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Some new characterizations of BLO and Cam-
panato spaces in the Schrödinger setting

Cong Chen and Hua Wang

Dedicated to the memory of Li Xue.

Abstract. Let us consider the Schrödinger operator L = −∆ + V on
R

d with d ≥ 3, where ∆ is the Laplacian operator on R
d and the non-

negative potential V belongs to certain reverse Hölder class RHs with
s ≥ d/2. In this paper, the authors first introduce two kinds of function
spaces related to the Schrödinger operator L. A real-valued function
f ∈ L1

loc(R
d) belongs to the (BLO) space BLOρ,θ(R

d) with 0 ≤ θ < ∞
if

‖f‖BLOρ,θ
:= sup

Q

(

1+
r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|Q(x0, r)|

∫

Q(x0,r)

[

f(x)−ess inf
y∈Q

f(y)
]

dx

)

,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q = Q(x0, r) in R
d, ρ(·) is

the critical radius function in the Schrödinger context. For 0 < β < 1,
a real-valued function f ∈ L1

loc(R
d) belongs to the (Campanato) space

Cβ,∗
ρ,θ (R

d) with 0 ≤ θ < ∞ if

‖f‖
C
β,∗
ρ,θ

:= sup
B

(

1+
r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|B(x0, r)|1+β/d

∫

B(x0,r)

[

f(x)−ess inf
y∈B

f(y)
]

dx

)

,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B = B(x0, r) in R
d. Then

we establish the corresponding John–Nirenberg inequality suitable for
the space BLOρ,θ(R

d) with 0 ≤ θ < ∞ and d ≥ 3. Moreover, we give
some new characterizations of the BLO and Campanato spaces related
to L on weighted Lebesgue spaces, which is the extension of some earlier
results.
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1. Introduction

The theory of function spaces has been a central topic in modern analysis, and
new function spaces are now of increasing use in the fields such as harmonic
analysis and partial differential equations. The main purpose of this paper
is to give several characterizations for the new BLO and Campanato spaces
in the Schrödinger setting. Another purpose of this paper is to establish a
version of John–Nirenberg inequality for the new BLO space. Let d ≥ 3
be a positive integer and R

d be the d-dimensional Euclidean space, and let
V : R

d → R, d ≥ 3, be a nonnegative locally integrable function which
belongs to the reverse Hölder class RHs(R

d) with s ∈ (1,∞]. We recall that
V ∈ RHs(R

d) means that there exists a positive constant C = C(s, V ) > 0
such that the following reverse Hölder inequality

(
1

|B|

∫

B

V (y)s dy

)1/s

≤ C ·

(
1

|B|

∫

B

V (y) dy

)

holds for every ball B in R
d, with the usual modification made when s = ∞.

In particular, if V is a nonnegative polynomial, then V ∈ RH∞(Rd). Let us
consider the Schrödinger differential operator with the nonnegative potential
V .

L := −∆+ V on R
d,

where ∆ =
∑d

j=1
∂2

∂x2
j

is the standard Laplace operator on R
d. As in [36], for

any given V ∈ RHs(R
d) with s ≥ d/2 and d ≥ 3, we introduce the critical

radius function ρ(x) = ρ(x;V ) (determined by V ), which is defined by

ρ(x) := sup

{
r > 0 :

1

rd−2

∫

B(x,r)

V (y) dy ≤ 1

}
, x ∈ R

d, (1.1)

where B(x, r) denotes the open ball with the center at x and radius r. It is
well known that this auxiliary function satisfies 0 < ρ(x) < ∞ for any x ∈ R

d

under the above assumption on V (see [36]).
Throughout this paper, we will always assume that V 6≡ 0 and V ∈

RHs(R
d) with s ≥ d/2.

Example. The Schrödinger operator L = −∆+V can be viewed as a pertur-
bation of the Laplace operator.
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1. When V ≡ 1, we obtain ρ(x) = 1 for any x ∈ R
d.

2. When V (x) = |x|2 and L becomes the Hermite operator, we obtain
ρ(x) ≈ (1 + |x|)−1.

The notation X ≈ Y means that there exists a positive constant C > 0
such that 1/C ≤ X/Y ≤ C.

We need the following known result concerning the critical radius func-
tion (1.1), which was proved by Shen in [36].

Lemma 1.1 ( [36]). If V ∈ RHs(R
d) with s ≥ d/2 and d ≥ 3, then there exist

two positive constants C0 ≥ 1 and N0 > 0 such that

1

C0

(
1 +

|x− y|

ρ(x)

)−N0

≤
ρ(y)

ρ(x)
≤ C0

(
1 +

|x− y|

ρ(x)

) N0
N0+1

(1.2)

for all x, y ∈ R
d.

To state our main results, we first recall the definition of the classical
BMO space and BLO space.

A locally integrable function f on R
d is said to belong to BMO(Rd), the

space of bounded mean oscillation, if

‖f‖BMO := sup
Q

1

|Q|

∫

Q

∣∣f(x)− fQ
∣∣ dx < ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q in R
d and fQ stands for the

mean value of f over Q; that is,

fQ :=
1

|Q|

∫

Q

f(y) dy.

The space of BMO functions was first introduced by John and Nirenberg
in [25].

A locally integrable function f on R
d is said to belong to BLO(Rd), the

space of bounded lower oscillation, if there exists a constant c1 > 0 such that
for any cube Q ⊂ R

d,

1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx ≤ c1.

The minimal constant c1 as above is defined to be the BLO-constant of f
and denoted by ‖f‖BLO. The space of BLO functions was first introduced by
Coifman and Rochberg in [15]. It is easy to see that

L∞(Rd) ⊂ BLO(Rd) ⊂ BMO(Rd).

Moreover, the above inclusion relations are both strict, see [22, 23, 34] for
some examples. It is easy to verify that

‖f‖BMO ≤ 2‖f‖BLO. (1.3)
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In fact, for any cube Q ⊂ R
d,

1

|Q|

∫

Q

∣∣f(x)− fQ
∣∣ dx =

1

|Q|

∫

Q

∣∣∣f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y) + ess inf
y∈Q

f(y)− fQ

∣∣∣ dx

≤
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx+

∣∣∣ess inf
y∈Q

f(y)− fQ

∣∣∣

≤
2

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx ≤ 2‖f‖BLO,

as desired.

Remark 1.2. It should be pointed out that ‖·‖BLO is not a norm and BLO(Rd)
is not a linear space (it is a proper subspace of BMO(Rd)).

On the other hand, the classical Campanato space was studied exten-
sively in the literature, and played an important role in the study of harmonic
analysis and partial differential equations. Let 0 < β ≤ 1. A locally integrable
function f is said to belong to the Campanato space Cβ(Rd) if

‖f‖Cβ := sup
B

1

|B|1+β/d

∫

B

∣∣f(x)− fB
∣∣ dx < ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B in R
d and fB stands for the

mean value of f over B. The Campanato space Cβ(Rd) was first introduced
by Campanato in [12]. In 2007, motivated by the definition of the space
BLO(Rd), Hu–Meng–Yang introduced the following space Cβ,∗(Rd), which is
a subspace of Cβ(Rd). Let 0 < β ≤ 1. A locally integrable function f is said
to belong to Cβ,∗(Rd) if there exists a positive constant c2 > 0 such that for
any ball B ⊂ R

d,

1

|B|1+β/d

∫

B

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
dx ≤ c2.

The minimal constant c2 as above is defined to be the Cβ,∗-constant of f and
denoted by ‖f‖Cβ,∗.

Remark 1.3. 1. As in (1.3), we also have that

Cβ,∗(Rd) ⊂ Cβ(Rd) & ‖f‖Cβ ≤ 2‖f‖Cβ,∗.

2. We point out that ‖ · ‖Cβ,∗ is not a norm and Cβ,∗(Rd) is not a linear
space (it is a proper subspace of Cβ(Rd)).

In 2011, Bongioanni–Harboure–Salinas [3] introduced a new class of
function spaces (see also [2]). According to [3], the new BMO space BMOρ,∞(Rd)
is defined by

BMOρ,∞(Rd) :=
⋃

θ>0

BMOρ,θ(R
d),

where for any fixed 0 < θ < ∞ the space BMOρ,θ(R
d) is defined to be the

set of all locally integrable functions f satisfying

1

|Q(x0, r)|

∫

Q(x0,r)

∣∣f(x)− fQ
∣∣ dx ≤ C1 ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

, (1.4)
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for all x0 ∈ R
d and r ∈ (0,∞), fQ denotes the mean value of f on Q(x0, r).

A norm for f ∈ BMOρ,θ(R
d), denoted by ‖f‖BMOρ,θ

, is given by the infimum
of the constants satisfying (1.4), after identifying functions that differ by a
constant, or equivalently,

‖f‖BMOρ,θ
:= sup

Q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|Q(x0, r)|

∫

Q(x0,r)

∣∣f(x)− fQ
∣∣ dx

)
,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q = Q(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R
d

and r ∈ (0,∞). Note that if we let θ = 0 in (1.4), we obtain the classical
(John–Nirenberg) BMO space. Define

BMOρ,θ(R
d) :=

{
f ∈ L1

loc(R
d) : ‖f‖BMOρ,θ

< ∞
}
.

With the above definition in mind, one has

BMO(Rd) ⊂ BMOρ,θ1(R
d) ⊂ BMOρ,θ2(R

d)

whenever 0 < θ1 < θ2 < ∞, and hence

BMO(Rd) ⊂ BMOρ,∞(Rd).

Moreover, it can be shown that the classical BMO space is properly contained
in BMOρ,∞(Rd) (see [2, 3, 43] for more examples).

A classical result due to John and Nirenberg in the 1960’s(also known as
the John–Nirenberg inequality) states that there exist two positive constants
C1 and C2 such that for every cube Q = Q(x0, r) in R

d and every λ > 0, we
have (see [25])

∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q : |f(x)− fQ| > λ

}∣∣∣ ≤ C1|Q| exp

{
−

C2λ

‖f‖BMO

}
,

when f ∈ BMO(Rd).
In 2015, Tang proved a version of John–Nirenberg inequality suitable

for the new BMO space BMOρ,θ(R
d) with θ > 0. His proof can be found

in [43, Proposition 4.2].

Lemma 1.4 ( [43]). If f ∈ BMOρ,θ(R
d) with 0 < θ < ∞, then there exist two

positive constants C1 and C2 such that for every cube Q = Q(x0, r) in R
d

and every λ > 0, we have

∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q : |f(x)−fQ| > λ

}∣∣∣ ≤ C1|Q| exp

{
−

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ
C2λ

‖f‖BMOρ,θ

}
,

where N0 is the constant appearing in Lemma 1.1.

In 2014, Liu–Sheng introduced a new class of function spaces which is
larger than the classical Campanato space. According to [28], for 0 < θ < ∞

and 0 ≤ β ≤ 1, the space Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d) is defined to be the set of all locally
integrable functions f satisfying

1

|B(x0, r)|1+β/d

∫

B(x0,r)

∣∣f(x)− fB
∣∣ dx ≤ C2 ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

, (1.5)
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for all x0 ∈ R
d and r ∈ (0,∞), fB denotes the mean value of f on B(x0, r).

The infimum of the constants satisfying (1.5) is defined to be the norm of

f ∈ Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d) and denoted by ‖f‖Cβ

ρ,θ

, or equivalently,

‖f‖Cβ

ρ,θ

:= sup
B

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|B(x0, r)|1+β/d

∫

B(x0,r)

∣∣f(x)− fB
∣∣ dx

)
,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B = B(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R
d and

r ∈ (0,∞).

Remark 1.5. Some special cases:

1. Note that if θ = 0 in (1.5), then Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d) is exactly the classical Cam-

panato space Cβ(Rd)(see, for instance, [12, 24]);

2. Note that if β = 0 and 0 < θ < ∞ in (1.5), then Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d) is exactly the

above space BMOρ,θ(R
d) introduced by Bongioanni–Harboure–Salinas

in [3].

Define

Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d) :=
{
f ∈ L1

loc(R
d) : ‖f‖Cβ

ρ,θ

< ∞
}
.

Since [1 + r/ρ(x0)]
θ ≥ 1, it is obvious that

Cβ(Rd) ⊂ Cβ
ρ,θ1

(Rd) ⊂ Cβ
ρ,θ2

(Rd)

whenever 0 < θ1 < θ2 < ∞. Then we write

Cβ
ρ,∞(Rd) :=

⋃

θ>0

Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d). & Cβ(Rd) ⊂ Cβ
ρ,∞(Rd).

Motivated by the definition of BLO(Rd) and Cβ,∗(Rd), we now intro-

duce the following spaces BLOρ,θ(R
d) and Cβ,∗

ρ,θ (R
d) related to Schrödinger

operators.

Definition 1.6. Let θ ∈ [0,∞). A locally integrable function f is said to belong
to the space BLOρ,θ(R

d), if there exists a positive constant C1 > 0 such that
for any cube Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂ R

d,

1

|Q(x0, r)|

∫

Q(x0,r)

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx ≤ C1 ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

. (1.6)

The infimum of the constants C1 satisfying (1.6) is defined to be the BLOρ,θ-
constant of f and denoted by ‖f‖BLOρ,θ

, that is,

‖f‖BLOρ,θ
:= sup

Q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|Q(x0, r)|

∫

Q(x0,r)

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

)
,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q = Q(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R
d and

r ∈ (0,∞).
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Definition 1.7. Let β ∈ (0, 1] and θ ∈ [0,∞). A locally integrable function f

is said to belong to the space Cβ,∗
ρ,θ (R

d), if there exists some constant C2 > 0

such that for any ball B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R
d,

1

|B(x0, r)|1+β/d

∫

B(x0,r)

[
f(x) − ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
dx ≤ C2 ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

. (1.7)

The infimum of the constants C2 satisfying (1.7) is defined to be the Cβ,∗
ρ,θ -

constant of f and denoted by ‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ

, that is,

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ

:= sup
B

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|B(x0, r)|1+β/d

∫

B(x0,r)

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
dx

)
,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B = B(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R
d and

r ∈ (0,∞).

Adapting the arguments in [18, p.123] and [20, p.124], we can also prove
the following variant of John–Nirenberg inequality: if f ∈ BLO(Rd), then
there exist two positive constants C3 and C4 such that for every cube Q and
every λ > 0, we have (see [44])

∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣ ≤ C3|Q| exp

{
−

C4λ

‖f‖BLO

}
.

Inspired by these results, we will establish a version of John–Nirenberg in-
equality with precise constants for the space BLOρ,θ(R

d) related to Schrödinger
operators. That is, if f ∈ BLOρ,θ(R

d) with 0 < θ < ∞, then there exist two

positive constants C3 and C4 such that for every cube Q = Q(x0, r) and
every λ > 0, we have

∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣

≤ C3|Q| exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ
C4λ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

}
,

where N0 is the constant appearing in Lemma 1.1. Based on this result,
the goal of this paper is to give some new characterizations for the space
BLOρ,θ(R

d) with 0 < θ < ∞. Moreover, we also establish similar results for

the space Cβ,∗
ρ,θ (R

d) with 0 < β ≤ 1 and 0 < θ < ∞.

2. Notations and preliminaries

A weight will always mean a non-negative function ω on R
d which is locally

integrable. For a Lebesgue measurable set E ⊂ R
d and a weight ω, we use

the notation |E| to denote the Lebesgue measure of E and ω(E) to denote
the weighted measure of E,

ω(E) :=

∫

E

ω(x) dx.
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In the sequel, for any positive number γ > 0, we denote ωγ(x) := ω(x)γ by
convention. For a measurable set E ⊂ R

d, we let

ωγ(E) = (ωγ)(E) :=

∫

E

ωγ(x) dx.

For any given ball B = B(x0, r) and λ ∈ (0,∞), we will write λB for the
λ-dilate ball, which is the ball with the same center x0 and radius λr; that is
λB = B(x0, λr). Similarly, Q(x0, r) denotes the cube centered at x0 and with
the sidelength r. Here and in what follows, only cubes with sides parallel to
the coordinate axes are considered, and λQ = Q(x0, λr). Let us recall two
classes of weights that are given in terms of the critical radius function (1.1).
As in [1] (see also [2]), we say that a weight ω belongs to the class Aρ,θ

p (Rd)
for 1 < p < ∞ and 0 < θ < ∞, if there is a positive constant C > 0 such
that for all balls B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R

d with x0 ∈ R
d and r ∈ (0,∞),

(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x) dx

)1/p(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)−p′/p dx

)1/p′

≤ C ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

,

where p′ = p/(p− 1) denotes the conjugate exponent of p, namely, 1/p +
1/p′ = 1. For p = 1 and 0 < θ < ∞, we also say that a weight ω belongs to

the class Aρ,θ
1 (Rd), if there is a positive constant C > 0 such that for all balls

B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R
d with x0 ∈ R

d and r ∈ (0,∞),

1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x) dx ≤ C ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

ess inf
x∈B

ω(x).

Since

1 ≤

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1

≤

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ2

(2.1)

whenever 0 < θ1 < θ2 < ∞, then for given p with 1 ≤ p < ∞, by definition,
we have

Ap(R
d) ⊂ Aρ,θ1

p (Rd) ⊂ Aρ,θ2
p (Rd),

where Ap(R
d) denotes the classical Muckenhoupt class (see [30] and [13]).

For any given 1 ≤ p < ∞, as the classes Aρ,θ
p (Rd) increase with respect to θ,

it is natural to define

Aρ,∞
p (Rd) :=

⋃

θ>0

Aρ,θ
p (Rd).

Consequently, one has the inclusion relation

Ap(R
d) ⊂ Aρ,∞

p (Rd), 1 ≤ p < ∞.

However, the converse is not true, it is easy to check that the above inclusion
is strict. In fact, if ω ∈ Ap(R

d) for some p ≥ 1, then ω(x) dx is a doubling
measure (see [18] and [19]), i.e., there exists a universal constant C > 0 such
that for any ball B in R

d,

ω(2B) ≤ Cω(B).
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If ω ∈ Aρ,θ
p (Rd) for some p ≥ 1 and θ > 0, then ω(x) dxmay not be a doubling

measure. For example, the weight

ωγ(x) = (1 + |x|)γ ∈ Aρ,θ
p (Rd) for any γ > d(p− 1),

provided that V ≡ 1 and ρ(·) ≡ 1. It is easy to see that such choice of
ωγ yields ωγ(x) dx is not a doubling measure, hence it does not belong to
Aq(R

d) for any 1 ≤ q < ∞. The situation is more complicated. We can define
(generalized) doubling classes of weights adapted to the Schrödinger context,
see [9] and [10], for example. In addition, for some fixed θ > 0, we have the
following inclusion relations (see [43])

Aρ,θ
1 (Rd) ⊂ Aρ,θ

p1
(Rd) ⊂ Aρ,θ

p2
(Rd),

whenever 1 ≤ p1 < p2 < ∞. As in the classical Muckenhoupt theory, we
define the Aρ,θ

p characteristic constants of ω as follows:

[ω]Aρ,θ
p

:= sup
B⊂Rd

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x) dx

)1/p(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)−p′/p dx

)1/p′

,

for 1 < p < ∞, and

[ω]Aρ,θ
1

:= sup
B⊂Rd

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x) dx

)(
ess inf
x∈B

ω(x)

)−1

,

for p = 1, where the supremum is taken over all balls B = B(x0, r) in R
d.

In view of (2.1), we can see that if ω ∈ Aρ,θ1
p (Rd) with 1 ≤ p < ∞ and

0 ≤ θ1 < ∞, then for any θ1 < θ2 < ∞, we have

ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p (Rd) & [ω]

A
ρ,θ2
p

≤ [ω]
A

ρ,θ1
p

.

Hence, for any given ω ∈ Aρ,∞
p (Rd) with 1 ≤ p < ∞, we let

θ∗ := inf
{
θ > 0 : ω ∈ Aρ,θ

p (Rd)
}
.

Now define the Aρ,∞
p characteristic constant of ω by

[ω]Aρ,∞
p

:= [ω]
Aρ,θ∗

p
.

Remark 2.1. 1. It is well known that Muckenhoupt Ap weights can be
characterized by the weighted Lp boundedness of the Hardy–Littlewood
maximal operator and the Hilbert transform. For any given θ > 0, let
us introduce the (Hardy–Littlewood type) maximal operator which is
given in terms of the critical radius function (1.1).

Mρ,θf(x) := sup
r>0

(
1 +

r

ρ(x)

)−θ
1

|B(x, r)|

∫

B(x,r)

|f(y)| dy, x ∈ R
d.

The new classes Aρ,∞
p (Rd) are closely related to the family of maximal

operators Mρ,θ.
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2. Observe that a weight ω belongs to the class Aρ,∞
1 (Rd) adapted to the

Schrödinger operator L if and only if there exists a positive number
θ > 0 such that

Mρ,θ(ω)(x) ≤ C · ω(x), for a.e. x ∈ R
d,

where the constant C > 0 is independent of ω. Moreover, as in the classi-
cal setting, the classes of weights adapted to the Schrödinger operator L
are characterized by the weighted Lp boundedness of the corresponding
maximal operators. Let 1 < p < ∞. It can be shown that ω ∈ Aρ,∞

p (Rd)
if and only if there exists a positive number θ > 0 such that Mρ,θ is
bounded on Lp(ω) (see [6] and [7], for example).

3. For the quantitative weighted estimates of the maximal operator Mρ,θ

with θ > 0(the sharp Aρ,θ
p bounds, which means the exponent of the

characteristic constant [ω]Aρ,θ
p

is the best possible), see [27] and [49].

As in [43] (see also [11] and [46]), we say that a weight ω is in the class
Aρ,θ

p,q(R
d) for 1 < p, q < ∞ and 0 < θ < ∞, if there exists a positive constant

C > 0 such that
(

1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)q dx

)1/q(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)−p′

dx

)1/p′

≤ C ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

holds for all balls B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R
d. For the case p = 1, we also say that

a weight ω is in the class Aρ,θ
1,q(R

d) for 1 < q < ∞ and 0 < θ < ∞, if there
exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

ess inf
x∈B

ω(x)

holds for all balls B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R
d. As before, we define the Aρ,θ

p,q charac-
teristic constants of ω as follows:

[ω]Aρ,θ
p,q

:= sup
B⊂Rd

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)q dx

)1/q(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)−p′

dx

)1/p′

,

for 1 < p, q < ∞, and

[ω]Aρ,θ
1,q

:= sup
B⊂Rd

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|B|

∫

B

ω(x)q dx

)1/q(
ess inf
x∈B

ω(x)

)−1

,

for p = 1 and 1 < q < ∞. In view of (2.1), for any 1 ≤ p, q < ∞, we find that

Ap,q(R
d) ⊂ Aρ,θ1

p,q (Rd) ⊂ Aρ,θ2
p,q (Rd),

whenever 0 ≤ θ1 < θ2 < ∞, and

[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

≤ [ω]
A

ρ,θ1
p,q

.

Here Ap,q(R
d) denotes the classical Muckenhoupt–Wheeden class (see [32]).

Correspondingly, for 1 ≤ p, q < ∞, we define

Aρ,∞
p,q (Rd) :=

⋃

θ>0

Aρ,θ
p,q(R

d).
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Obviously, for any fixed θ > 0,

Ap,q(R
d) ⊂ Aρ,θ

p,q(R
d) ⊂ Aρ,∞

p,q (Rd), 1 ≤ p, q < ∞.

As before, for any given ω ∈ Aρ,∞
p,q (Rd) with 1 ≤ p, q < ∞, we let

θ∗∗ := inf
{
θ > 0 : ω ∈ Aρ,θ

p,q(R
d)
}
.

Now define the Aρ,∞
p,q characteristic constant of ω by

[ω]Aρ,∞
p,q

:= [ω]
Aρ,θ∗∗

p,q
.

Remark 2.2. A few additional remarks are in order.

1. Let us mention that in the definitions of both classes of weightsAρ,∞
p (Rd)

and Aρ,∞
p,q (Rd), we can replace a ball B(x, r) by a cube Q(x, t) centered

at x with side length t, due to (1.2).
2. For more results about weighted norm inequalities of various integral

operators in harmonic analysis (such as first or second order Riesz–
Schrödinger transforms, Schrödinger type singular integrals, fractional
integrals associated to the Schrödinger operator L, etc.), one can see
[1–11, 42, 43, 45, 46]. Moreover, the quantitative weighted estimates for
some operators such as the fractional maximal and integral operators,
and Littlewood–Paley functions were recently obtained in [27] and [49].

Throughout this paper, the letter C stands for a positive constant which
may vary from line to line. Constants with subscripts, such as C0, do not
change in different occurrences.

3. Technical lemmas

In this section, let us first set up two auxiliary lemmas. The auxiliary function
ρ(x) has many useful properties, the fundamental one is listed in Lemma 1.1.
This result implies, in particular, that when x ∈ B(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R

d and
r ∈ (0,∞),

1 +
r

ρ(x)
≤ C0 ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)N0+1

, (3.1)

where C0 ≥ 1 is the constant appearing in (1.2). In fact, this estimate has
been obtained in the literature (see [8, Lemma 1] and [10, Lemma 2]), for
the convenience of the reader, we give its proof here. By the left-hand side of
(1.2), we can see that for any x ∈ B(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R

d and r ∈ (0,∞),

1

ρ(x)
≤ C0 ·

1

ρ(x0)

(
1 +

|x− x0|

ρ(x0)

)N0

< C0 ·
1

ρ(x0)

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)N0

.

From this, it follows that (since C0 ≥ 1)

1 +
r

ρ(x)
≤ 1 + C0 ·

r

ρ(x0)

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)N0

≤ C0 ·

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)N0+1

,

as desired.
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Similar to the classical Muckenhoupt weights, there are some basic prop-
erties for Aρ,θ

p (Rd) classes of weights. The following important property for

Aρ,θ
p weights with 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 0 < θ < ∞ was first given by Bongioanni–

Harboure–Salinas in [1, Lemma 5].

Lemma 3.1 ( [1]). If ω ∈ Aρ,θ
p (Rd) with 0 < θ < ∞ and 1 ≤ p < ∞, then

there exist positive constants ǫ > 0, η > 1 and C > 0 such that
(

1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x)1+ǫdx

) 1
1+ǫ

≤ C ·

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x) dx

)(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η

(3.2)

holds for every cube Q = Q(x0, r) in R
d.

Remark 3.2. The constant C > 0 in Lemma 3.1 depends on p, d and the Aρ,θ
p

characteristic constant of ω, the positive number ǫ in Lemma 3.1 comes from
the classical proof for Ap weights in [18, Theorem 7.4], and η is a positive
constant greater than 1, which can be chosen as follows.

η := θp+ (θ + d)
pN0

N0 + 1
+ (N0 + 1)

dǫ

1 + ǫ
> 1.

As a direct consequence of Lemma 3.1, we can prove the following result,
which provides us the comparison between the Lebesgue measure of the subset
E of Rd and its weighted measure ω(E).

Lemma 3.3. If ω ∈ Aρ,θ
p (Rd) with 0 < θ < ∞ and 1 ≤ p < ∞, then there

exist two positive numbers 0 < δ < 1 and η > 1 such that for any cube
Q = Q(x0, r) in R

d,

ω(E)

ω(Q)
≤ C ·

(
|E|

|Q|

)δ(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η

(3.3)

holds for any measurable subset E contained in Q, where C > 0 is a constant
which does not depend on E nor on Q, and η is given as in Lemma 3.1.

Proof. For any given cube Q = Q(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R
d and r ∈ (0,∞),

suppose that E ⊂ Q, then by Hölder’s inequality with exponent 1 + ǫ and
(3.2), we can deduce that

ω(E) =

∫

Q

χE(x) · ω(x) dx

≤

(∫

Q

ω(x)1+ǫdx

) 1
1+ǫ

(∫

Q

χE(x)
1+ǫ
ǫ dx

) ǫ
1+ǫ

≤ C · |Q|
1

1+ǫ

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x) dx

)(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η

|E|
ǫ

1+ǫ

= C ·

(
|E|

|Q|

) ǫ
1+ǫ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η

ω(Q).

This gives (3.3) with δ = ǫ/(1 + ǫ). Here the characteristic function of the
set E is denoted by χE . �
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The following result gives the relationship between these two classes of
weights, Aρ,∞

p (Rd) and Aρ,∞
p,q (Rd), which can be found in [46] and [47].

Lemma 3.4 ( [46, 47]). Suppose that 1 ≤ p < q < ∞. Then the following
statements are true.

1. If p > 1 and 0 < θ < ∞, then ω ∈ Aρ,θ
p,q(R

d) implies that ωq ∈ Aρ,θ̃
t (Rd)

with

t := 1 + q/p′ and θ̃ := θ ·
1

1/q + 1/p′
.

2. If p = 1 and 0 < θ < ∞, then ω ∈ Aρ,θ
1,q(R

d) implies that ωq ∈ Aρ,θ∗

1 (Rd)
with

θ∗ := θ · q.

4. Known results

In this section, we will present some relevant results concerning character-
izations of several function spaces in the literature. As we mentioned in
the introduction, the celebrated John–Nirenberg inequality states that if
f ∈ BMO(Rd), then for any cube Q in R

d and for any λ > 0,
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q : |f(x)− fQ| > λ

}∣∣∣ ≤ C1|Q| exp

{
−

C2λ

‖f‖BMO

}
,

where C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 are two universal constants (see [25] and [18]). The
John–Nirenberg inequality shows that any BMO function is exponentially
integrable. As a consequence of this estimate and Hölder’s inequality, we can
obtain an equivalent norm on BMO(Rd), see [18, Corollary 6.12], for example.

Proposition 4.1 ( [18]). For 1 ≤ s < ∞, define

‖f‖BMOs := sup
Q⊂Rd

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

|f(x)− fQ|
s dx

)1/s

.

Then we have (when s = 1, we write ‖ · ‖BMOs = ‖ · ‖BMO)

‖f‖BMOs ≈ ‖f‖BMO,

for each 1 < s < ∞.

Now we define

BMOs(Rd) :=
{
f ∈ L1

loc(R
d) : ‖f‖BMOs < ∞

}
, 1 ≤ s < ∞.

This result tells us that for all 1 ≤ s < ∞, the spaces BMOs(Rd) coincide,
and the norms ‖ · ‖BMOs are mutually equivalent with respect to different
values of s.

We can extend this result to the weighted case. For each ω ∈ A∞(Rd) :=
∪1≤p<∞Ap(R

d), we denote by BMO(ω) the set of all locally integrable func-
tions f on R

d such that

‖f‖BMO(ω) := sup
Q⊂Rd

1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

|f(x) − fω,Q|ω(x) dx < ∞,
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where

fω,Q :=
1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

f(x)ω(x) dx.

In 1976, Muckenhoupt and Wheeden proved that a function f is in the
space BMO(Rd) if and only if f is in the space BMO(ω) (bounded mean
oscillation with respect to ω), provided that ω ∈ A∞(Rd), one can see [31,
Theorem 5].

Proposition 4.2 ( [31]). For each ω ∈ A∞(Rd), then we have BMO(Rd) =
BMO(ω) and (the norms are mutually equivalent)

‖f‖BMO(ω) ≈ ‖f‖BMO.

In 2011, Ho further proved the following result by using Hölder’s inequal-
ity, the John–Nirenberg inequality and relevant properties of A∞ weights,
see [21, Theorem 3.1].

Proposition 4.3 ( [21]). For all 1 ≤ s < ∞ and ω ∈ As(R
d), then f ∈

BMO(Rd) if and only if

sup
Q⊂Rd

(
1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

|f(x) − fQ|
sω(x) dx

)1/s

< ∞.

By using similar arguments, we can prove a version of John–Nirenberg
inequality suitable for the BLO spaces (see, for instance, [44, Lemma 2.1]).

∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣ ≤ C3|Q| exp

{
−

C4λ

‖f‖BLO

}
. (4.1)

Here C3 and C4 are two absolute constants. There is an analogue of Propo-
sition 4.3 for the space BLO(Rd). Based on the estimate (4.1), we further
obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.4. For all 1 ≤ s < ∞ and ω ∈ As(R
d), then f ∈ BLO(Rd) if

and only if

sup
Q⊂Rd

(
1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]s
ω(x) dx

)1/s

< ∞.

This result was first given by Wang–Zhou–Teng in 2018 (to the best of
our knowledge), see [44, Theorem 3.1].

Moreover, there are many works about the characterizations of classical
BMO and BLO spaces, one can see [14,15,26,29,39] and the references therein.
For the boundedness properties of some operators in BMO and BLO spaces,
see [22, 23, 34]. On the other hand, we have the following characterization of
classical Campanato spaces, which can be found in [35, Lemma 1.5] and [24,
Theorem 2].

Proposition 4.5 ( [24, 35]). For 1 ≤ s < ∞ and 0 < β < 1, define

‖f‖Cβ,s := sup
B⊂Rd

1

|B|β/d

(
1

|B|

∫

B

|f(x)− fB|
s dx

)1/s

,
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and

‖f‖Lipβ
:= sup

x,y∈Rd,x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|

|x− y|β
.

Then we have (when s = 1, we denote ‖ · ‖Cβ,s = ‖ · ‖Cβ )

‖f‖Cβ,s ≈ ‖f‖Cβ ≈ ‖f‖Lipβ
,

for each 1 < s < ∞.

As before, we also define

Cβ,s(Rd) :=
{
f ∈ L1

loc(R
d) : ‖f‖Cβ,s < ∞

}
.

Proposition 4.5 now tells us that for all 1 ≤ s < ∞, the spaces Cβ,s(Rd)
coincide, and the norms ‖·‖Cβ,s are equivalent with respect to different values
of s.

Remark 4.6. 1. We mention that this result leads to a generalization of
the classical Sobolev embedding theorem. It is also well known that
Lip1/p−1(R

d) is the dual space of Hardy space Hp(Rd) when 0 < p < 1,

and Lip0(R
d) = BMO(Rd) is the dual space of Hardy space H1(Rd),

see [18–20].
2. There are some other characterizations of Campanato and Lipschitz

spaces, which have been obtained by several authors. For instance, we
can give some new characterizations of Campanato and Lipschitz spaces
via the boundedness of commutators (such as Calderón–Zygmund sin-
gular integral operators and fractional integrals). We can also obtain
Littlewood–Paley characterizations of Lipschitz spaces using the Littlewood–
Paley theory. For further details, we refer the reader to [16, 17, 19, 35,
37, 38] and the references therein.

3. For the weighted version of Campanato spaces, see [41] and [48] for ex-
ample. For more general results in the context of spaces of homogeneous
type, see [33] and [40] for example.

It is natural to consider the same problems (characterizations of function
spaces) in the Schrödinger context. Concerning the BMO and Campanato
spaces related to Schrödinger operators with nonnegative potentials, we can
obtain the following conclusions.

Proposition 4.7. Let 0 < θ < ∞ and 1 ≤ s < ∞. If f ∈ BMOρ,θ(R
d), then

there exists a positive constant C > 0 such that
(

1

|Q|

∫

Q

|f(x)− fQ|
s dx

)1/s

≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

‖f‖BMOρ,θ

holds for every cube Q = Q(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R
d and r > 0, where N0 is the

constant appearing in Lemma 1.1.

This result was first proved by Bongioanni–Harboure–Salinas in 2011,
see [3, Proposition 3].
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Lemma 4.8 ( [28]). If f ∈ Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d) with 0 < β < 1 and 0 < θ < ∞, then
there exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

|f(x)− f(y)|

|x− y|β
≤ C‖f‖Cβ

ρ,θ

(
1 +

|x− y|

ρ(x)
+

|x− y|

ρ(y)

)θ

holds true for all x, y ∈ R
d with x 6= y. Conversely, if there is a positive

constant C > 0 such that for any x, y ∈ R
d with x 6= y,

|f(x) − f(y)|

|x− y|β
≤ C

(
1 +

|x− y|

ρ(x)
+

|x− y|

ρ(y)

)θ

holds for some θ > 0 and 0 < β < 1, then f ∈ Cβ
ρ,(N0+1)θ(R

d).

Proposition 4.9. Let 0 < θ < ∞ and 1 ≤ s < ∞. If f ∈ Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d) with
0 < β < 1, then there exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

1

|B|β/d

(
1

|B|

∫

B

|f(x)− fB|
s dx

)1/s

≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

‖f‖Lipρ,θ

β

holds for every ball B = B(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R
d and r > 0, where N0 is the

constant appearing in Lemma 1.1.

This result was first given by Liu–Sheng in 2014, see [28, Proposition
3].

From the above overview, we can see that there are many problems

to be studied in the new spaces BLOρ,θ(R
d) and Cβ,∗

ρ,θ (R
d). One is naturally

led to ask whether it is possible to obtain a variant of the John–Nirenberg
inequality for the space BLOρ,θ(R

d). In this paper we give a positive answer
to this problem. Moreover, we give several results about characterizations
for BLO space and Campanato space related to the Schrödinger operator
L = −∆ + V . This is a continuation of the previous work by the authors
in [47].

As already mentioned in the introduction, the harmonic analysis arising
from the Schrödinger operator L = −∆+ V is based on the use of a related
critical radius function, which was introduced by Shen in [36]. In this frame-
work, to show our main results, we rely on a version of the John–Nirenberg
inequality for the space BLOρ,θ(R

d)(see Lemma 5.1 below), a pointwise esti-

mate for the function f ∈ Cβ
ρ,θ(R

d)(see Lemma 4.8 above), and some related
properties of classes of weights adapted to the Schrödinger operator L.

5. John–Nirenberg type inequalities for the new spaces

In this section, we are concerned with the John–Nirenberg type inequality
with precise constants suitable for the BLOρ,θ spaces and relevant properties.
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Lemma 5.1. If f ∈ BLOρ,θ(R
d) with 0 < θ < ∞, then there exist two positive

constants C1 and C2 such that for every cube Q = Q(x0, r) and every λ > 0,
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣

≤ C1|Q| exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ
C2λ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

}
,

(5.1)

where N0 is the constant appearing in Lemma 1.1. More specifically, we may
choose

C1 = e and C2 =
1

Cθ
02

de
.

Proof. Some ideas of the proof of this lemma come from [18] and [20]. The
proof has five main steps.

Step 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ‖f‖BLOρ,θ
= 1

with 0 < θ < ∞. Note that
(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

≥ 1, for any θ > 0.

If λ ≤ 1, then the inequality (5.1) holds true by choosing C1 = e and C2 = 1.
Now we suppose that λ > 1. Then for each fixed cube Q = Q(x0, r), we can
apply the Calderón–Zygmund decomposition to the function f(x)−ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

inside the cube Q. Let σ > 1 be a positive constant to be fixed below. Since
(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

)
≤ ‖f‖BLOρ,θ

= 1 < σ,

we then follow the same argument(the so-called stopping time argument) as
in the proof of [20, Theorem 7.1.6] to obtain a collection of (pairwise disjoint)

cubes {Q
(1)
j }j satisfying the following properties:

(A)-1. The interior of every cube Q
(1)
j is contained in Q;

(B)-1. σ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

<
1

|Q
(1)
j |

∫

Q
(1)
j

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx ≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

;

(C)-1. 0 ≤ ess inf
y∈Q

(1)
j

f(y)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y) ≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

;

(D)-1.
∑

j

∣∣Q(1)
j

∣∣ ≤ |Q|

σ
;

(E)-1. f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y) ≤ σ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

, a.e. x ∈ Q \
⋃

j

Q
(1)
j .

We prove these properties (A)-1 through (E)-1. Obviously, properties (A)-1

and (B)-1 hold by the selection criterion of the cubes Q
(1)
j (viewed as the first
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generation of Q). Since Q
(1)
j ⊂ Q and

ess inf
y∈Q

(1)
j

f(y) =
1

|Q
(1)
j |

∫

Q
(1)
j

ess inf
y∈Q

(1)
j

f(y) dx

≤
1

|Q
(1)
j |

∫

Q
(1)
j

f(x) dx = f
Q

(1)
j

,

we get

0 ≤ ess inf
y∈Q

(1)
j

f(y)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y)

≤
1

|Q
(1)
j |

∫

Q
(1)
j

f(x) dx− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y)

=
1

|Q
(1)
j |

∫

Q
(1)
j

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

,

where in the last inequality we have used (B)-1. Because the cubes Q
(1)
j are

pairwise disjoint, then it follows from (B)-1 that

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ ∑

j

∣∣Q(1)
j

∣∣ < 1

σ

∑

j

∫

Q
(1)
j

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

=
1

σ

∫
⋃

j Q
(1)
j

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

≤
1

σ

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

≤
|Q|

σ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

.

This is equivalent to (D)-1. (E)-1 is a consequence of the Lebesgue differen-
tiation theorem.

Step 2. We now fix a selected cube Q
(1)
j′ (first generation) and apply the

same Calderón–Zygmund decomposition to the function f(x) − ess inf
y∈Q

(1)

j′

f(y)

inside the cube Q
(1)
j′ . Also repeat this process for any other cube of the first

generation. Let Q
(1)
j′ = Q(x1, r1) be the cube centered at x1 and with side

length r1. Observe that

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)−θ(
1

|Q
(1)
j′ |

∫

Q
(1)

j′

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
(1)

j′

f(y)
]
dx

)
≤ ‖f‖BLOρ,θ

= 1 < σ.
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Arguing as in Step 1, we obtain a collection of (pairwise disjoint) cubes

{Q
(2)
j }j satisfying the following properties:

(A)-2. The interior of every cube Q
(2)
j is contained in a unique cube Q

(1)
j′ ;

(B)-2. σ

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

<
1

|Q
(2)
j |

∫

Q
(2)
j

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
(1)

j′

f(y)
]
dx ≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

;

(C)-2. 0 ≤ ess inf
y∈Q

(2)
j

f(y)− ess inf
y∈Q

(1)

j′

f(y) ≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

;

(D)-2.
∑

j

∣∣Q(2)
j

∣∣ ≤ 1

σ

∑

j′

∣∣Q(1)
j′

∣∣;

(E)-2. f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

(1)

j′

f(y) ≤ σ

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

, a.e. x ∈ Q
(1)
j′ \

⋃

j

Q
(2)
j .

In fact, it is clear that properties (A)-2 and (B)-2 hold by the selection

criterion of the cubes Q
(2)
j (viewed as the second generation of Q). Since

Q
(2)
j ⊂ Q

(1)
j′ and

ess inf
y∈Q

(2)
j

f(y) =
1

|Q
(2)
j |

∫

Q
(2)
j

ess inf
y∈Q

(2)
j

f(y) dx ≤
1

|Q
(2)
j |

∫

Q
(2)
j

f(x) dx,

so we have

0 ≤ ess inf
y∈Q

(2)
j

f(y)− ess inf
y∈Q

(1)

j′

f(y) ≤
1

|Q
(2)
j |

∫

Q
(2)
j

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
(1)

j′

f(y)
]
dx

≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

,

due to property (B)-2. By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, (E)-2 holds.

It remains only to study the last property (D)-2. Notice that the cubes Q
(2)
j

are also pairwise disjoint and each selected cube Q
(2)
j is contained in a unique

cube Q
(1)
j′ , we can deduce that

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ ∑

j

∣∣Q(2)
j

∣∣ < 1

σ

∑

j

∫

Q
(2)
j

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
(1)

j′

f(y)
]
dx

≤
1

σ

∑

j′

∫

Q
(1)

j′

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
(1)

j′

f(y)
]
dx

≤
1

σ

∑

j′

∣∣Q(1)
j′

∣∣
(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

=
1

σ

∑

j′

∣∣Q(1)
j′

∣∣
(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

.
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This is just the desired estimate. Summarizing the estimates derived above((E)-
2 and (C)-1), we can deduce that

f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y) = f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

(1)

j′

f(y) + ess inf
y∈Q

(1)

j′

f(y)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y)

≤ σ

(
1 +

r1
ρ(x1)

)θ

+ 2dσ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

≤ σ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x1)

)θ

+ 2dσ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

, a.e. x ∈ Q
(1)
j′ \

⋃

j

Q
(2)
j .

This estimate, together with (3.1), implies that for almost every x ∈ Q
(1)
j′ \

⋃
j Q

(2)
j ,

f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y) ≤ Cθ
0σ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

+ 2dσ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

≤
(
Cθ

0 + 2d
)
σ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

,

which, combined with (E)-1, yields that for almost every x ∈ Q \
⋃

j Q
(2)
j ,

f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y) ≤
(
Cθ

0 + 2d
)
σ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

≤ Cθ
02σ · 2d

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

.

Moreover, from (D)-1 and (D)-2, we conclude that

∑

j

∣∣Q(2)
j

∣∣ ≤ 1

σ

∑

j′

∣∣Q(1)
j′

∣∣ ≤ |Q|

σ2
.

Step 3. We repeat this process indefinitely to obtain a collection of cubes

{Q
(k)
j }j satisfying the following properties:

(A)-k. The interior of every cube Q
(k)
j is contained in a unique cube Q

(k−1)
j′ ;

(B)-k. σ

(
1 +

rk−1

ρ(xk−1)

)θ

<
1

|Q
(k)
j |

∫

Q
(k)
j

[
f(x) − ess inf

y∈Q
(k−1)

j′

f(y)
]
dx ≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

rk−1

ρ(xk−1)

)θ

;

(C)-k. 0 ≤ ess inf
y∈Q

(k)
j

f(y)− ess inf
y∈Q

(k−1)

j′

f(y) ≤ 2dσ

(
1 +

rk−1

ρ(xk−1)

)θ

;

(D)-k.
∑

j

∣∣Q(k)
j

∣∣ ≤ 1

σ

∑

j′

∣∣Q(k−1)
j′

∣∣;

(E)-k. f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

(k−1)

j′

f(y) ≤ σ

(
1 +

rk−1

ρ(xk−1)

)θ

, a.e. x ∈ Q
(k−1)
j′ \

⋃

j

Q
(k)
j .
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Here Q
(k−1)
j′ denotes the cube centered at xk−1 with side length rk−1. By

induction, from the previous proof, it actually follows that

f(x)− ess inf
y∈Q

f(y) ≤ Cθ
0kσ · 2d

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

, a.e. x ∈ Q \
⋃

ℓ

Q
(k)
ℓ ,

and ∑

ℓ

∣∣Q(k)
ℓ

∣∣ ≤ |Q|

σk
, k = 1, 2, 3, . . . . (5.2)

Therefore
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> Cθ

0kσ2
d
(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ}
⊆

⋃

ℓ

Q
(k)
ℓ , k = 1, 2, 3, . . . .

(5.3)
Step 4. Since

(0,∞) =

∞⋃

k=0

(
Cθ

0kσ2
d
(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

, Cθ
0 (k+1)σ2d

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ
]
,

then for each fixed λ ∈ (0,∞), we can write

Cθ
0kσ2

d
(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

< λ ≤ Cθ
0 (k + 1)σ2d

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ

for some k ≥ 0, and hence
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> Cθ

0kσ2
d
(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ}∣∣∣

≤
∑

ℓ

∣∣Q(k)
ℓ

∣∣ ≤ |Q|

σk

= σ|Q| ·
exp{−k log σ}

σ
,

where in the last two inequalities we have used (5.2) and (5.3), respectively.
Now choose σ = e > 1, we then have

∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣

≤ e|Q| exp
{
− (k + 1)

}

≤ e|Q| exp
{
−
(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ λ

Cθ
02

de

}
.

This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.1 for the special case that f ∈ BLOρ,θ

with ‖f‖BLOρ,θ
= 1.

Step 5. We now proceed to the general case. In order to do so, we set

f̃(x) :=
f(x)

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

.
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By the definition of ‖ · ‖BLOρ,θ
, we have

‖f̃‖BLOρ,θ
= 1 & ess inf

y∈Q
f(y) = ‖f‖BLOρ,θ

· ess inf
y∈Q

f̃(y).

Hence,
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f̃(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f̃(y)

]
>

λ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

}∣∣∣

≤ C1|Q| exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ
C2λ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

}
,

with precise constants

C1 = e & C2 =
1

Cθ
02

de
.

We are done. �

By using Lemma 5.1, we have the following result, which describes cer-
tain exponential integrability for BLOρ,θ functions.

Lemma 5.2. If f ∈ BLOρ,θ(R
d) with 0 < θ < ∞, then there exist positive

constants C > 0 and γ > 0 such that for every cube Q = Q(x0, r) in R
d, we

have
(∫

Q

exp

[(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ∗

γ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]]
dx

)
≤ C · |Q|,

(5.4)

where θ∗ = (N0 + 1)θ and N0 is the constant appearing in Lemma 1.1.

Proof. Recall that the following identity
(∫

Q

exp
[
|f(x)|

]
dx

)
=

∫ ∞

0

eλ
∣∣{x ∈ Q : |f(x)| > λ

}∣∣ dλ

holds for any cube Q in R
d(see, for instance, [19, Proposition 1.1.4]). Using

this identity and Lemma 5.1, we obtain

(∫

Q

exp

[(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ∗

γ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]]
dx

)

=

∫ ∞

0

exp(λ) ·
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ∗

}∣∣∣ dλ

≤ C1|Q|

∫ ∞

0

exp(λ) · exp

[
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ∗

C2λ
∗

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

]
dλ

= C1 · |Q|

∫ ∞

0

exp(λ) · exp
[
−

C2λ

γ

]
dλ,
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where the number λ∗ is given by

λ∗ :=
λ‖f‖BLOρ,θ

γ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ∗

.

If we take γ small enough so that 0 < γ < C2, then the conclusion follows
immediately. �

Moreover, we establish some relevant properties for the spaces Cβ,∗
ρ,θ (R

d)

and BLOρ,θ(R
d), which extend some known results in the classical BMO and

Campanato spaces.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ (R

d) with 0 < θ < ∞ and 0 < β < 1.
Then for any γ > β + θ, there is a constant C > 0 depending only on d, β
and γ such that for any ball B = B(x0, r) in R

d, we have

∫

Rd

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]

rd+γ + |x− x0|d+γ
dx ≤ C ·

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ

rγ−β

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

.

Proof. Suppose that f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ (R

d) with 0 < θ < ∞ and 0 < β < 1. We then

decompose R
d into a geometrically increasing sequence of concentric balls,

and obtain

∫

Rd

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]

rd+γ + |x− x0|d+γ
dx =

∫

B(x0,r)

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]

rd+γ + |x− x0|d+γ
dx

+
∞∑

j=1

∫

B(x0,2jr)\B(x0,2j−1r)

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]

rd+γ + |x− x0|d+γ
dx

:= I + II.

For the first term, we have

I ≤
|B(0, 1)|

rγ
1

|B(x0, r)|

∫

B(x0,r)

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
dx

≤
|B(0, 1)|1+β/d

rγ−β
‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

.

For the second term, we know that |x − x0| ≥ 2j−1r when x ∈ B(x0, 2
jr) \

B(x0, 2
j−1r). Consequently,

II ≤
∞∑

j=1

1

(2j−1r)d+γ

∫

B(x0,2jr)

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
dx.

Observe that for an arbitrary fixed ball B,

f(x)− ess inf
y∈B

f(y)

= f(x)− ess inf
y∈2jB

f(y) + ess inf
y∈2jB

f(y)− ess inf
y∈B

f(y)

≤ f(x)− ess inf
y∈2jB

f(y), j = 1, 2, 3, . . . .
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Hence

II ≤
∞∑

j=1

1

(2j−1r)d+γ

∫

B(x0,2jr)

[
f(x) − ess inf

y∈2jB
f(y)

]
dx

≤
∞∑

j=1

|B(x0, 2
jr)|1+β/d

(2j−1r)d+γ
‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ

(
1 +

2jr

ρ(x0)

)θ

≤
∞∑

j=1

(2j)β−γ · (2j)θ
2d+γ |B(0, 1)|1+β/d

rγ−β
‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

.

Note that β − γ + θ < 0, so the desired result follows immediately. �

We can also obtain analogous estimates for the space BLOρ,θ(R
d).

Proposition 5.4. Suppose that f ∈ BLOρ,θ(R
d) with 0 < θ < ∞. Then for

any γ > θ, there is a constant C > 0 depending only on d and γ such that
for any cube Q = Q(x0, r) in R

d, we have

∫

Rd

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]

rd+γ + |x− x0|d+γ
dx ≤ C ·

‖f‖BLOρ,θ

rγ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ

.

We omit the proof here.

6. Main theorems

Let N0 be the same constant as in Lemma 1.1 and let η be the same number
as in Lemma 3.3. We are now in a position to give the main results of this
paper.

Theorem 6.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞. Then the

following statements are true.

1. If f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R
d) with 0 < θ1 < ∞, then for any cube Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂

R
d,

(
1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1+η/p

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
.

2. Conversely, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any cube
Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂ R

d,
(

1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

(6.1)
holds for some θ1 > 0, then f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R

d), and

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
≤ C[ω]

A
ρ,θ2
p

.
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Theorem 6.2. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p,q (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞. Then

the following statements are true.

1. If f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R
d) with 0 < θ1 < ∞, then for any cube Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂

R
d,

(
1

ωq(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1+η/q

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
.

2. Conversely, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any cube
Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂ R

d,

(
1

ωq(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

(6.2)
holds for some θ1 > 0, then f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R

d), and

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
≤ C[ω]

A
ρ,θ2
p,q

.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. (1) Let f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R
d) with 0 < θ1 < ∞. According

to Lemma 5.1, there are two constants C1, C2 > 0 such that for any λ > 0
and for any cube Q ⊂ R

d,
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣

≤ C1|Q| exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2λ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

}
.

Since ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞ and 1 ≤ p < ∞, by using Lemma 3.3,

we get

ω
({

x ∈ Q :
[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

})

≤ C · C
δ

1ω(Q) exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2δλ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

}
×

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η

.

Hence, for any cube Q ⊂ R
d,

(
1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

=

(
1

ω(Q)

∫ ∞

0

pλp−1ω
({

x ∈ Q :
[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

})
dλ

)1/p

≤

(
C · C

δ

1

∫ ∞

0

pλp−1 exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2δλ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

}
dλ

)1/p
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×

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η/p

.

By making the substitution

µ =

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2δλ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

,

we can deduce that

(
1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x) − ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤
(
C · C

δ

1p
)1/p

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1 ‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

C2δ
×

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η/p

×

(∫ ∞

0

µp−1e−µ dµ

)1/p

≤
(
C · pΓ(p)

)1/p
·
C

δ/p

1

C2δ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1+η/p

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
. (6.3)

This gives the desired inequality. Let us now turn to the proof of (2). The
proof of (2) will be divided into two cases.

Case 1. When 1 < p < ∞, by using Hölder’s inequality, the condition
ω ∈ Aρ,θ2

p (Rd) and (6.1), we obtain

1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

=
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
ω(x)1/p · ω(x)−1/p dx

≤
1

|Q|

(∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p(∫

Q

ω(x)−p′/p dx

)1/p′

≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

×

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x) dx

)1/p(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x)−p′/p dx

)1/p′

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1

. (6.4)
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Case 2. When p = 1, then it follows directly from the condition ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
1 (Rd)

and (6.1) that

1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

=
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
ω(x) · ω(x)−1 dx

≤
1

|Q|

(∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
ω(x) dx

)(
ess sup
x∈Q

ω(x)−1

)

≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

×

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x) dx

)(
ess inf
x∈Q

ω(x)

)−1

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
1

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1

. (6.5)

Collecting the above estimates (6.4) and (6.5), we conclude the proof of The-
orem 6.1. �

Proof of Theorem 6.2. (1) Let f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R
d) with 0 < θ1 < ∞. According

to Lemma 5.1, there are two constants C1, C2 > 0 such that for any λ > 0
and for any cube Q ⊂ R

d,
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Q :

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

}∣∣∣

≤ C1|Q| exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2λ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

}
.

Since ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p,q (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞ and 1 ≤ p < q < ∞, by using Lemma

3.4 and Lemma 3.3, we have

ωq
({

x ∈ Q :
[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

})

≤ C · C
δ

1ω
q(Q) exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2δλ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

}
×

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η

.

Here the symbol ωγ(E) for γ > 0 is given in Section 1. Hence, for any cube
Q ⊂ R

d,

(
1

ωq(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x) − ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

=

(
1

ωq(Q)

∫ ∞

0

qλq−1ωq
({

x ∈ Q :
[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
> λ

})
dλ

)1/q

≤

(
C · C

δ

1

∫ ∞

0

qλq−1 exp

{
−

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2δλ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

}
dλ

)1/q
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×

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)η/q

.

By making the substitution

ν =

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−(N0+1)θ1 C2δλ

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1

,

we can see that

(
1

ωq(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤
(
C · q

)1/q
·
C

δ/q

1

C2δ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1+η/q

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
×

(∫ ∞

0

νq−1e−ν dν

)1/q

≤
(
C · qΓ(q)

)1/q
·
C

δ/q

1

C2δ

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1+η/q

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
. (6.6)

This yields the desired estimate. Let us now turn to the proof of (2). As
before, the proof of (2) will be divided into two cases.

Case 1. When 1 < p < ∞, it then follows directly from the Hölder
inequality that

1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx (6.7)

=
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
ω(x) · ω(x)−1 dx

≤
1

|Q|

(∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x)p dx

)1/p(∫

Q

ω(x)−p′

dx

)1/p′

.

Moreover, by using the Hölder inequality again, we can see that when 1 ≤
p < q,

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x)p dx

)1/p

≤

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

.

(6.8)
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Substituting the above inequality into (6.7), we thus obtain

1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx (6.9)

≤
|Q|1/p−1/q

|Q|

(∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q(∫

Q

ω(x)−p′

dx

)1/p′

≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

×

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x)q dx

)1/q(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x)−p′

dx

)1/p′

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1

, (6.10)

where in the last two inequalities we have used (6.2) and the definition of
Aρ,θ2

p,q , respectively.
Case 2. When p = 1 and 1 < q < ∞, then we have

1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

=
1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
ω(x) · ω(x)−1 dx

≤
1

|Q|

(∫

Q

[
f(x) − ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
ω(x) dx

)(
ess sup
x∈Q

ω(x)−1

)
.

From the previous estimate (6.8)(with p = 1), it actually follows that

1

|Q|

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]
dx

≤
|Q|1−1/q

|Q|

(∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q(
ess sup
x∈Q

ω(x)−1

)

≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

×

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x)q dx

)1/q(
ess inf
x∈Q

ω(x)

)−1

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
1,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1

, (6.11)

where in the last two inequalities we have used (6.2) and the definition of

Aρ,θ2
1,q , respectively. Collecting the above estimates (6.9) and (6.11), we finish

the proof of Theorem 6.2. �

For any cube Q (or ball B) in R
d and for 1 < p < ∞, by using Hölder’s

inequality, we have

|Q| =

∫

Q

ω(x) · ω(x)−1 dx ≤

(∫

Q

ω(x)p dx

)1/p(∫

Q

ω(x)−p′

dx

)1/p′

.
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By the definition of Aρ,θ2
p,q weights, we get

(∫

Q

ω(x)q dx

)1/q(∫

Q

ω(x)−p′

dx

)1/p′

≤ [ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

|Q|1/q+1/p′

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ2

.

Consequently,
(∫

Q

ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ [ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

|Q|1/q+1/p′

|Q|

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ2(∫

Q

ω(x)p dx

)1/p

= [ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ2

|Q|1/q−1/p

(∫

Q

ω(x)p dx

)1/p

.

(6.12)

We remark that the above estimate also holds for the case p = 1 and ω ∈
Aρ,θ2

1,q (Rd). Indeed, it is immediate that by definition

(∫

Q

ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ [ω]
A

ρ,θ2
1,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ2

|Q|1/qess inf
x∈Q

ω(x)

≤ [ω]
A

ρ,θ2
1,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)θ2

|Q|1/q−1

(∫

Q

ω(x) dx

)
.

On the other hand, for 1 ≤ p < q, it follows directly from Hölder’s inequality
that (

1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x)p dx

)1/p

≤

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

ω(x)q dx

)1/q

,

which implies that
(∫

Q

ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≥ |Q|1/q−1/p

(∫

Q

ω(x)p dx

)1/p

. (6.13)

As a consequence of (6.12) and (6.13), we then obtain the following
conclusions.

Corollary 6.3. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p,q (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞. Then

the following statements are true.

1. If f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R
d) with 0 < θ1 < ∞, then for any cube Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂

R
d,

|Q|1/p−1/q

[ωp(Q)]1/p

(∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1+θ2+η/q

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
.

2. Conversely, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any cube
Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂ R

d,

|Q|1/p−1/q

[ωp(Q)]1/p

(∫

Q

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2
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holds for some θ1 > 0, then f ∈ BLOρ,θ1(R
d), and

‖f‖BLOρ,θ1
≤ C[ω]

A
ρ,θ2
p,q

.

Theorem 6.4. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞. Then the

following statements are true.

1. If f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ1

(Rd) with 0 < β < 1 and 0 < θ1 < ∞, then for any ball

B = B(x0, r) in R
d,

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ω(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

.

2. Conversely, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any ball B =
B(x0, r) ⊂ R

d and 0 < β < 1,

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ω(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

holds for some θ1 > 0, then f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ1

(Rd), and

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p

.

Theorem 6.5. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p,q (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞. Then

the following statements are true.

1. If f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ1

(Rd) with 0 < β < 1 and 0 < θ1 < ∞, then for any ball

B = B(x0, r) in R
d,

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ωq(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

.

2. Conversely, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any ball B =
B(x0, r) ⊂ R

d and 0 < β < 1,

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ωq(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

holds for some θ1 > 0, then f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ1

(Rd), and

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

.

Proof of Theorem 6.4. Following along the same lines as that of Theorem 6.1,
we can also prove the second part (2). We only need to show the first part
(1). For an arbitrary fixed ball B = B(x0, r) with x0 ∈ R

d and r ∈ (0,∞),
first observe that[

f(x)− ess inf
y∈B

f(y)
]
≤ ess sup

y∈B

∣∣f(x)− f(y)
∣∣
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holds for any x ∈ B. We also mention that Cβ,∗
ρ,θ1

(Rd) is a subspace of Cβ
ρ,θ1

(Rd),
and

‖f‖Cβ

ρ,θ1

≤ 2‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

. (6.14)

Since
1

|B|1+β/d

∫

B

∣∣f(x)− fB
∣∣ dx

=
1

|B|1+β/d

∫

B

∣∣∣f(x)− ess inf
y∈B

f(y) + ess inf
y∈B

f(y)− fB

∣∣∣ dx

≤
1

|B|1+β/d

∫

B

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
dx+

1

|B|β/d

∣∣∣ess inf
y∈B

f(y)− fB

∣∣∣

≤
2

|B|1+β/d

∫

B

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
dx,

multiplying both sides of the above inequality by (1 + r/ρ(x0))
−θ and then

taking the supremum over all balls B ⊆ R
d, we get (6.14). In view of Lemma

4.8 and (6.14), one can see that for any x, y ∈ B,

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ C‖f‖Cβ

ρ,θ1

|x− y|β
(
1 +

|x− y|

ρ(x)
+

|x− y|

ρ(y)

)θ1

≤ C|B|β/d‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

(
1 +

2r

ρ(x)
+

2r

ρ(y)

)θ1

≤ C|B|β/d‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

(
1 +

r

ρ(x)
+

r

ρ(y)

)θ1

.

This, together with the estimate (3.1), gives us that

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ C|B|β/d‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1

.

Hence, for any x ∈ B,

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]
≤ C|B|β/d‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1

.

Therefore,

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ω(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤ C

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

.

This completes the proof of Theorem 6.4. �

Proof of Theorem 6.5. Following along the same lines as that of Theorem
6.2, we can also prove the second part (2). So we only need to show the first
part (1). For an arbitrary fixed ball B = B(x0, r), arguing as in the proof of
Theorem 6.4, we can also obtain analogous estimate below.

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ωq(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 6.5. �
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In view of the estimates (6.12) and (6.13), we immediately obtain the
following results.

Corollary 6.6. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,θ2
p,q (Rd) with 0 < θ2 < ∞. Then

the following statements are true.

1. If f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ1

(Rd) with 0 < β < 1 and 0 < θ1 < ∞, then for any ball

B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R
d,

|B|1/p−1/q−β/d

[ωp(B)]1/p

(∫

B

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)(N0+1)θ1+θ2

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

.

2. Conversely, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any ball B =
B(x0, r) ⊂ R

d and 0 < β < 1,

|B|1/p−1/q−β/d

[ωp(B)]1/p

(∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)θ1−θ2

holds for some θ1 > 0, then f ∈ Cβ,∗
ρ,θ1

(Rd), and

‖f‖Cβ,∗

ρ,θ1

≤ C[ω]
A

ρ,θ2
p,q

.

Summarizing the estimates derived above, we finally obtain the follow-
ing conclusions by the definitions of .

Corollary 6.7. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,∞
p (Rd). Then the following state-

ments are true.

1. f ∈ BLOρ,∞(Rd) if and only if there exists a constant C > 0 such that,
for any cube Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂ R

d,
(

1

ω(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤ C[ω]Aρ,∞
p

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)N

holds true for some N > 0.
2. f ∈ Cβ,∗

ρ,∞(Rd) with 0 < β < 1 if and only if there exists a constant C > 0

such that, for any ball B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R
d,

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ω(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]p
ω(x) dx

)1/p

≤ C[ω]Aρ,∞
p

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)N ′

holds true for some N ′ > 0.

Corollary 6.8. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and ω ∈ Aρ,∞
p,q (Rd). Then the following

statements are true.

1. f ∈ BLOρ,∞(Rd) if and only if there exists a constant C > 0 such that,
for any cube Q = Q(x0, r) ⊂ R

d,
(

1

ωq(Q)

∫

Q

[
f(x)− ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]Aρ,∞
p,q

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)N
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or

|Q|1/p−1/q

[ωp(Q)]1/p

(∫

Q

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈Q
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]Aρ,∞
p,q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)N

holds true for some N > 0.
2. f ∈ Cβ,∗

ρ,∞(Rd) with 0 < β < 1 if and only if there exists a constant C > 0

such that, for any ball B = B(x0, r) ⊂ R
d,

1

|B|β/d

(
1

ωq(B)

∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]Aρ,∞
p,q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)N ′

or

|B|1/p−1/q−β/d

[ωp(B)]1/p

(∫

B

[
f(x)−ess inf

y∈B
f(y)

]q
ω(x)q dx

)1/q

≤ C[ω]Aρ,∞
p,q

(
1+

r

ρ(x0)

)N ′

holds true for some N ′ > 0.
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