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Abstract. In this paper, we introduce the Carleson measure space CMO? on
product spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss [4], and
prove that it is the dual space of the product Hardy space H? of two homogeneous
spaces defined in [15]. Our results thus extend the duality theory of Chang and
R. Fefferman [2,3] on H!(R? x R%) with BMO(R? x R%) which was estab-
lished using bi-Hilbert transform. Our method is to use discrete Littlewood-Paley
analysis in product spaces recently developed in [13] and [14].
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1. Introduction

The Hardy and BMO spaces play an important role in modern harmonic analysis
and applications in partial differential equations. In [7], C. Fefferman and Stein
showed that the space of functions of bounded mean oscillation on R, BMO(R"),
is the dual space of the Hardy space H ' (IR"). They also obtained a characterization
of the BMO space in terms of the Carleson measure. For the multi-parameter prod-
uct case, S.-Y. Chang and R. Fefferman in [3] proved using bi-Hilbert transform the
following:

Theorem 1.1. The dual space of H 1(]1%%r X ]R%r) is BMO(R%r X Ri).

Recently, using a new version of Journé covering lemma, Ferguson and Lacey
in [10] gave a new characterization of the product BMO(R x R) by bicommutator
of Hilbert transforms (see also Lacey and Terwilleger [21]). Furthermore, Lacey,
Petermichl, Pipher and Wick established in [20] such a characterization of product
BMO(R" x R™) using multiparameter commutators of Riesz transforms.
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However, the characterization of the dual space of H” (R" x R™) when 0 <
p < 1 appears to be an open question. One of the main purposes of this paper
is to establish such duality theory for p < 1. In fact, we will achieve this by
proving a more general theorem. Namely, we will establish the dual space of Hardy
spaces on the product of two homogeneous spaces which includes the dual space of
HP(R" x R™) forall 0 < p < 1 as a special case.

Spaces of homogeneous type were first introduced by R. Coifman and G.
Weiss [4] in the 1970’s in order to extend the theory of Calderén-Zygmund singular
integrals to a more general setting. There are, however, no translations or dilations,
and no analogue of the Fourier transform or convolution operation on such spaces.

In 1985, using Coifman’s idea on decomposition of the identity operator, G.
David, J. L. Journé and S. Semmes [5] developed the Littlewood-Paley analysis on
spaces of homogeneous type and used it to give a proof of the 7'1 theorem on this
general setting.

Recently, the first and third authors of this paper, established in [13] theory
of the multi-parameter Hardy space H Iff (R™ x R™) associated with the flag sin-
gular integrals, where the L? theory has been developed by Muller-Ricci-Stein
[24] and Nage-Ricci-Stein [25], and the Hardy space H 5 (R3) associated with the
non-classical Zygmund dilation in [14] using the discrete Littlewood-Paley analy-
sis and proved that the singular integral operators introduced by Ricci-Stein [27]
are bounded on such Hardy spaces. In these two papers [13] and [14], the Car-
leson measure spaces CMO’; (R™ x R™) and CMO§ (R3) are introduced for all
0 < p < 1, and the duality of between H}(R" x R™) with CMOL(R" x R™),
H 5 (R3) and CMO? (IR?) are established. Such CMOP? spaces when p = 1 play the
same role as BMO space. Moreover, the authors of [13] and [14] established the
multiparameter Hardy space theory using discrete Littlewood-Paley analysis and
proved boundeness of singular integral operators on Hardy spaces H” and from
H? to L? by bypassing the deep Journe’s geometric covering lemma. As a conse-
quence, they provided an alternative approach of proving boundedness of singular
integral operators on product Hardy spaces using rectangle atoms discovered by R.
Fefferman in [6] (see also Pipher [26]).

For the multi-parameter product spaces of homogeneous type, denoted by X’ x
X, the Hardy space H? (X x X)) for pyp < p < 1 with some pg close to 1 was es-
tablished in [15], see more details in the next section. The boundedness of singular
integral operators on H” (X x X’) were proved in [17] without using Journe’s cov-
ering lemma. Subsequently, the boundedness from H” (X x X’) to L? (X x X) was
established in [12] by proving that the density result of LY(X x X)N HP (X x X))
in H?(X x X)forl <g <ooand0 < p < 1lcloseto 1 and that || f || r(xxx) <
Cllfllurxxx) for f € L1(X x X) N HP(X x X). However, the BMO space
and the duality theory of Hardy space H” (X x X’) remain an open question on
X x X. The main purpose of this paper is to establish such a duality theory. We
will achieve this goal by introducing the Carleson measure space CMO? for p < 1
and sufficiently close to 1, on product spaces X x X of homogeneous type and
prove that it is the dual of the product Hardy space HP (X x X’) mentioned above.



DUALITY OF MULTIPARAMETER HARDY SPACES 647

To be more specific, let pg < 1 and pg < p < 1. We will give the precise value of
po in Section 5. Then the main result of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For py < p <1, (H?(X x X)) = CMO?(X x X). Namely, the
dual space for HP (X x X) is CMO? (X x X).

In particular, when p = 1 we obtain the duality of H' with BMO on product
spaces of homogeneous type.

Since the key tool that Chang and R. Fefferman used in establishing the dual
space BMO(R%r X Ri) of Hardy space H'! (]R%r X R%_) is the bi-Hilbert transform,
it is extremely difficult to apply their method to work on X’ x X. Therefore, we will
follow the ideas recently developed by the first and third authors in [13] and [14].
The basic scheme is as follows.

First, the discrete Calder6n reproducing formula on the product of two homo-
geneous spaces will play a role in defining the Hardy spaces H? (X x X’). The
continuous version of such a formula for space of homogeneous type was given by
the first author with E. Sawyer in [18], see [16] for the discrete Calderén’s identity.
One of the essential parts of our paper is to verify the dual spaces CMO?” (X x X)
is well defined. This is accomplished by using the Min-Max comparison principle
involving the CMO? norms. We will establish the Min-Max comparison principle
by using the discrete Calder6n reproducing formula on X x A (See Theorem 3.2
and its proof in Section 3).

Second, we introduce the product sequence spaces s” and ¢? and prove that
the dual of s? is c?, i.e., (sP)’ = cP. Spaces s? and c? in one parameter case of R”"
were introduced and studied by Frazier and Jawerth in [9]. Since the main tools they
used are the Fourier transform and the estimates on distribution functions, it seems
difficult to carry out their methods to product sequence spaces. We will give a con-
structive proof which applies to the product sequence spaces of two homogeneous
spaces.

Third, we prove that H” (X x X’) can be lifted to s” and s? can be projected to
HP? (X x X) and that the combination of the lifting and projection operators equals
the identity operator on H” (X x X). Similar results hold for CMO? (X x X)
and c”.

Then, as a consequence, Theorem 1.2 follows from the second and third steps.

Since spaces of homogeneous type include compact Lie groups, C*° man-
ifolds with doubling volume measures for geodesic balls, Carnot-Caratheodory
spaces, nilpotent Lie groups such as the Heisenberg group, the d-sets in R”, and
many other cases, so our result includes the duality theory of Hardy spaces in these
cases.

A brief description of the contents of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we
provide some preliminaries on spaces of homogeneous type and recall the prod-
uct Hardy space H”(X x X). In Section 3, we give the precise definition of
CMO? (X x X) and establish the Min-Max comparison principle for such spaces.
In section 4, we develop the product sequence spaces s and ¢ and obtain the du-
ality of s? with c¢? by a constructive proof. Finally, Theorem 1.2 will be showed in
Section 5.
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2. Preliminaries

We begin by recalling some necessary definitions and notation on spaces of homo-
geneous type.

A quasi-metric p on a set X is a function p : X x X — [0, 00) satisfying
that:

1. p(x,y) =0ifand only if x = y;
2. p(x,y) =p(y,x) forallx,y € &;
3. there exists a constant A € [1, 0o) such that forall x, yand z € X,

px,y) < Alp(x,z) + p(z, y)1.

Any quasi-metric defines a topology, for which the balls B(x,r) = {y € X :
p(x,y) < r} form a base. However, the balls themselves need not be open when
A > 1.

The following spaces of homogeneous type are variants of those introduced by
Coifman and Weiss in [4].

Definition 2.1. Let 6 € (0, 1]. A space of homogeneous type, (X, p, it)g, is a set
X together with a quasi-metric p and a nonnegative Borel regular measure & on
X apd there exists a constant Co > 0 such that for all 0 < r < diamX’ and all
x,x,yedX,

n(B(x,r)) ~r, (2.1)

| p(x,y) — p(x, y) |< Cop(x, x ) [p(x, y) + px, »1'70 . (2.2)

Through out the paper, we assume that u(X) = oo.

We first recall the following construction given independently by Christ in [1]
and by Sawyer-Wheeden in [28], which provides an analogue of the grid of Eu-
clidean dyadic cubes on spaces of homogeneous type. We will follow the statement
given in [1].

Lemma 2.2. Let (X, p, i) be a space of homogeneous type, then, there exists a
collection {Qf; C X 1k €Z,a € I} of open subsets, where I, is some index set,
and constant § = 1/2, and C1, Co > 0, such that

@ w(X\ U, 0F) = 0 for each fixed k and Qf " Qf = D if a # B;
(ii) forany o, B, k, 1 with | > k, either Q% c QX or Qg N ok =,
(iii) for each (k, o) and eachl < k there is a unique B such that Q/; C Ql ;

() diam(0%) = €1 (1)’

k
(v) each Q]g[ contains some ball B (z’é, Cy (%) ) where z(kx e X.
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In fact, we can think of Q’g[ as being a dyadic cube with diameter roughly (%)k
centered at z&. As a result, we consider C Q¥ to be the dyadic cube with the same
center as QX and diameter Cdiam(Q¥). In the following, for k € Z and t € I,
we will denote by Q’;”, v=12,---,N(k, ), the set of all cubes Q];JFJ C Q’;,
where J is a fixed large positive integer, and denote by y’r"“ a point in Q'?”.

Now we introduce the approximation to identity on X.

Definition 2.3 ([15]). Let & > 0 be given in Definition 2.1. A sequence {Sk}xez
of operators is said to be an approximation to identity of order ¢ € (0, 8], if there
exists a constant C > 0 such that for all k € Z and all x, x", y,y’ € X, Si(x, y),
the kernel of Sk, is a function from X x X into C satisfying

[Sk(x, )| < C(2—k +i_(];8’ y))H'S; (2.3)

Ske ) =Sl = € (2—kaC pfx) y))g 2 F +i_(i e G
for p(x, x') < 5(2”‘ + p(x, ¥));

Skl ) = S 0l = € (2-5 iypix) y))@ 2F +i>_(i DR

1
fi < — @7k .
orp(y,y) =< 2A( +po(x,¥));

/ ’ I p(x,x") ‘
ISk (x, y) — Sk(x, y) — Sk (X", y) + Se(x', y) = C (m) (2.6)

y ( P,y )8 ke
27kt p(x,y) ) Q7F+ p(x, y))ite
1
for p(x, x"), p(y,y) < ﬁ(f" + p(x, ¥));

/ Si(x, y)du(y) =f Si(x, y)du(x) = 1. (2.7)
X X

We remark that by a construction of Coifman, in what follows, we will use an
approximation to the identity of order ¢ with ¢ = 6.

To recall the definition of HP (X x X’), we need to introduce the space of
test functions on X x X'. Before we do this, we shall introduce the space of test
functions on X.

Definition 2.4. Fix 8 > 0,y > 0. A function f defined on X is said to be a test
function of type (B, y) centered at xo with width » > 0 if f satisfies the following
conditions:

ryl

(r + p(x. x0)

@ fxl=C
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for p(x,x") <

plx, x") )ﬁ rv

@ 17 = f& < C(r+/0(x,xo) (r+ p(xxo) Y

1
ﬂ(r + po(x, x0));
Gii) / F@)dur) = 0.
X

If f is a test function of type (8, y) centered at xo € X with width r > 0, then we
write f € G(xg, r, B, y) and define the norm of f by

I1f g xo,r.p,y) = If{C : (1), (ii) hold}.

We now introduce the space of test functions on X x X'.

Definition 2.5 ([17]). Fori = 1,2, fix y; > 0 and 8; > 0. A function f defined on
X x X is said to be a test function of type (81, B2; y1, y2) centered at (xo, yo) €
X x X with width r1, r, > 0 if for any fixed y € X, f(x, y), as a function of x, is
a test function of type (B, y1) centered at xo € X with width ; > 0 and satisfies
the following conditions:
c o :

(r2+ p(y, yo) 72

’ B2
p(y,y) ) ry

(M NfC NGBy =

2 ] - K ' X0,71,P1,71 =C
( ) ||f( Y) f( J’)||Q(<, B V)< <r2+p(y’y0) (r2+,0(y,yo))1+yz

, 1
fi < — )
or p(y,y) =< 2A[rz + 0, yo0)l

Similarly, for any fixed x € &X', f(x, y), as a function of y, is a test function of type
(B2, y2) centered at yg € X with width r, > 0 and satisfies the same conditions of
(1) and (2) above by interchanging the role of x and y, namely,

4!

r
3 Nf & IG00.r28.90) = € 1 ;
R P Y
! A Y1
p(x?x) r]
@) f )= NG00 payn <C
f f G(y0.72.82.v2) ri —|—,0(X,X0) (l‘1 +p(x,x0))1+yl

/ 1
for p(x,x) < ﬂ[”l + p(x, x0)].
If f is a test function of type (81, B2; ¥1, y2) centered at (xg, yo) € X x X with
width r1, rp > 0, then we write f € G(xo, yo; r1, r2; B1, B2; ¥1, y2) and define the
norm of f by || fIG(xo,vo:r1.r2:81.82:71.72) = IF{C : (1), (2), (3) and (4) hold}.

We denote by G(B1, B2; v1, ¥2) the class of G(xo, yo; 1,725 B1, B2: v1, ¥2)
with r; = rp = 1 for fixed (xg, yo) € X x X. Itis easy to see that G(x1, yi; r1, 12;
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B, B2; v1, v2) = G(B1, B2; v1, v2) with an equivalent norm for all (xy, y1) € & x
X. We can easily check that the space G(B1, B2; y1, y2) is a Banach space with

respect to the norm in G(B1, B2; y1, ¥2)-

For any 0 < B1, B2, y1, y2 < 0, the space G(B1, B2; V1, ¥2) is defined to be the
completion of the space G(0,0; 0, 0) in G(B1, B2; Y1, ¥2) when 0 < B1,y1 < €1
p p Y1, V. 14

and 0 < , < &. We define o = . . Then,
,32 Y2 = & ”f”g(,B],ﬂz;)/l,)/z) ||f||g(ﬂ1,/32,y1,yz)

obviously, G(B1, B2; y1, ¥2) is a Banach space. Hence we can define the dual space
(G (B1, B2; v1, yz))/ to be the set of all linear functionals £ from G(B1, B2; y1, 2) to
C with the property that there exists C > 0 such that for all f € G(B1, B2; V1, ¥2)»

L <C ° '
L] = “f“g(ﬁlsﬁz;)/hﬂ)

In [15], to define the product Hardy space HP (X x X), they first introduced the
Littlewood-Paley-Stein square function on X x X" by

() 00 1/2
gNGx) =1 > > |Dk.Dk2(f><x1,xz)|2} :

k] == k2:—00

where Dy, = Sy, — Si;—1 with S, being an approximation to the identity for i =
1,2, and proved that [|g(f)ll, = || fllp for 1 < p < oo. Then H?(X x X) is
defined as follows.

Definition 2.6. Let {Sk, }x;cz be an approximation to the identity of order 6,i =
1,2. Set Dy; = S, — Sk, forallk; € Z. For oz < p < land 5 =1 < Bi, i <0,

’

the Hardy space H” (X x X)) is defined to be the set of all f € <§(ﬂ1, B2, Vi, y2)>

such that ||g(f)|lLrxxx) < 00, and we define

I flarxexxy = 18(H)llLrxexax)-

In order to verify that the definition of HP (X x X) is independent of the choice
of approximations to the identity, the following Min-Max comparison principle for
HP?(X x X) was proved in [15].

Lemma 2.7. Let all the notation be the same as in Definition 2.6. Moreover, for
i = 1,2, let { Py, }x,ez be another approximation to the identity of order 6 and Ey, =

Py, —Py_1 forallk; € 7. And let {Q¥"" : ki € Z, 7 € I, vi =1, , N(ki, 7))}
kf,v; ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ .
and {QT:, t kel T € Ik;, v, =1,---, N(k;, 1,)} be sets of dyadic cubes of

X as mentioned in Lemma 2.2. Then for ﬁ < p < oo there is a constant C > 0
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’

such that for all f € (é(ﬂl, B2, V1, 7/2)> with %p —1<Bi,yi <86,

N(ky,71) N(ka,72)

XYY Y sup | Dy, Di () (21, 22)I

k k
k1=—00k2=—00‘[1€1k11'2€1k2 v1:1 v2:1 ZleQr} ZzGQ 2:92

12
X Xle ] (')Xngvvz “) }
Tl T

LP(XxX)

ro ro
o0 9] N(k]afl)N(kzafz)

e > X Xy X i B E (NG
2

’ v ko v
K —7ook2_ oorlel /lrzel / Ul_l v,=1z;€Q0 ' 1 2,€0?
T T.

1

S

1/2

2 LP(XxX)

To prove Lemma 2.7, in [15] they established the following discrete Calderdn re-
producing formula on X x X.

Lemma 2.8. Let all the notation be the same as_in Definition 2.6. Then there
are families of linear operators {Dy,; ez and {Dy, }i,ez such that for all f €

G(B1. Ba: vi. v2) with B, yi € (0, 6),

N(ky,71) N(ka,72)

fonx)= > > > Z Z u(QE (@2 ™)

ki=—o0 kp=—00 11 €l nel, vi=

x Dy, Dy (X1, X2, Y1, ¥2) Diy Diy (£) (01, ¥2)
N (ki,71) N(k,72)

= 2 > > > Z n(Qh1 P (@R

Iq:—oo ko=—00 rlelkl T261k2 v1=1 V=

(2.8)

x Dy, Dy, (x1, X2, Y1, ¥2) Di, Diy () (31, ¥2),

where y; is any point in Q7" for i = 1,2 and the series converges in both the

norm ofé(,b’], B2; 1, ¥2) and the norm of LP (X x X) with 1 < p < oo. Moreover,
Dy, (x, y), the kernel of Dy, satisfies the conditions (2.3) and (2.4) of Definition 2.3
with 0 replaced by any 0’ < 0 and

f D, (6, y)dp(y) = / Dy, (x. y)du(x) = O; 2.9)
X X
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similarly, Dk,- (x,y), the kernel of Dki satisfies the conditions (2.3) and (2.5) of
Definition 2.3 with 6 replaced by any 0" < 6 and (2.9), for all k; € Z withi = 1, 2.

Forany f € (G(B1. Ba: y1. y2)), (2.8) also holds in (G(B1. Ba: v1. 1))

In this paper, we use notation a ~ b and b < ¢ for a, b, ¢ > 0 to mean that
there exists C > 0,sothata/C <b < C-aand b < C - c, respectively. The value
of C varies from one usage to the next, but it depends only on constants quantified
in the relevant preceding hypotheses. We use a v b and a A b to mean max(a, b)
and min(a, b) for any a, b € R, respectively.

3. CMO”(X x X) and the Min-Max comparison principle

To characterize the dual space of H? (X x X'), we introduce the Carleson measure
space CMO? on X’ x X, which is motivated by ideas of Chang and R. Fefferman [2].

Definition 3.1. Leti = 1,2, 0 < B;, vi < 6, {Sk }x; ez be an approximation to the
identity of order 6. Set Dy, = Sk, — Sk;—1 for all k; € Z. The Carleson measure

space CMO? (X x X) is defined to be the set of all f € (é(ﬂl, B2, V1, yz))/ such
that

N(k1,71) Nk, 2)
”f“CMOp(XxX):Sgp ——1/9 Z Z Z Z Z Z

/.,L(Q)p ki=—00 kp=—00 1€l nEl, vi=1 v=1

2
X X{Q’;i.leQ’%vzcg}(klv k., T1, T2, V1, v2)| DDy (f) (x1, X2)|

12
XX gl (DX gz (xz)dﬂ(m)dﬂ(xz)) <00,

3.1
where the sup is taken over all open sets Q2 in X’ x & with finite measures.

In order to verify that the definition of CMO? (X x X) is independent of the
choice of the approximations to identity, we establish the Min-Max comparison
principle involving the CMO? norm. To this end and for the sake of simplicity, we
first give some notation as follows.

k/ ! k/ ’
We write R = Qkl e Q,2 2R =" x 9",

T )

N (k1,T1)N(k2,12)

o0 o0
Z:Z Z Z Z Z ZX{Q/;i-wal%-szQ}(kl,kz,Tl,tz,U1,v2);

RCQ k|=700k2=7001'161k1 TQEI/(Z vi=l1 v=1

N(k1 T )N(k2 12)

’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
>=y % 202 X i Kk T v vy
xQ 7 “CQ}

R'CQ klz—ookz_ oorlel /rzel / vl_l v;_l -
ky
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N(k 7 )N(k Tz)

ZZZZZZZ

kl_foo kz_foo rlEIi ‘E2€1 ’ Ul_l v2—1

HR) = p(Q7 ™IR(QE™); u(Rﬁ=M<Q;’”l>u<Q?”Z>;
1 2

/ ’

1+¢ o 14¢

,U«(le vry M(Qk&’vl) M(Qléz’vz) M(Qk%’vz)
— A — A
L0 M(Qk‘ ") L0 M(Qk2 ")

’

v(R, R) = (M(Qk' ")V u(Q’}’”l)) (M(Qk2 ) v u(Q’j%’”Z)) :
1 2

P —(146")
dist(Q"!, O "
P(R,R)=|1+ 7
u(Qkrn) Ve )
o —(1+6")
dist(Q¥22, 0'7)
1+ 2 .
k/, / ’
w(Q2™) v (@)™
2
Sg = sup | Dty Dy () (x1, x2) 1%
xleQ];} X er2 2
Ty = inf Dy Dy (f)(y1 %

R
y€0 1 Lyse Q2 g
7 )

Now we state the main theorem of this section as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Let all the notations be the same as above. For ﬁ < p <lall
f € CMOP (X x &),

12 12
1 1
Sgp <—;_1 Z M(R)SR) N Slslzp <—g_1 Z IL(R/)TR’> ,(3.2)

u(€2)? ~ RSQ n(€2)r ~ rRcQ
where Q ranges over the open sets in X x X with finite measures.

Proof. First, for each p satisfying ﬁ < p < 1, we choose € € (0, 0) such that

2 2
77 < Tre <p<l

Then, for any f € CMO? (X x X)), it is easy to see that the right-hand side of
(3.2) is finite and can be controlled by C|| f ”CMOP( XxX)
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To prove (3.2), we need to show that for any open set 2 € X x X with finite
measure, the following inequality holds.

1 1 :
——— > u(RSg Ssup——5— > u(R)Ty, (3.3)
w(@)r " ich 2 u@r ' foa

where Q ranges over all open sets in X’ x X" with finite measures.
To begin with, for each fix €2, we first consider the estimate of the term Sg in

the left-hand side of (3.3) for every R = li}’”‘ X ka 2 Q. To estimate this,
we recall the almost orthogonal property of Dy, DkA for i = 1,2, namely, for any
0<ée <0

2~ (ki N6’

1Dy, Dy (x, y)| < c27 kil /
’ @0 p e, )1

(see [18] for more details).

Now for any (x1,x2) € R, using the discrete Calderén reproducing formula
(2.8), the above almost orthogonal property and the Holder inequality, we can obtain
that

NK,,1)) N(ky,T,) /

S Y LT Y Y wethue™

k =—00 k2=—oo rlel/l r2eI; Ul—l v2—1

| Dy, Diy (f) (x1,x2) > <

2
X Dk] Dnglq Dkz(xlv X2, yl’ )Q)Dk/le;(f)()’p )’2)
00 00 N(k;,rl/)
SDIED DD DD
kizfoo kz_foo f{EIk’ rz/el/ v =1
Ny, 7))
Z o=l —kyle o —lka—kyle’ (le vl) (ka vz)
v2_1
2—(k1Ak’1)9/
X 4 ’ ’
Q@O 4 p(yr, '
7~ (kanky)6' A
: 7 , ,|Dk’Dk/(f)(y1»)’2)| )
@M oyt
(3.4)
where ¢’ is chosen to satisfy € < &’ < 6’ < 0, and fori = 1,2, y; is the center of

’ /
]2 Y and y is any point in Q it , respectively.

l
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From (2.1) and Lemma 2.2, we know that each dyadic cube Qf; satisfies that

oy (@™

w(Q%) ~ 27k which yields 27k =il ~ o
(Qt z) M(Qrf' D

and 2~ &Mk~ @by v ,M(Qki/’vi)) fori =1,2.
i fi

) NN AR . . .
Also note that p(y;, y;) > dist(Q];’.’v’, 0 ’/v’ ). Since the last inequality of (3.4) is
T.

independent of (x1, x3), then combining the above estimates, it follows that

00 00 N(k T])N(kz 72) k v k v
SRS D 2 2 2. Z 2. MQIHHE ™)
kI:—oo kZ:—oor eI/ ‘[261 ’ ”1—1 v2—1
ky ky

’
3
kv]
)

M(le vl) ﬂ(Q
vl) u(Q’;l u)

M(Q

(M(Qk‘ vy v u(le’”l))"’

(u(Q'“ Y M(Q ")+ disu( @l L0y
1

!
&€

M(QI? v2) M(Qk%’vz)
g M(Qk2 )
(03"
2

(02" v (07 ")

: G 77 : TR"
k X)) . ko, v /
(W(QE™) v u(Q F™) +dist(Q52™2, @ 7)™
2 2

Now combining (3.5) and the following equality

(3.5)

2 ‘ /v/ 2 ( ki, Uz) /’L(Q_L_l/ l)
[]nco “’)M(Q’ = H(M(Q “’)VM(Q';’/‘)> L " |
i=1

i

i=1

ki, v;
M(Q];I/’ i) /'L(Q-Ei )
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we obtain that the left-hand side of (3.3), namely, % > w(R)Sg, is
w(Q)r ! Rca
bounded by
1 ! ! ’
——5— > D V(R.R)r(R.R)P(R.R)Ty. (3.6)
p)r " kee'y

Thus, to finish the proof of the theorem, we need to prove that (3.6) can be con-
trolled by

1 ,
Z wW(RHT,, (3.7

R'cQ

sup ——
SIT(e)

where Q ranges over the open sets in X' x X’ with finite measures.

We first point out that the terms v(R, R,) and P(R, R,) characterize the geo-
metrical properties between R and R. Namely, when the difference of the sizes of
R and R grows bigger, v(R, R') becomes smaller; when the distance between R
and R’ grows bigger, P(R, R/) becomes smaller. Hence, what we should do next is
to that, for each R, decompose the set of all dyadic rectangles {R’} into annuli ac-
cording to the distance between R and R’. Next, for each annuli, we give a precise

estimate by considering the difference of the sizes of R and R. Finally, we add up
all the estimates on each annuli and then finish our proof.

2_
p

Now let’s go into the details. For the sake of simplicity, we denote Q];’f’”" , Q];’//U’,
by QO;, Q;., respectively, for i = 1, 2. Define l
= J 34%Qix0.
R=01x0,CQ
And for each R, let
A0o(R) = (R': 3A>R' N3A%R # 0);
Ajo(R) ={R : 3A’RN3A%2(27 Q| x Q) #0;
3A2RN3A2271Q| x 0) =0}
Aox(R) = {R': 3A’RN3A%(Q|, x 250, # 0 ;
3A2RN3A%(Q, x 2¢°10)) = o)
Ajx(R)={R: 3A’RN3A2(27 Q| x2*0,) #0;
3A2RN3A22/1Q| x 2K Q) = v;
3A2RN3A%(27 Q) x 21 05) = o;
3A2RN3A%271Q| x 271 0,) = 0y,

where j, k > 1.
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Since for each R' = Q/1 X Q,z, lim; ;00 3A2(2/ Q/1 x 2k Q/z) =X x X, we
can see that for any R C €, there must be some j and k such that R € A; x(R).
This implies that for each R C Q, {R'} € U; =04, k(R).

Then, we have

1 ’ ! !
(3.6) < ——— E E v(R, R)r(R,R)P(R, R)Ty
(Q)F_1 RCQ R'eAgo(R)

Y3 Y wRRR RIPR R)Ty

j=1 M(Q) il ich R'e€Ajo(R)

D Z Y. R, R)r(R, R)P(R, R)Ty

2
k>1 ,u(Q)T RCQ R'eAg i (R)
1

+Z IZ Z v(R, R)r(R, R)P(R, R)Ty
k=1 M(Q)Ei RCQR'eAj(R)

= 1+0+Mm+1V.
We first estimate term /. Define
Boo ={R': 3A’R' N Q° £ ¢},

Then we claim that

f< 1 ) 3 v(R, R)r(R, R)P(R, R)Ty. (3.8)

2_
w(2)r ! R'€By {R: RCQ,R'€Aqo(R)}

To show this claim, we only need to point out that for any R’ ¢ By o, we have
3A2R'NQ° = @. Thus, for any R C €2, we can see that 3A2R'N3A%R = ), which
implies that R* ¢ Ag o(R). Hence, we can obtain that UgcqAo.0(R) C Bo,o. This
yields that the claim (3.8) holds.

Now we continue to decompose By o. Let ]_—2),0 = {R/ : ,u(3A2R/ nQY >

FrGAPR)), D = FROANFG L h = 1, Fp0 =0, and @4 = U 0k,

2/1
h > 1. From these definitions, we can see that
Boo = U 'Dg’o.
h>1
Then (3.8) can be rewritten as
1
1572 > v(R, R)r(R, R)P(R, R)Ty. (3.9)

2
p(€)7" " h=1g cp?0 (R: RCQ.R'€A00(R))
To estimate the right-hand side of (3.9), we only need to consider

v(R, R)r(R, R) (3.10)
{R: RCQ,R'€Ago(R)}
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since P(R, R/) < 1 for any R € Dg,o and R satisfying R" € Ag,0(R). In what
follows, we use a simple geometrical argument, which is a generalization of Chang
and R. Fefferman’s idea, see more details in [2].

Since 3A2R N 3A2R’ # ), we can split (3.10) into four cases:

Case 1: u(Q)) = u(Q1), 1(Q3) < u(Q2).
First, it is easy to see that u(Qp x 3AQ/2) < w(BA%2R N 3A2R,). So we have

n(Q1)
M(3AQ1)

which yields that 2"~'(Q1) < n(3AQ)) < 1(Q)). Since all the Q; and Q,
(i = 1,2) are dyadic cubes w1th measures equlvalent to 27 for some a € Z, then

we have ,u(Q/l) ~ 2h*1+”u(Q1), for some n > 0. For each fixed n, the numbers
of such Q1’s must be < % -5A-2".

As for Qr, u(Q»2) ~ 2’",u(Q’2) for some m > 0. For each fixed m, the number
of such Q7’s is < % -5A since 3AQ0, N 3A Q/2 # (. Thus

1
nBAZR)Y<uBA’RN3A%R) <u(BA’R' NQ%) < < i w(3AZR),

/ ’

1+¢ / 1+
, / u(Q1) u(Q5) '
r(R,R)v(R,R) = ; — m(@u(Q2)
C%l cgel (M(Q1)> (M(Q2)> 1 ’

< Z 2—(h—1+n)(1+a')2nM(Q/l)z—m(lﬁ’)zmu(Q/z)
n,m>0
< 2—h(1+e/)M(R’)'
Case 2: 11(Q)) < 1(Q1), 1(Q3) > u(Q2).

This can be handled in a similar way to that of case 1.

Case 3: 1(Q)) > 1(Q1), 1(Q3) > 1(Q2).

Since

’ , 1 ,
w(R) < uBA*R N3A%R) < n(BA’R NQ°) < o LGAR),

we have 2"~ 11(R) < ;,L(R/). Using the same idea as in Case 1, we can obtain that
,u(R/) ~ 2”‘”"/1(13) for some n > 0, and that for each fixed n, the number of
2
such R’s is < %SZA2 - 2", Combining these results, we can get
2

’

I+e
/ / R / ’
> rRRWRE) =Y (“( ,)) w(Q)u(Q))
case3

Case3 u(R)
< 22—(h—1+l1)(1+€ )2’1M(R,)

n>0

S 2_h(1+€/),u(R,).
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Case 4: 1(Q)) < 1(Q1), 1(Q3) < 1(Q2).
From

/ / , 1 )
1K) S RGATR N3APR) < pGATR NQ0) < muGATR),

we have that ,u(R/) < CZ,,I—_lpL(R/), where C is a constant depending only on A, C}

and C,. This yields that & < hy = [log2(2C )] + 1. Thus we can see that in this
case, there are at most Ag terms in (3.9) is nonzero. )
Since w(R) > w(R’), we obtain that (R) ~ 2"u(R) for some n > 0. For

2
each fixed n, the number of such R’s is < 52A2%. Therefore
2

/

’ 1+e¢
’ / R
S rR.RWR.R) =Y (%) 1£(R)

Case4 cased
5 Z 2—11(1+8 )2nM(R )
n>0
S u(R).

Now we have finished the estimate of (3.10). Then from (3.9), we have

sy v (y ey

— 2
2
w(2)r h=1 g'cp?0 \R€ Casel  Re Case2

+ Y+ > ) v(R, R)r(R, R)Tyy
Re Case3  Re Case4
= h+ L+ 5L+ 1.
We first consider the terms I1, I and I3. Noting that we have chosen € and &’
satisfying that ﬁ < ﬁ < % < ﬁ < p < 1 and combining with the fact

that M(Qg’o) < 2" () for h > 1, we have

1 _ / 2_1 1 /
I,L, I3 S 72_122 h(1+8)l/~(92’0)p YN Z U(R )Ty
n(€2)r = =1 (€77 R el
1 / 2_ 2_
S —— e @

2
u(€2)P  h=1

1 /
xsup———— D u(R)Ty
2 w@r ' gch
1 ,
Ssup——— > w(R)Ty.
Q@ wu(€)r - pco



DUALITY OF MULTIPARAMETER HARDY SPACES 661

As to 14, from the estimate in Case 4 we can see that

h
I4§¥20: > > r(RRHU(R,R)Ty.

21
n(2)r  h=1 R €D RE cased

Thus, we have

I < - 0,0 ——1 4 ,

4 S —— Zu(sz s 3 WR)Ty

M(Q)” h=1 (€2 )" chg»o

1 2o W (Z=1) 2 ’

S = 2 2T @) xsup ——— 3 u(R)Ty
n(€2)r  h=1 Q wu()? " Rch

-~ > wR)Ty.

R'cQ

S sup ——;
Q p()r
Combining the estimates from /; to 14, we can get

1 /
1S sup——5— > W) Ty
o w@r ' pea

We now only need to estimate /V because the estimates of I and Il can be derived
from the same skills as in 7 and /V. First consider each term in IV as follows:

1 ’ ’ li
ajp =t ——s— > Y w(R.R(R.R)P(R.R)Ty  (3.11)
n()? ~ RCQR A ((R)

for some j, k > 1.
Define
Bjx={R : 342270, x 20,)) N Q° # ¢}
for the above j, k.
Then we claim that

aj,kg% > > wR.R)r(RRYP(R, R)Tp. (3.12)

24
()P "R'eB; (R: RCQ.R €A, 1 (R)}

In fact, this claim is similar to the former one (3.8). To see this, we point out that
for any R’ & B, 3A2(2) Q/1 X ZkQ/z) N QY = @. Thus, for any R C Q, we have
that 3A2(2/ Q| x 2¥Q,) N 3A?R = (4, which implies that R’ ¢ A; x(R). Hence,
we can obtain that UgcqA ;¢ (R) C Bj k. This yields that the claim (3.12) holds.
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Now we continue to decompose Bj . Let ]:}{’k = {R': u(BA%(Q/ Q/1 X
’ N ’ ik i,k i,k i,k
260) N QY > HuBAYRIQ) x 20}, Dy = FYNFL L h = LR =0

and Q;l’k =U RieDi* R’, h > 1. From these definitions, we can see that
h

o .k
Bjy= U Dh .
h>1

Then (3.12) can be rewritten as

! > u(R.R)r(R.R)P(R, R)Tp. (3.13)

ajk = p
(SZ)F_I h>1p/ ik /
K ZIR eD]* {R: RCQ,R €A 1 (R)}

Now we consider

> v(R, R)r(R,R)P(R, R). (3.14)
{R: RCQLR €A 1(R))

Note that when R’ € A x(R), we have 3A2RN3A2%(27 Q/1 x 2k Q/z) # (). Namely,
3AQ1 N3A2/ Q) # Wand 3A0, N3A2X Q) # 0.

Also we remind that when R’ € A;x(R), we have 3A2R N 3A2(2f—1Q/1 x
2€Q)) = 0, 3A2R N 3422/ Q| x 2K°1Q,) = @ and 3A%R N 3A%(2/~1 Q] x
2"‘1Q:2) = #. These imply that dist(Q}, 01) > u(2/~1Q)) v u(Q)) and that
dist(Q,, 02) > 2710y v u(Q2).

Thus we can split (3.14) into four cases:

Case 1: 12/ Q') > n(Q1), 125 Q) < 1(Q2).

First, it is easy to see that £(Q1 x 3425 0) < n(3A2(2/ Q| x2¢Q,)N3A%R).
So we have

&})/ nBA227 Q) x 2605)) < n(BA%(2/ 0| x 2¢0,) N3A%R)
n(3A2 Q)

IA

1A% Q) x 2@y N Q%)
1 20nj kA
= FILBA (2701 x2°0))),

which yields that 2" ~1.(Q1) < n(3427 Q) < 2/w(Q)).

Now let us consider the measures of Q1 and Q,l. We can see that there are two
subcases.

Subcase 1.1: (Q)) > u(Q1).

In this subcase, since 21~/ (Q)) < ,u(Q/l), we have that M(Q/l) ~
2h=1=j+n,(0}) for some n > 0. And for each fixed n, the number of such Q;’s
must be < % -5A -2
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Subcase 1.2: ;.(Q)) < u(Q1).

In this subcase, we have u(Q}) < u(Q1) < n(2/ Q). So u(2¢Q) ~ u(Q1)
for some positive integer £ satisfies | < £ < j. And for each ¢, the number of

such Q1’s must be < C‘ - 5A. Then, from the inequality 2"~ (Q1) < ZJ[L(Q ),

we can see that 2/~ l2@M(Q1) < 27 1(Q)), which yields that 2"~ < 2/=¢. Thus,
h < j — €. This implies that for each ¢ < j, there are at most C (j — £) terms in the
right-hand side of (3.13).

Now let us consider Q» and le. Since p(2F Q’Z) < u(Q3), we can get that
2]‘2’";/,(Q/2) ~ n(Q») for some m > 0. And for each fixed m, the number of such
0>’s must be < % - 5A since 3A (2 Q/z) N3AQ; # 0.

Combining the above estimates, we have that

> u(R.R)r(R.R)P(R.R)
Subcase 1.1

/

0\ —(+0)
di ,
_y (M(Q})) (M(Qg)) 0 )M(Qz)( ISt(Ql/Ql))
Subcase 1.1 M(Q]) n(Q2) ,Uv(Ql)

dist(02, 0\
x (14 =222
(02

Z = (h=1=j+n)(1+e )y —(m+k)(1+e )an(Q/l)2m+kM(Q,2)2_j(1+9,)

n,m=>0

5 27/1(14’8 )27j(9/7€/)27k6,M(R,)
and that

Y w(R R)r(R.R)P(R.R)
Subcase 1.2

!

’ +& / —(146")
_ n@D\ (1@ | dist(01. 0)
_sub;sel.z(/*(Ql)) (M(Q )) Qs )M(Qz)( o )

. / —(1+6")
y 1+dlst(Q2, 0,)
u(Q2)

] ’ / 7 /7 . 7
,S Z Z —L(1+¢ )2—(m+k)(]+e )2(M(Q1)2m+kM(Q2)2_(j_€)(l+6)

=1m>0

o~

y—te 2-(=00+0) ke | (pr)

N
M&:

~
Il

1
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Case 2: u(2/ Q) < u(Q1), (240 = u(Q).
This can be handled similarly as Case 1. And we have that

v(R, R)r(R, R)P(R, R) < 27h+e)g—k@—eHp—je' | (R
Subcase 2.1

and that

k ) .
Z U(R, R/)r(R, R/)P(R, R,) 5 22—[8 2—(k—£)(1+9 )2_]3 M(R/)
Subcase 2.2 =1

Also notice that in the subcase 2.2, for each £ < k, there are at most C (k — £) terms
in the right-hand side of (3.13).

Case 3: 1(27 Q) > w(Q1). 1 (25 05) > 1(Q2).
First, it is easy to see that (R) < n(3A2R N3A%(27 Q| x 2KQ))). So,

. !’ ! ] . !/ ’
w(R) S n(BA*(27 Q) x 2°0,) N Q%) < FTHGA2IQ, 2°0,)),

which yields that 2"~ (R) < 272k u(R).
Next we consider the measures of Q1, Q,1 and Q», Q,z- We can see that there
are four subcases.

Subcase 3.1: 1(Q}) > u(Q1), 1(Q5) = 1(Q2).
In this subcase, we can see that 2h*1*j*k+”u(R) ~ ,u(R/) for some n > 0.

2
And for each n, the number of such R’s must be < i 5242.2" Hence

c
Y w(R. R)r(R.R)P(R.R)
Subcase 3.1
®\" dist01, @)\ Y distcga, 0\
’ 1S , 1S )
=Y <“ />M(R)<1+71/ 1) <1+72/ 2)
Subcase 3.1 \W(R ) M(Ql) M(Qz)
< Z o —(h=1=j—k+n)(1+& ) yn L (R Y21 (+0) k(146"
n>0

S 2—h(1+6/)2—j(9/—8/)2—]((6/—8/)M(R/).

Subcase 3.2: 1(Q)) < u(Q1), 1(Qy) = 1(Q2).
In this subcase, we first have that M(Q/l) < w(Q1) < @/ Q/l). Similar to
the estimate in Subcase 1.2, we have that (2% Q/I) ~ n(Q1) for some positive

integer £ satisfies 1 < £; < j. And for each £, the number of such Q;’s must be

Ci
< C—Z-SA.
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As to Q7 and Q/z, we can obtain that /,L(Q/Z) ~ 2Mu(Q») for some m > 0.
And for each fixed m, the number of such Q»’s must be < % -5A.
~ Then, from the inequality 21 (R) < 272%u(R’), we can see that 2/ <
20U —t)+ktm “which yields that h < (j — £1) 4+ k + m. This implies that in this
subcase, for each £, there are at most (j — £1) + k + m terms in the right-hand side
of (3.13).
So, we have

> w(R.R)r(R.R)P(R.R)

Subcase 3.2
(Q’) 1+é 0D 1+¢ dist(0 Q/) —(146")
= > (“—1) (“ ?) u(le(Q;)(u#)
Subcase3.2 \ (@D 1(Q,) w(Q@))
di / —(146")
X<1 | dist(02, Q2)>
1w(Q5)

J / ’ , , ) , ,
g Z Z 2—@1(1—!—8 )2—m(1+e )261M(QI)M(QZ)Z—(,/—EQ(H-B )2—k(1+0 ).
Li=1m=>0

Subcase 3.3: 11(Q}) > p(Q1). 1(Q5) < pn(Q2).
This subcase can be handled similarly as Subcase 3.2. And we have that

v(R, R)r(R, R)P(R, R
Subcase 3.3

k / /
,S Z Z 2—Z2(1+8 )2—n(1+8 )222M(Q/1)M(Q/2)2—(k—€2)(1+9/)2—j(1+9/).

lr=1n>0

Also, we shall point out that in this subcase, for each ¢, there are at most (k — £5) +
J + n terms in the right-hand side of (3.13).

Subcase 3.4: 11(Q)) < (Q1), W(Q5) < (Q2).
This subcase can be handled similarly by using the skills as in Subcase 3.1 and

Subcase 3.2. And we have that

Y uRr, RHYr(R,R)P(R,R)
Subcase 3.4

J k / / / ’ . ’ ’
S Z Z 2—@1(1-‘1-8 )2—62(14—8 )2[1232M(QI)M(Qz)z—(j—fl)(l-‘r@ )2—(k—€2)(1+9 )
l1=11lr=1

Also, we shall point out that in this subcase, for each ¢; and ¢;, there are at most
(j — £1) + (k — £2) terms in the right-hand side of (3.13).
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Case 4: (27 Q) < u(Q1), p(2* Q) < (Q2).
Similar to Case 3, it is easy to see that u((2/Q; x 2¢Q5)) < w(3A%RN
3A2(2/ Q) x 2K05)). So, we have

w(2/ Q) x 203) S nBA*2/ Q) x 2°0;) N QY

1 NSV
SFMGA (2701 x270,)),

which implies that M(R,) < Czh%l ,u(R/), where C is a constant depending only

on A, Ci and C;. This yields that h < hg = [log,(2C)] + 1. Thus we can see that
in this case, there are at most h( terms in the right-hand side of (3.13).
In this case, we can obtain that (R) ~ 2272, (R’) for some n > 0. And

2 .,
for each fixed n, the number of such R’s is < SZAZ% since 3A2R N3A2(2/ 0, x

29
2
2£0)) # 0.

Hence

> v(R.R)r(R,R)P(R.R)
Case 4

!

s\ 1+e , P\ —(146) , P\ = (140"
_ Z w(R) W(R) H_dISt(Ql, Q) H_dISt(Qz, 05)
Casea.1 \W(R) n(Q1) u(Q2)

n>0
< 27727k (R,
Now let us come back to (3.13). From the estimates of (3.14) we have

aj,kf%zz (Z + >+ DY+ D )U(R,R/)

-1
Q)P h>1g/ _myik \ReCasel ReCase2 ReCase3 ReCased
w(€2) ZIR ep] eCase eCase eCase eCase
/ ’
xr(R,R)P(R, R)Ty
=14ajkl T ajk2+ajr3 a4

We first consider the term a; ¢, 1. From the subcases in Case 1, we know that a; x
can be further divided in to two terms, namely,

1
api=—-s72, ) | 2+ )
/,L(Q) P hle/eD)Z’k ReSubcase 1.1  ReSubcase 1.2

-v(R, R)r(R, R)P(R, R)Ty

=!ajk1.1+ajk1.2-
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Let us estimate a;y 1.;. Noting that M(Q;;’k) < h2hu(§2) for h > 1 and that
14+¢ > % — 1, we have

ajiii S 1 . 2—h(1+£/)2—j(9/—8/)2—k£/'u(Q;;,k)%—1
u(Q)? " =
1 /
W /,L(R )TR/
’U’(Qh’ )I’ R,CQi'k
< 1 3 o1+ =i @' = g —ke' (o) G (5!
(o s

1 /
X supi__1 Z W(R )Ty
Q@ pn)r " gco

YA ’ 1 /
5 27/ ©'—e )2_k8 sup _721 Z [/L(R )TR/ .
Q@ pn@)r " pca

As a consequence,

Z aji1.1 S sup 1771 Z M(R/)TR'-

Jok=1 QWP o

Asto aj k1.2, we have that

cy—=0
\ e A—(i— N~ —ke' ik 2
ajr12 3 < 12 Z 2 532 G—-01+6 )2 ke M(Q;l, )P 1
ﬂ(Q)” =1 h>1
1 ,
Z W(R)Tg

‘ ik 21
QNPT L Tk
n(§2) R'cgj

1 J
<Ly

n(§2)»

Cy—
Z es 2= (G—Oa+6 )2—k€ (h2/’l)( I)I‘L(Q)p

—_—

XSl:lp_—g_1 Z ,LL(R/)TR/
Q u(Q)r - pea

r_(2 1 ’
< 2_k822_z8 (022 OGS (R T
=1 & u@r ! vea
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Hence, noting that 1 + 6" > % — 1, we have

- - —O)(146' (-
Zajk12< szé‘szé‘(] E)z(] )(1+ ( 1)

Jj.k>1 Jj.k>1

1 ,
Sup———— ) w(R)Ty
Q@ pn@)r g

1 ,
< sup ———— Z (R Ty
Q@ u()r  Rch

Similarly, we can obtain the same result for a; x >, namely,

Z ajr2 S < sup 17_1 Z M(R/)TR/.

Jjk=1 Q WP gea

As to aj 3, following the step of a; 1, we can divide it into 4 terms, a; 3.1,
ajk32,ak33 and aj i 34. For the first term, using the same skills as in the esti-

mate of a; ¢, 1.1, we can get that Zj’,pl aj k3.1 can be controlled by supg (S'Z)Tl
nw

ZR’cfz M(R/)TR/. Now for the second term a; 3.2, we have:

1 j
ajr32 S 1
w()r " 1=1m>0

C(j—Li+k+m) , ) ' , / o
Z 7—ti(l4e ) g—m(l+e )olin—(j—€1)(1+60") p—k(1+0 )M(Qilvk);*I

h>1

1
X—— 5 Z W) Ty
h,
J ,
S Z 2_£3 2_(./-_3)(14-9/)2—1{8/(hzh)(%_l)u(g)%—l

_;_1 > wR)Ty

2
Q u()r " Rch
J
el —te . — () (146" (%2 -1 1 !
Sy ot 0P 2 O T g —— B (R Ty
=1 Q u(Q)r = pch



DUALITY OF MULTIPARAMETER HARDY SPACES 669

Since 1 + 6’ > % — 1, it follows that

- - —O1+6'—(3-1
Za]k32< sz&‘ Zz Zé‘(‘] £)22 =01+ ( )

J.k>1 J.k>1

1 /
Q@ u€)r " Reo

1 /
< sup ——— Z w(R)Ty .
Q@ pn(r - rca

Then, aj 3.3 and aj k3.4 can be estimated in the same way and the two terms are

both bounded by supg, —;21 dRCH ,u(R/)TR/.
WP
Finally, as to a; 4, since 0 < h < hy in this case, we have

ho
1 o n ke Gk 21 1 '
ajrs S —Zz @ —— s D BTy

()7~ b=l w7 gl

1 —ke' oy (3 Z-1

S —F Zz Jep ke (n2M 5D ()

w7 i
X sup . Z /,L(R/)TR/

_ - 2_
Q@ pn@)r " Rpea
N / 1 !/
S22 sup——— > u(R) Ty
Q@ pn@?r " gca
Then,
Z ajr4 S <sup ———— 7 Z M(R/)TR/.
k=1 @ u@P Rea
Combining all the estimates above, we can obtain that
1 /
IV Ssup——5— > u(R)Ty.
Q@ u€)r e
Using the same ideas in the estimates of / and /V, we can obtain that
1 ,
I, m s sup ——— Z w(R)Tp

& w@r ! ik
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The proof of the Min-Max comparison principle for CMO? (X x X) is
complete. O

Remark 3.3. The operators D,/ D,/ in the right hand-side of (3.2) can be replaced
by any other operators E,/ E / Wthh satisfy Ey, = Py, — Pr,—1 fori =1, 2, where
{Py; } are approximation to 1dent1ty of order € € (0, 6].

Then we can see that the Min-Max comparison principle established above
yields that the definition of CMO? (X x X) is independent of the choice of ap-
proximations to identity. More precisely, let {Sg,} and {Py,} be approximations to
identity of order € € (0, 6] and Dy, = Sk, — Sk, -1, Ex;, = Pr; — Pr,—1 fori =1,2.
Suppose ”f”CMOp(XXX) is defined as (3.1) and ”f”CMOp(XXX),* is defined as
(3.1) with Dy, replaced by Ey, fori = 1, 2. Then by using the Min-Max comparison
principle, we can see that

”f”CMO”(XxX)

< sup __1/9 Yoy

Q M(Q)” ki,ko=—00 T1€ly 1€y,

N(ki,71) N(ka,72)

kq kn v k ,kjl,[ , T2, V1, U2
X{Ql 1 Qz 2:9}( 1 1 1 )
v1=1 vy=1

172
X sup |Dk, Dk, (f)(u, v)| X i (xx 02 vy (x2)dp () dp(x2)
uerl v] er2 )

00 N(ki,t1)
sl [ 3 YY)
Q [,L(Q) le ky=—00 1€l nEl, vi=1
N(kz, )
X{le U1 Qk§~U2CQ}(k17 k29 71, T2, V1, v2)
vy=1
1/2
X inf |E1<1E1<2(f)(u v)| Xl (x1)x 02 vy (x2)dp (xp)dp(x2)

k
ueQs)’ vl veQ,2

= ”f”CMOP(XXX),*'

And similarly, we have || fllcMO? (v ) < I leMO? (v xv)-
This implies that the Carleson measure space CMO? (X x X)) is well-defined.
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4. Product sequence spaces and duality

We introduce the product sequence spaces s” and c? as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let xo(x) = w(Q)~17? xo(x). The product sequence space s”,
0 < p <1, is defined as the collection of all complex-value sequences

A= {}Lle "1 ng’uz }klvk2€Z§ T1€lyy 1€l vi=1,..N(k1,71),02=1,..N(k2,72)
such that ||A||s»

N(ki,71)

- x>

k1=—00k2——00 ‘L’]E[kl ‘[zelkz 1—]

N (k2,12)

172
)\4 v <7,V * % v * % 7,V * .
Z (| QI;}"XQI;%'Zl XQ/;}w()XQ’;%,z()) } <

=1 Lp

Similarly, ¢?, 0 < p < 1, is defined as the collection of all complex-value se-
quences

r= { Q]<I vl ng’vz }kl,kzéz; n1€ly) , 1a€ly; vi=1,..N(k1,11), v2=1,..N(k2,72)

such that ||¢||c»

—wp(—— [ Y Y Y ¥

Q ,LL(Q)[’ ki=—00 kp=—00 T1€lk T2€lk,
N(ky,71) N(kp,72)

X }(k17k21717T2,U1,U2)

kv ko v
{0 1 1><Q 2 ZCQ
v1=1 vy=1 l 2
12

2
(|f ky.vq ka X Q 191 (xl)Xkavz(x2)> d//«(xl)d//v(x2)> < Q0.

For simplicity, Vs € s?, we rewrite s = {sg}r, and
~ 1/2
Isllsr = 1> Isazrr P} . @.1)
R

similarly, Vt € c”, rewrite t = {fg}r, and

1/2
||t||cp—sup< — Zm) : (4.2)

M(Q)P =

where R runs over all the dyadic rectangles in X x X. The main result in this
section is the following duality theorem.
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Theorem 4.2. (s”) = cP for0 < p < 1.
Proof. First, we prove that for all 7 € ¢?, let

L(s):ZsR-ER, Vs € sP, (4.3)
R

then [L(s)| S lIsllselitllcr.
To see this, let

U = {(1. 1) € X x X :{Z<|sR|xR<x1 R

And define

1 1
By = {R FHEUNR) > Su(R), (1 NR) = Zp(R) ¢

- 1
Q= {(xl,xg) e X xX : Mi(xe,) > 5},

where M; is the strong maximal function on X x X. By (4.3) and the Holder

inequality,
P N
2 2
IL(s)| < Z(Z Isg| ) <Z |rR|2)
ReBy ReBy
< Zu(szm (Z |sR|2> — > Il 4.4)
ReBy M(Qk)” RS
1
A
~ _p
<> u&n! 2<Z|sR|2> ¢ lcr.
k ReB;

Combining the fact that [ Y pcp (ISrIZR())? du(x) < 226D p(Qu\Qp41) <
Qi1
C2%1(2) and that

[Q > (selirC))? dueo) = Y IskPr(R) ™ 1 (Q\Rer1 N R)

\S2+1 ReBy ReB;

\%

since R € By then Ris contained in €

v

> IsklPu(®R)” —M(R)

REBk

= Z skl

REBk

v
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we obtain (ZReBk |sr |2)]7) < 2kpu(§2k)g. Substituting this back into the last term
of (4.4) yields that |L(s)| < [|sllse |2 ]lcr-

We point out that an idea similar to the one used in the above proof was used
earlier to get an atomic decomposition from a wavelet expansion by Meyer in [22].

Conversely, we need to verify that for any L € (s? )/, there exists t € ¢” with
ltllcr < IIL| such that for all s € s”, L(s) = ) sgfr. Here we adapt a similar
idea in one-parameter case of Frazier and Jawerth in [9] to our multi-parameter
situation.

Now define sﬁe = 1 when R = R; and s}'e = 0 for all other R. Then it is easy to
see that IIS%IISp = 1. Now forall s € s, s = {sg} = > _; sR,.sﬁei, the limit holds in
the norm of s”, here we index all dyadic rectangles in X x & by {R;};cz. For any
L € (sP),letig, = L(s'), then L(s) = L(Y;sr;s') = Y, SriIr, = Y.p SRR
Let t = {tg}. Then we only need to check that ||¢]|.» < ||L].

For any open set 2 C X x X with finite measure, let ft be a new measure

such that ji(R) = j;gg when R C Q, i(R) = 0 when R ¢ Q. And let (1) be

a sequence space such that when s € 12(;1), (ZRCQ |sR|2Lp)l)l/2 < o0. Itis
w2

easy to see that (/2(j1)) = [*(it). Then,

1/2
{ | R|2} = [yl ,
()27 rca 2
R

= sup ) (rlu®R)Y?) - sp L)]

st ”3”12( )<1 RCQ /L(Q)F_
R)/?|s

< o | (XW)LIIRI

s lsll2 <1 n(€2)2
H(R)' 2 |sg]

< sup L] [ xrca(R) 7

st lIsll2 )=t n(2)2 o
By (4.1) and the Holder inequality, we have
1/2
R(R) skl u(R)
‘XREQ(R)ig_I Z |s |2 P .
n(2)2 sP RCQ n(€2)2
Hence,
ltller = sup LI - lIsll2y < LA O
st Is|

2=
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5. Duality of H? (X x X) with CMO” (X x X)

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. First, we define the lifting and projection
operators as follows.

Definition 5.1. Let {Sg, }x; <z be an approximation to the identity of order 6, Dy, =

Sk, — Si—1 fori = 1,2. Forany f € (G(B1, B2; v1,¥2)) with 0 < Bi, i < 6,
define the lifting operator Sp by

Sp(f) = {M(Q]g’vl)]/ZM(Qg’Uz)l/szlDkz(f)(m, yz)} o oy D
'El' Q'L'z.
where y; is the center of Qlil’f’vi, kieZ,vi € ;,v=1,--- ,N(t, k) fori =1, 2.

Definition 5.2. Let all the notation be the same as above. For any sequence s,
define the projection operator T by

N(ki,71) N(ka,72)

TG = 35 35 3 3 2o D Sphmgan (52

ki=—00 kp=—00 T1€lk; T2El, vi=1 =1

X ( QL2 (0822 Dy Dy (x1, x2, 1. y2),

where y; is the center of Qlif’"i and [)k,- is the same operator as in the Calderén
reproducing formula (2.8) associated with Dy, fori =1, 2.

To work at the level of product sequences spaces, we still need the following
two propositions.

Proposition 5.3. Let all the notation be the same as above. Then for any f €
HP(X x X), gy <p =1,

ISp(Hllse S N fllmrxexx)- (5.3)
Conversely, for any s € s?,

1T N Hrexay S lsllise. (5.4
Moreover, Ty o Sp equals the identity on HP (X x X).

Proposition 5.4. Let all the notation be the same as above. Then for any f €
CMO? (X x X), 525 < p <1,

1So(Hller < 1FlCMO? ey (5.5)
Conversely, forany t € c?,

IT5OIeMO? (xS Itller- (5.6)
Moreover, Ty o Sp is the identity on CMOP (X x X).
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Assume the above two propositions first, then we give the proof of Theorem
1.2 with po = 525.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. First, let {S, }x,cz be an approximation to the identity of

order 6, Dy, = Sy, — Sk;—1 fori = 1,2. For any g € G(Bi1, B2; v1. y2) with
%—1 < Bi,yi <6@fori =1,2and f € CMO?(X x &), from the two propositions
above, we have

< f,8§>=<TjoSp(f), g >=<Sp(f),Sp(g) >,

ki, ko, A
where Sﬁ(g) = {/’L(erl vl)l/zﬂ(Qfg U2)1/2Dk1,k2(g)()m yZ)}leﬂn kayvz-
7] 1)

By the Definition 4.1 and the Min-Max comparison principle in Lemma 2.7,

we obtain [ S5 () llsr S llgllurxxx). Hence | < f, g > | <| < Sp(f), Sp(g) >
| < |If ”CMOI’( XxX) gl P (x xx), where the last inequality follows from Propo-

sition 5.3 and 5.4. Since G(B1, B2; Y1, v2) is dense in H? (X x X)), it follows from
a standard density argument that CMO? (X x X) € (HP(X x X ))/.

Conversely, suppose [ € (HP (X x X))/. Thenly =10Tj € (sP)’ by Propo-
sition 5.3. So by Theorem 4.2, there exists ¢ € c? such that [;(s) =< ¢, s > for
all s € sP, and ||t]lcr =~ |11l < |||, since Tp is bounded. We have [} o Sp =
loTpoSp =1, hence

I(g) =1oTp(Sp(g)) =<1t,Sp(g) >=<Tp(t), g >,
where

N (t1,k1) N(z2,k2)

ZCED DD IED DID DD DI DN IS LAtk

k1=7OO k2=700 ‘E]EIkI 'L’zEIk2 U|=1 U2=1

X Dpy ke (X1, X2, y1, ¥2).

By Definition 4.1 and the Min-Max comparison principle in Theorem 3.2, we obtain
that || Tp (1) leMO? (axay = ltller = IlZll. Hence (H?(X x X)) € CMO?(X x
X). O

Now we give brief proofs to the above two propositions.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. To show this Proposition, we first point out that the proof
is closely related to the Min-Max comparison principle for H” (X x X’), namely,
Lemma 2.7. (5.3) is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.7 and the proof of (5.4)
follows the same routine as the proof of Lemma 2.7.
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Now let us go into the details. We first prove (5.3). By Definition 4.1 and 5.1,
we can see that for any f € HP (X x X),

I1Sp()llsp

N (t1,k1)N(72,k2)

DD YD DD sup | Dy, Diy (), v)[

kv ko,
k|=700k2=7001161k1t261k2 v1=1 vy=1 ueQr} LlyyeQé V2

IA

1

X XQ’;11=U1 (‘)XQ/%vz ) }
L

> o0 N(t1,k1)N(12,k2) 5
S XY X2 XX X X it Dy DN )|
k1=—ook2=—00‘r1€1k1‘[2€1k2 vi=l  wvy=1 MGQ‘[}. I,UEQT% 2
1
2
X X kyvp (¢ v (-
Qr} I()XQ% 2()}
LP
1
00 00 5 2
< { >y \Dlekz(f><-,-)|}
ki=—00 kp=—00 L
S I fllae.

Now let us turn to (5.4). For simplicity, we only need to work with the dyadic cubes
of the form { /;’ ke, T € Iki+1} fori =1,2.

To simplify our notation, let m i, (x1, x2) = WO 2 Q812 Py (1,
Tl .[2
k ~ k .
ve!) Dy, (x2, yz;). Now we first estimate D, D j, (m o kaz)(xl, x2).
1 ”
According to the relations between j; and k; for i = 1,2, we split D; D,

k) (x1, x2) into four cases as follows.

(M g1 02

Case 1: j; > ky, jo > k.
Using the cancellation condition on Dj, and Dj,, we have

|Dj, Djz(mQ’;i XQ%)(XI, x2)|

‘(f wf +f +f)Djl(xl,yoDjz(xz,yz)[kaIXkam,xz)
Vi V2 V3 Va 1%

—M kK ,X2) —m
QI%XQé(yl 2)

by gla (K1 32) Mg pla (1, yz)] due(yndu(y2)

Oy

I+I1T+111+1V,
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where

|
Vi= {(yl,yz) ) = 522 S o, YED), p(x2, 2)

Uk ko | .
Sﬁ(z 2+10(x27y‘[22))}’

|
Va = {(yl,yz) tpG ) = (2 St o, YED), p(x2, ¥2)

> i(z—kz + p(xa, yen t
2A ’2 ’

[
V3 = {(y1,yz) Py > (2 S pCer, v, p(x2, y2)

Uk ko | .
SE(Q’ 2+p(x27y‘[22))}7

|
Vs = {()’1, y2) 1 p(x1, y1) > ﬂ(Z M p(x, yfl')), p(x2, y2)
1 2—k2 ko
> ﬂ( +/O(-x27yf2)) .

For term I, we use smoothness condition (2.4) on both Dkl and l~)k2 with the first
variable; for term /7, we use smoothness condition (2.4) on Ekl with the first vari-
able, and size condition (2.3) on l~)k2; similarly, for term /11, we use size condition
(2.3) on Dkl and smoothness condition (2.4) on ﬁkz with the first variable; for
term IV, we use size condition on both Dy, and Dy,. Together with the fact that
;J,(ng) ~ 2 ki fori = 1,2, we can get that four terms above can be controlled by

2—Gii—kne’ 2—(p—k2)e’

(A + 25 pxr, YN (14202 (xy, yl2)) 1+

1 L)

kq —% ko —%
(0~ (k) 5.7)

Case 2: j] > ki, j2 < k». _
By the cancellation condition on D}, and Dy,, we have

IDj, Djz(me: XQ’%)(XI, x2)|

‘(/ +/ +/ +/ )[Dj1 (x1, y)Dj,(x2, y2) — Dj, (xl,yl)Djz(xLylg)]
Vi 1% V3 Vs

x[m

Mg 132 = m gty s (1. ) Jd(y)d e (y2)

I+11+111+1V,
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where

1
Vi = {(yl, y2) s PG, ) = 7 pn, ye)), P2, 372)

1 —k> .

1
Va = {(yl, y2) 1 P01 31) = 5@ 4 pr 3. p (G2 ¥

1
—Q R4 ;
> 5 ( p(x2, )’2))} ;

1
Vs = {(yl, ¥2) P, y) > QT p, D), p (2, vE)

1
< 2—k2 .
= 54¢ +,0(X2,YZ))},

1
Va = {(yl, y2) 1 p(xi, y1) > ﬂ(Z St pGen i), p (2. yi2)

>i(2—’<2+ (x2, ¥2))
A P(X2, Y2 .

For term I, we use the size condition on D}, and Dk2, the smoothness condition
on Dj, and Dkl; for term 11, we use the smoothness condition on 5k1 and the size
condition on others; for 111, we use the smoothness condition on D}, and the size
condition on others; finally, for term 7V, we only use the size conditions. Similarly,
the four terms above can be controlled by

el ] 2~ (i—kne 22—ka)(1+¢)

p(Qz) 2u(Q7) 2 ; . . (5.8)
" 42Ny, Y (122 p(x, o))

Case 3: Jj1 < ki, Jj2 = ky.
Similarly as Case 2, D, D, (m 0" x ka)(x 1, X2) can be controlled by
71 2

P foe 1 2011 —kp)(1+e') 2—(j2—k2)s/

w(Q N Tu(QR) (5.9)

(1427 p(xr, Yo (1422 (s, yhoy) 1+

Case 4: j] < k], j2 < kz.

Similarly as Case 1 with only a change of the positions of Dj D;, and
m Q/;{ 8 Q/% we can see that D, D, (m Qi} N Q%)(xl, X72) can be controlled by
2 Gir—k(1+) 2Ua—ka)(1+¢)

1 1
(@102 ‘ , . :
k 20 e, YT (1422 (x, yE2))

. (5.10)
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From Definition 2.6 and 5.2, we have

||T (S)(]C] 'x2)“H17(X><X) ”g(T (S))”Lf’(XxX)

SRR,

JisJ2 ki>ji.ka>jp  ki>ji.ka<jp  ki<ji.ke>j2  ki<ji,ka<j2

<

2y /2P

Z Z |SQ’§} ><Q1%||Dj1 Djz(kal

T1€lk 44 T2€1ky 40,

ka)(xl x2)|
LP(X%X)

STHIT+IIT+1V.

We now first estimate /. From (5.10), we can see that

s kl k2||Dj1Dj2("l Kok ) (X1, X2)]
Q7 %
45 1 XU

k1> ji.ka> jo T1€ljy 0y T2€lky 47,

DD

ki>ji.k2> jo 1€l 47

Gi—kn(I+e ) (a—ka) (1+¢) kin=1/2  Akan—1/2
Z PA 2427 |SQ1;11XQ/%|/~L(QI}) //L(Qrg)

€l 4+

1 1
X N / . !
(1 4+ 20 p ey, YN (1 4+ 22 p(xa, yE2)) 1+

. | . [ |
< Z pUI—kn(te =)o (2—k)+e =) | Af, Z
k1> j1,ka>j2 T161k1+]

r

ST I DR A VICe R (o e O] [CEV IO (G I

€l 4y

where ﬁ <r < pand M;,i = 1,2, is the Hardy-Littlewood Maximal function
with respect to the first and the second variable, respectively. The last inequality
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follows from an iteration of the the result which can be found in [9, pages 147-
148], for R" and [18, page 93], for spaces of homogeneous type.
Letk = (k1, k2), j = (j1, j2), x = (x1, x2) and

a(x) = {ar(x)}k

=(Mi| 2 M| 30 dsgu, gnr(@) T 2@ T A xp O

1€l 47 1€y +J

1

g (-)] (x])>, :

'_1 f_1
b= (b = {20 D20 Dy k) <0y (k2

(a * b)j = Zakbj_k.
k

;
k

By the Young inequality and an iterative application of the Fefferman and Stein
vector-valued maximal function inequality in [8] on Lr (X), we have

1/2]|P
v < H{Z|(a*b)j |2} S ||||a*b||12||fp(;cXX)
7 LP(X%X)

S [all2 bl |7 ey

P

S ||||‘1||12 ”LP(XXX)

< lsh?.

Using the same skills, we can getthat 17, [11,1V < ||s ||fp. Thus

IT5)(x1, x2) Er e xay S lIsllse.

Finally, it is easy to check that from the Calder6n reproducing formula, T o Sp
equals identity on H” (X x X’). The proof of proposition is complete. O

Proof of Proposition 5.4. This proposition is similar as the above one since its
proof is closely related to the Min-Max comparison principle for CMO? (X x X)),
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namely, Theorem 3.2. (5.5) is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2 and the proof
of (5.6) follows the same routine as the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Now we give the details of the proof. We first prove (5.5). According to
Definition 4.1 and 5.1, for any f € CMO?” (X x X), we have

ISp(ller

N(ky,t1)

swl——[ ¥ ¥ ¥

Q ,LL(Q) ” ki,ko=—00 T1€ly e, vi=1
N (kz,72)
X{le »V] ngsUZCQ}(kli k27 71, T2, V1, UZ)
vy=1
172
2
X sup | Dty Dy (F) (u, 0)| "X oy (XD X vy (x2)dpa (1) dpa (x2)
kl L] kz Uz QTI QTZ
ueQr’ ,vely
1 00 N(ky,t1)
swp[—— [ > ¥ ¥ ¥
Q ,LL(Q)[’ Qk],kzZ—OO rleIkl ‘L’zEIkz vi=1
Nk, 72)
X{le »U] ng’UZCQ}(kls k27 ‘[17 T27 vlv U2)
vy=1
172
X inf |Dk1 Dy, (f)(u, v)| Xk (xl)Xka vy (x2)dp (xp)dp(x2)

MGQ‘[} lU Q‘[2

2 2

Q ,LL(Q)I’ le kz——oo T1€ly 1€k,

N(k1,71) N(kz,72)
X{le V] ng’UZCQ}(kls k2, Tl’ TZ! V1, U2)

vi=l1 vy=1

12
2
X | Dy Diy () (x1, x2)| X kot (FDX pra (xz)dl«b(xl)du(xz)>
Tl .[2

< Iflcmor-
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Now let us prove (5.6). For any ¢t € c?, by the definition of norm of CMO?, we
have

00 00 N(ki,71)

IT5OleMO? exry Ssp|——= [ 2> > > > >

771
Q ,LL(Q) Q k1=—00 kp=—00 flelkl szIkz v1=1

N(kz,12)

XQ’;% 1 (x1 )XQ’%Uz (x2)

vp=1
XX{QM ] ka 20 (k1, kz, T1, T2, V1, V2)

1
| i i (T50) (i1, x) [ duerddac))

From the definition of 7 (7) and the same skill as in the estimate of (3.5), we can
obtain that

sup |Di, D (T3(0)) (x1, x2)

k1,v1 kp,vp
x1€Q7 ,x2€0x;

/o
00 00 N(k;,T))

SOIEDNDIDIEDD

’ ’
K —7ook2_7oo Tle,i rzeI; v =1

N(ky.ty)

Z 2=k y—lla—kgl (Q" oy (Qk2 g .10

v2_1

2—(k1/\k;)3/ 2—(k2/\k/2)5’

QO Loy, y ) @O 4 p(yn, )

7 o

kv _1/2 k,,v _122

X |t o o (0 TR TR
.IXQ.Z Il T2

/ /

where y; is the center of Q,’ Y and y is the center of Q Koo fori =1, 2.

Comparing (5.11) with (3.5), we can see that the only thing different is that the
last term in the right-hand side of(3.5) is Tg’, while the last term in the right-hand
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side of (5.11) is [t ,/

! ! ’ /

kv ky, vy 2
Jy ey w(@ YTV )72 However, when
0} 'x0 i 2

2*”/2
B! ]

proving the Theorem 3.2, we can see that the term Ty is fixed throughout the whole

proof. This implies that we can prove this proposition just following the proof of

Theorem 3.2 without any changes.

Thus, we can obtain that

IT5OIcMO? (s x)

N(ki,71)

< sup ZZZZZ

Q M(Q)p k1=—ook2——OO T1€l TaElR, vi=1

N(kz, )
X

U kzwvzcg}(kl, ka, T1, T2, V1, V2)

(0" x 072

=1

172

X (@) (k)

b ki
0:"

Lol H(QE )T ()72
2

S lltller-

Finally, we can easily get that from the Calder6n reproducing formula 75 o Sp is
the identity operator on CMO? (X x X). We finish the proof of the proposition. []
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