dw), and x € RY, we have

52 X |[ 060D Kix sl < CLzm Y M (o)
53 X 6o [ Kby )uly)] < Ol (L s

/ Ko(x,y)b(y) f(y)dw(y )) < Clbllze (XBo2m) ()27 + xp2m)e (XN 111 2o(d0)-

f=m+1
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Let us note that by Theorem 2.1, supp K,(x,-) € O(B(x,2%)). Hence, by (3.1) and the
doubling property of the measure dw (see (2.5)) we have

(55) Kyx,y) < C (1 " ”X;y”)_ w(B(x,29) ",

In order to prove (5.2), we use now the Lipschitz condition for b and get

_Z_ /R (b)) = b(y)) Ke(x, y)f (y)dw(y)‘
—m—1 Lb 82755 . .
<C 2 WEx) /Wx,y)) e =y eyl ) duty) < CL2" 3 M (o)

In order to prove (5.3), let us note that by (2.4), w(B(x,2%)) > 2V for all £ > 0. Hence,
from (5.5), Holder’s inequality, and the fact that supp b C B(0,r;,) we conclude that

D

l=m+1

GO vl S ( / L >)W T
> UXBo,r) X oo — = o Ay P (dw
B t O(B(x20)) W(B(x,2°))P bridw)

l=m—+1

vx) [ Kol y) () dw<y>)

RN

< CxB0m) (Bl =27 2]| £l o) -
Finally, for (5.4), we consider two cases. If ||x|| < 2™, then similarly to (5.6) we get

o0

Ko, y)b(y)f(y)dw(y)‘

N
l=m+1 R

(5.7) as 1 1/
< CxBo,2m)(x)]|b]| Lo Z /B(O | W dw(y) | f1l 22 ()

f=m+1
< CxB(0,2m) (X)|B] 2o 27N | £l £ -

Now we assume that ||x|| > 2. Recall that 2™ > 2r,. From Theorem 2.1 and the fact that
supp K; C B(0,2%), we conclude that

Ki(x,y)=0 forally € B(0,r,) and ¢ >m such that 2! < ||x]|.

Further, by (5.5) and the doubling property (2.5) of dw,

__¢
w(B(0,29))
Hence, by the fact that b is supported by B(0,7,), we obtain

|Ko(x,y)| < for all y € B(0,73) and ¢ >m such that 271 > ||x||.

3 3 (=
Ko(x,y)b(y) £ (y)d 'gc _le> ¢4y 4
2 |[ sy se 3 [ il
[P ——
< C o0 T o V) < Cr i el
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let us recall that the compactly supported Lipschitz functions form
a dense subspace in VMO. Hence, by Theorem 3.1, it suffices to show that C is a compact
operator on LP(dw) for any compactly supported Lipschitz function b. Further, thanks to
Lemma 5.1, it is enough to prove that for any compactly supported Lipschitz function b, the
commutators C,, are compact operators on LP(dw) for large enough positive integers m. To
this end, let r, > 1 be such that suppb C B(0,7,). First we note that if f is supported
by B(0,7, +2™)¢, then b- f = 0. Moreover, since supp »_,-  K,(x,-) € O(B(x,2™)) (cf.
Theorem 2.1), we have Y ,"  Ky(x,-)- f(-) =0 for all x € B(0,r,). Consequently, for all
f € LP(dw) we have

Cof ()= [ 06 = b3)) D Kk ) ) du(y) = Coulf - Xotospsam) ).

l=—m

Moreover, since supp »_ -  Ki(x,-) C O(B(x,2™)),

supp Cin(f) = supp Co(f * XB(0.5y+2m)) € B(0, 1 + 211,

Let Q = B(0,r,+2™"1). The proof now is reduced to showing that C,, is a compact operator
LP(Q, dw) — LP(, dw). The estimates (3.1) and (3.2) imply

|Cmf(x)| < CQ,mH.fHLP(Q,dw)a

Conf (x) = Con f(X)] < Comllx = X1+ | fll 2o (0.d)
for all x,x’ € RY. By the Arzeld-Ascoli theorem the set
{Cof + f € LP(Qdw), || fllLr(@,aw) < 1}

is relatively compact in C(€2) with the sup-norm. Hence it is relatively compact in LP(Q, dw),
since w((?) is finite. O
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