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Abstract Let Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space on the space of homogeneous
type (X, ρ, µ) satisfying some mild additional assumptions, q ∈ (0,∞), and Ẇ s,q

Y (X) with
s ∈ (0, 1) be the homogeneous fractional Sobolev space associated with Y(X). In this article,
we show that, for any f ∈ Y(X) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (X),

∥ f ∥Y(X) ≲ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)

≲ ∥ f ∥Y(X),

where U(x, y) := min{µ(B(x, ρ(x, y))), µ(B(y, ρ(x, y)))} for any x, y ∈ X and the implicit
positive constants are independent of f , which is applied to ten specific ball quasi-Banach
function spaces and hence is of wide generality. In particular, when Y(X) = Lq(Rn) with
q ∈ [1,∞), the above formula is closely related to the celebrated result of Maz’ya and Sha-
poshnikova in 2002. We also establish the above representation formula on domains of X.
The main novelty lies in proposing two new concepts, namely the weak reverse doubling con-
dition (for X) and the weak measure density condition (for domains of X), which are proved
to be necessary in some sense. In addition, we find an interesting fact that, when the un-
derlying space under consideration is bounded, the above Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova-type limit
always tends to zero.
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1 Introduction

The study of the homogeneous fractional Sobolev spaces Ẇ s,p(Rn) with s ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈
[1,∞), which is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f on Rn such that

∥ f ∥Ẇ s,p(Rn) :=
[∫
Rn

∫
Rn

| f (x) − f (y)|p

|x − y|n+sp dx dy
] 1

p

=:

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ f (x) − f (y)

|x − y|
n
p+s

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Rn×Rn)

(1.1)

is finite, has garnered significant attention and there has been a growing interests on this topic
over the past few decades. Indeed, these spaces become an indispensable tool and plays a pivotal
role in both pure mathematical analysis and applied mathematics; in particular, they have impor-
tant applications to many problems related to harmonic analysis, variational calculus, and partial
differential equations; see [8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 41, 46, 69].

A well-known defect of the family of fractional semi-norms {∥ · ∥Ẇ s,p(Rn)}s∈(0,1) is the deficiency
of the continuity at the endpoint s = 0 [corresponding to ∥ · ∥Lp(Rn)]; see, for example, [15, 52].
In 2002, Maz’ya and Shaposhnikova [80] gave a clever way to repair the above defect by proving
that, for any f ∈ Lp(Rn) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,p(Rn),

lim
s→0+

s
1
p ∥ f ∥Ẇ s,p(Rn) = C(p,n) ∥ f ∥Lp(Rn) , (1.2)

where C(p,n) is a positive constant depending only on both p and n. Here, and thereafter, s → 0+

means s ∈ (0, 1) and s → 0. The identity (1.2) is nowadays referred to as the celebrated Maz’ya–
Shaposhnikova formula. We refer to [4, 32, 44, 55, 63, 79, 99] for more studies of the Maz’ya–
Shaposhnikova formula (1.2) as well as its various variations and to [10, 16, 17, 38, 40, 45, 47, 48,
64, 100] for more related studies of (fractional) Sobolev spaces.

Since its inception, the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova formula (1.2) has undergone continuous de-
velopment and has been generalized to many different non-Euclidean settings; see, for instance,
Carnot groups [26], anisotropic spaces [51], non-collapsed RCD metric measure spaces [55], and
metric measure spaces with N-dimensional Hausdorff measure [57]. It is quite natural to consider
the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova formula (1.2) on more general settings, for example, spaces of homo-
geneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss [30, 31], namely quasi-metric spaces equipped
with a doubling measure; see Definition 2.2 for the precise definition of spaces of homogeneous
type. These spaces serve as a natural framework for the studies of the boundedness of operators
and the real-variable theory of function spaces in harmonic analysis. In particular, the study of
Sobolev spaces on spaces of homogeneous type has attracted considerable attention and led to
significant progress; see, for example, [50, 54, 58, 65].
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On the other hand, there have been systematic development and extensive applications of var-
ious (fractional) Sobolev-type spaces in the study of partial differential equations and harmonic
analysis over the past few decades, such as weighted (or variable exponent) Sobolev spaces,
Orlicz–Sobolev spaces, and Morrey–Sobolev spaces. Significantly, these fundamental function
spaces (weighted Lebesgue spaces, variable exponent Lebesgue spaces, Orlicz spaces, and Mor-
rey spaces), on which the aforementioned Sobolev spaces were built, have been comprehensively
incorporated into the unifying framework of ball quasi-Banach function spaces introduced by
Sawano et al. [106]; see Definition 2.5 for the precise definition of ball quasi-Banach function
spaces. It turns out that this inclusive framework systematizes the investigations of many impor-
tant function spaces in both harmonic analysis and partial differential equations. For more studies
related to ball quasi-Banach function spaces, we refer to [27, 71, 103, 106, 125] for Hardy spaces
associated with them, to [37, 39, 72, 98, 124, 127, 128, 129, 130] for Sobolev spaces associated
with them, and to [59, 60, 115, 116, 126] for the boundedness of operators on them.

Motivated by the aforementioned works, in this article we devote to generalizing the Maz’ya–
Shaposhnikova formula (1.2) to the setting of ball quasi-Banach function spaces in the sense of
[106], respectively, on the space of homogeneous type (X, ρ, µ) and on the domain Ω ⫅ X, where
(X, ρ, µ) satisfies the additional weak reverse doubling condition and Ω is assumed to satisfy a
weak version of the measure density condition. It is worth mentioning that an analogous Maz’ya–
Shaposhnikova formula on ball quasi-Banach function spaces on Rn has been established in [98].

The Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova formula yields strikingly different results depending on whether
the underlying space or the domain under consideration is bounded or unbounded. We will first
present an unexpected result for the bounded case; see Definitions 3.1 and 3.3 for the precise
definitions of Y(Ω) and Ẇ s,q

Y (Ω), respectively. Recall that Ω ⫅ X is said to be bounded with
respect to the quasi-metric ρ if diam (Ω) := supx,y∈Ω ρ(x, y) < ∞.

Theorem 1.1. Let q ∈ (0,∞), (X, ρ, µ) be a quasi-metric measure space, Ω ⫅ X a bounded
measure set, Y(X) a ball quasi-Banach function space, and Y(Ω) the restriction of Y(X) to Ω.
Then, for any f ∈

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (Ω),

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

= 0,

where, for any x, y ∈ X, U(x, y) := min{µ(B(x, ρ(x, y))), µ(B(y, ρ(x, y)))}.

Remark 1.2. (i) When diam (X) < ∞, Theorem 1.1 holds for any measurable set Ω ⫅ X, in
particular, for the case Ω = X.

(ii) For the case where the underlying space or the domain is unbounded, see Theorems 1.5, 1.7,
1.11, and 1.13 below, where we assume that the underlying space (X, ρ, µ) is a space of
homogeneous type. However, when the underlying space is unbounded but is not a space of
homogeneous type (for example, non-doubling metric spaces), it is still unknown whether
the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation as in Theorem 1.5 holds.

Apart from Theorem 1.1, in the remainder of this section, we always assume that the underlying
space (X, ρ, µ) is a space of homogeneous type with diam (X) = ∞ which is equivalent to µ(X) =
∞ (see [92, Lemma 5.1]). To establish the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation in this case,
we begin with introducing the following weak reverse doubling condition for measures on quasi-
metric measure spaces.

Definition 1.3. A quasi-metric measure space (X, ρ, µ) is said to satisfy the weak reverse doubling
(for short, WRD) condition if there exist x0 ∈ X and λ,C(µ) ∈ (1,∞) such that

lim
r→∞

µ(B(x0, λr))
µ(B(x0, r))

≥ C(µ). (1.3)
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Here, and thereafter, we denote by lim and lim respectively the limit inferior and the limit
superior.

Remark 1.4. (i) By (1.3) and C(µ) > 1, we are easy to prove that, if the quasi-metric measure
space (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD condition, then diam (X) = ∞. Moreover, if a space of
homogeneous type (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD condition, then µ(X) = ∞ because, in this
case, diam (X) = ∞ if and only if µ(X) = ∞ (see [92, Lemma 5.1]).

(ii) Assume that (X, ρ, µ) is a quasi-metric measure space satisfying the WRD condition. That
is, (1.3) holds for some x0 ∈ X and λ ∈ (1,∞). Then, from the quasi-triangle inequality of
ρ [see Definition 2.1(iii)], we are easy to show that there exists λ̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any
x ∈ X, (1.3) also holds with x0 and λ replaced, respectively, by x and λ̃; see Proposition 2.28.

(iii) Assume that diam (X) = ∞. Recall that (X, ρ, µ) is called an RD-space, introduced by Han
et al. [56], if (X, ρ, µ) is a space of homogeneous type and satisfies the following reverse-
doubling condition: there exists C ∈ (1,∞) such that, for any x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),

Cµ(B(x, r)) ≤ µ(B(x, 2r)). (1.4)

If the measure µ satisfies (1.4), then µ always satisfies the WRD condition, which can be
deduced from Proposition 2.27. But the converse is not necessary to be true; see the example
in [118, Proposition 2.3] which satisfies the WRD condition but does not satisfy (1.4).

We also need the following basic and mild assumption on ball Banach function spaces, which
is the first one of two key assumptions of the whole article; see Definition 2.9 for the precise
definition of [Y(X)]′.

Assumption I. Y(X) is a ball Banach function space and the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator
M is bounded on [Y(X)]′.

We next present the second main result of this article as follows; see Definitions 2.7, 2.4,
and 2.10 for the precise definitions of Y

1
p (X), Cβb(X), and Y(X)/R, respectively.

Theorem 1.5. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condition. Let
0 < q ≤ p < ∞ and Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies

Assumption I. Then there exist two positive constants C and C̃ such that the following assertions
hold.

(i) Let β ∈ (0,∞). For any f ∈ Cβb(X) ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (X),

C∥ f ∥Y(X) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Y(X). (1.5)

(ii) If Y(X) is further assumed to have an absolutely continuous quasi-norm, then, for any f ∈
[Y(X)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (X),

C∥ f ∥Y(X)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Y(X)/R. (1.6)
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Remark 1.6. (i) There are many examples of (X, ρ, µ) such that Theorem 1.5 holds, namely
spaces of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condition, such as Euclidean spaces with
A∞-weights (in particular, the standard Euclidean space equipped with the Lebesgue mea-
sure), Ahlfors-regular spaces, Lie groups of polynomial growth, and Carnot–Carathéodory
spaces with doubling measure, finite dimensional Banach spaces, and MCP spaces (see [54,
Example 4.8] for the definition of MCP spaces).

(ii) We point out that the WRD condition in Theorem 1.5 is only used to obtain the lower
estimate, namely the first inequality in both (1.5) and (1.6).

(iii) If X = Rn, ρ is the standard Euclidean distance, and µ is the n-dimensional Lebesgue
measure, then Theorem 1.5 reduces to [98, Theorem 2.12]. Moreover, we point out that,
even in this special case, the two constants C and C̃ in (1.5) [or in (1.6)] are not equal; see
[98, Example 2.20] for the case where Y(X) is the weighted Lebesgue space.

(iv) By [98, Remark 2.13(iii)], we find that the requirement q ≤ p in [98, Theorem 2.12] is
sharp, which, combined with (i) of the present remark, further implies that the requirement
0 < q ≤ p < ∞ in Theorem 1.5 is also sharp in some sense.

(v) The WRD condition in Theorem 1.5 is sharp in the following sense: These exists an ex-
ample of spaces of homogeneous type which does not satisfy the WRD condition, and the
conclusion of Theorem 1.5 in this case fails; see Remark 2.35.

(vi) Han [54, Theorem 3.11] proved a generalized Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova formula associated
with general mollifiers on non-compact metric measure spaces. We point out that [54, Theo-
rem 3.11] and Theorem 1.5 cannot completely cover each other. Indeed, the volume growth
condition on the measure in [54, Assumption 3.4] is stronger than the assumptions on µ in
Theorem 1.5. Moreover, the mollifiers {ρn(x, y)}n∈N in [54, Theorem 3.11] are assumed to
be radial, that is, for any x, y ∈ X, ρn(x, y) depends only on the distance between x and y. In
Theorem 1.5, we use the mollifier U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq which might not be radial with respect
to ρ(x, y). Thus, Theorem 1.5 even in the special case Y(X) := Lp(X) cannot be covered
by [54, Theorem 3.11]. On the other hand, it turns out that, with some assumptions on the
measure and the mollifiers, Han [54, Theorem 3.11] obtained an equality with the exact
constant 2 in [54, (3.20)]. But, Theorem 1.5 cannot give an equality with an exact constant
and hence Theorem 1.5 in the special case Y(X) := Lp(X) cannot cover [54, Theorem 3.11].

When p ∈ (0,∞) and the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is not known to be bounded
on the associate space of Y

1
p (X), Theorem 1.5 seems to be inapplicable to this case; for example,

Morrey spaces. To establish the corresponding conclusion of Theorem 1.5 in the setting of the ball
quasi-Banach function space Y(X) on which M may not be bounded on [Y

1
p (X)]′, we need the

following assumption, which is the second (last) one of two key assumptions of the whole article.

Assumption II. Y(X) is a ball Banach function space and the Hardy–Littlewood maximal op-
eratorM is endpoint bounded on [Y(X)]′, that is, there exists a sequence {θm}m∈N in (0, 1) such
that limm→∞ θm = 1, Y

1
θm (X) is a ball Banach function space and the Hardy–Littlewood maximal

operatorM is bounded on its associate space [Y
1
θm (X)]′ for any m ∈ N, and

lim
m→∞

∥M∥
[Y

1
θm (X)]′→[Y

1
θm (X)]′

< ∞.

Based on Assumption II instead of Assumption I, we present the third main result of this article.
Recall that a measure µ is said to be Borel-semiregular if µ is a Borel measure on X and, for any
measurable set E ⫅ X, there exists a Borel set F ⫅ X such that µ(E∆F) := µ(E \F)+µ(F \E) = 0;
see, for instance, [5, Definition 3.9].
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Theorem 1.7. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condition. Let
0 < q ≤ p < ∞ and Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies

Assumption II.

(i) Let β ∈ (0,∞). Then, for any f ∈ Cβb(X) ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (X), (1.5) holds.

(ii) If Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm and µ is Borel-semiregular, then, for any
f ∈ [Y(X)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (X), (1.6) holds.

Remark 1.8. IfX = Rn, ρ is the standard Euclidean distance, and µ is the n-dimensional Lebesgue
measure, then Theorem 1.7 reduces to [98, Theorem 2.16].

Now, we consider the case where X in (1.5) and (1.6) is replaced by an unbounded measurable
set Ω ⫅ X. We will also assume that the underlying space under consideration (X, ρ, µ) is a space
of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condition. To state the main results in this case, we first
introduce the concept of the weak measure density condition. Although motivated by the measure
density condition in [53, (1)], our definition differs slightly from its formulation.

Definition 1.9. Let (X, ρ, µ) be an unbounded space of homogeneous type. A measurable set
Ω ⫅ X is said to satisfy the weak measure density (for short, WMD) condition if there exist x0 ∈ X

and C0 ∈ (0, 1] such that

lim
r→∞

µ(B(x0, r) ∩Ω)
µ(B(x0, r))

≥ C0. (1.7)

Remark 1.10. (i) If Ω ⫅ X satisfies the WMD condition, then we are easy to show that
diam (Ω) = ∞ and hence Ω is unbounded. In this case, we also find µ(Ω) = ∞. Indeed,
notice that µ(X) = ∞ if and only if diam (X) = ∞ (see [92, Lemma 5.1]). If µ(Ω) < ∞, then

lim
r→∞

µ(B(x0, r) ∩Ω)
µ(B(x0, r))

≤ lim
r→∞

µ(Ω)
µ(B(x0, r))

= 0,

which contradicts (1.7).

(ii) If (X, ρ, µ) is bounded, then Ω ⫅ X satisfies (1.7) if and only if there exists a positive
constant C such that

µ(Ω)
µ(X)

≥ C,

which is equivalent to µ(Ω) ∈ (0,∞) and hence the WMD condition in this case becomes a
trivial condition.

(iii) It is easy to see that X itself satisfies the WMD condition automatically.

(iv) In Definition 1.9, if we replace x0 by any fixed point in X, we then obtain an equivalent
formulation of the WMD condition; see (3.3).

Next, via assuming that the domain under consideration satisfies the above WMD condition,
we give the last two main results of this article as follows. For any β ∈ (0,∞), denote by Cβb(Ω)
the set of all functions on Ω satisfying that there exists a function g ∈ Cβb(X) such that g = f on Ω
and g ≡ 0 on X \Ω.

Theorem 1.11. Let 0 < q ≤ p < ∞, (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD
condition, Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space, and Y(Ω) the restriction of Y(X) to Ω,
where Ω ⫅ X satisfies the WMD condition. Assume that Y

1
p (X) satisfies Assumption I. Then there

exist two positive constants C and C̃ such that the following statements hold.
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(i) Let β ∈ (0,∞). For any f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (Ω),

C∥ f ∥Y(Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Y(Ω). (1.8)

(ii) If Y(X) is further assumed to have an absolutely continuous quasi-norm, then, for any f ∈
[Y(Ω)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (Ω),

C∥ f ∥Y(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Y(Ω)/R. (1.9)

Remark 1.12. (i) Similar to Remark 1.6(iv), the assumption 0 < q ≤ p < ∞ in Theorem 1.11
is also sharp in some sense.

(ii) The WMD condition in Theorem 1.11 is sharp in the following sense: These exists an
example of open sets which does not satisfy the WMD condition, and the conclusion of
Theorem 1.11 in this case fails; see Remark 3.9.

(iii) From Remark 1.10(iii), we infer that Theorem 1.11 with Ω = X holds, which in this case
reduces to Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.13. Let 0 < q ≤ p < ∞, (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD
condition, Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space, and Y(Ω) the restriction of Y(X) to Ω,
where Ω ⫅ X satisfies the WMD condition. Assume that Y

1
p (X) satisfies Assumption II.

(i) Let β ∈ (0,∞). Then, for any f ∈ Cβb(X) ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (X), (1.8) holds.

(ii) If Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm and µ is Borel-semiregular, then, for any
f ∈ [Y(X)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (X), (1.9) holds.

As a direct corollary of Theorems 1.11 and 1.13 on the standard Euclidean space Rn, we have
the following result. Notice that, in this case, for any x, y ∈ Rn,

ρ(x, y) = |x − y| and U(x, y) = |B(0, 1)| |x − y|n,

where |B(0, 1)| is the Lebesgue measure of the unit ball in Rn. Denote by Cc(Ω) the set of all
continuous functions on Ω with compact support in Ω.

Corollary 1.14. Let 0 < q ≤ p < ∞, Y(Rn) be a ball quasi-Banach function space, and Y(Ω)
the restriction of Y(Rn) to Ω, where Ω ⫅ Rn satisfies the WMD condition. Assume that Y

1
p (Rn)

satisfies Assumption I or Assumption II. Then there exist two positive constants C and C̃ such that
the following assertions hold.

(i) For any f ∈ Cc(Ω) ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (Ω),

C∥ f ∥Y(Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

| · −y|n+sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

| · −y|n+sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Y(Ω).
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(ii) If Y(Rn) is further assumed to have an absolutely continuous quasi-norm, then, for any
f ∈ [Y(Ω)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (Ω),

C∥ f ∥Y(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

| · −y|n+sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

| · −y|n+sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Y(Ω)/R.

We prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 2, Theorem 1.5 in Subsections 2.1 and 2.2, Theorem 1.7 in
Subsection 2.3, Theorem 1.11 in Subsection 3.1, and Theorem 1.13 in Subsection 3.2. We show
these by using the method of extrapolation to overcome the difficulties caused by that the quasi-
norm of Y(X) has no explicit expression. The primary novelty of this article lies in that, to obtain
these results, we propose two new concepts, namely the weak reverse doubling condition (see
Definition 1.3) and the weak measure density condition (see Definition 1.9), which are proved to
be necessary in some sense. These results are of wide generality and are applied to ten specific
ball quasi-Banach function spaces, most of which are new.

It is also worth mentioning that there exists another way to remedy the aforementioned defect
of the family {∥ · ∥Ẇ s,p(Rn)}s∈(0,1) at the endpoint s = 0, that is, to let s = 0 in (1.1) and replace the
product Lp-norm in (1.1) by the product weak Lp-norm simultaneously; see [15, 52, 98] for the
Euclidean space case and [19, 51, 68, 82, 114] for the metric measure space case. We will not
pursue more about this issue here.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows.
Section 2 is devoting to showing Theorems 1.1, 1.5, and 1.7. We first recall some prelimi-

nary concepts on spaces of homogeneous type and ball quasi-Banach function spaces. We then
prove Theorem 1.1 directly. In Subsection 2.1, we first recall some preliminaries on Muckenhoupt
weights and then give the proof of Theorem 1.5. To this end, we first use some essential properties
of Muckenhoupt weights to show a similar upper estimate of (1.5) in weighted Lebesgue spaces;
see Lemma 2.20. Combining this and a key extrapolation lemma (see Lemma 2.23), the latter of
which is a bridge connecting ball quasi-Banach function spaces and weighted Lebesgue spaces,
we obtain the upper estimate of (1.5); see Theorem 2.17. In Subsection 2.2, applying the WRD
condition of µ, we first establish a key lower estimate on spaces of homogeneous type; see Lemma
2.26. Using this, the Fatou property of Y(X), the corresponding estimates on weighted Lebesgue
spaces, and a method of extrapolation, we establish the lower estimate of (1.5); see Theorem 2.24.
In Subsection 2.3, we use the endpoint bounded assumption on the Hardy–Littlewood maximal
operator and a density argument to prove Theorem 1.7. In Subsection 2.4, we provide an exam-
ple to show that the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation of quasi-norms of ball quasi-Banach
function spaces fails on certain spaces of homogeneous type, which indicates the weak reverse
doubling assumption on µ is necessary in some sense (see Proposition 2.34).

In Section 3, we first give some preliminaries on the restriction of ball quasi-Banach func-
tion spaces. In Subsection 3.1, we establish an exquisite lower estimate on domains to prove
Theorem 1.11. In Subsection 3.2, we also consider the corresponding result under the end-
point bounded assumption on the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator. That is, we give the
proof of Theorem 1.13. In Subsection 3.3, we construct an example to show that the Maz’ya–
Shaposhnikova representation of quasi-norms of ball quasi-Banach function spaces fails on certain
domainsΩ ⫅ Rn, which indicates the weak measure density assumption onΩ is necessary in some
sense (see Proposition 3.8).

In Section 4, we apply the main results of this article, namely Theorems 1.5, 1.7, 1.11, and 1.13,
to ten specific ball quasi-Banach function spaces, namely weighted Lebesgue spaces, variable
Lebesgue spaces, weighted Lorentz spaces, Orlicz spaces, generalized Morrey spaces, generalized
block spaces, generalized Lorentz–Morrey spaces, generalized Lorentz-block spaces, generalized
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Orlicz–Morrey spaces, and generalized Orlicz-block spaces, most of which are new. To obtain the
last two applications, we first prove that the generalized Orlicz–Morrey space and the generalized
Orlicz-block space are mutually the associate space (see Theorem 4.40). Moreover, we also estab-
lish the boundedness of the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator on generalized Orlicz–Morrey
spaces (see Theorem 4.41) and generalized Orlicz-block spaces (see Theorem 4.43). Duo to the
generality and the flexibility of the main results of this article, more applications (for example, to
some newfound ball quasi-Banach function spaces) are predictable.

At the end of this section, we make some conventions on symbols. Let N := {1, 2, . . .} and
Z+ := N ∪ {0}. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. For any E ⫅ X, we denote by E∁

the set X \ E and by 1E its characteristic function. The ball B(x, r) of X, with center x ∈ X and
radius r ∈ (0,∞), is defined by setting B(x, r) := {y ∈ X : ρ(x, y) < r}. For any λ ∈ (0,∞) and any
ball B := B(xB, rB) with xB ∈ X and rB ∈ (0,∞), let λB := B(xB, λrB). For any x, y ∈ X, let

U(x, y) := min {µ(B(x, ρ(x, y))), µ(B(y, ρ(x, y)))} .

The diameter diam (X) of (X, ρ) is defined by setting diam (X) := supx,y∈X ρ(x, y). Denote by
M (X) the set of all µ-measurable functions on X. For any f ∈ M (X), the support supp f of
f is defined by setting supp f := {x ∈ X : f (x) , 0}. For any p ∈ (0,∞], we denote by the
symbol Lp

loc (X) the set of all locally p-integrable functions on X. The Hardy–Littlewood maximal
operatorM is defined by setting, for any f ∈ L1

loc (X) and x ∈ X,

M( f )(x) := sup
B∋x

1
µ(B)

∫
B
| f (y)| dµ(y),

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X containing x. We always use C to denote a
positive constant, independent of the main parameters involved, but perhaps varying from line to
line. We also use C(α,β,...) to denote a positive constant depending on the indicated parameters
α, β, . . . . The symbol f ≲ g means that f ≤ Cg. If f ≲ g and g ≲ f , we then write f ∼ g. If
f ≤ Cg and g = h or g ≤ h, we then write f ≲ g = h or f ≲ g ≤ h. For any q ∈ [1,∞], we
denote by q′ its conjugate exponent, that is, 1

q +
1
q′ = 1. We also use lim and lim to denote the

limit inferior and the limit superior, respectively. Finally, in all proofs we consistently retain the
symbols introduced in the original theorem (or related statement).

2 Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova Representation on Spaces of
Homogeneous Type Satisfying the WRD Condition

In this section, we aim to establish the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation of quasi-norms of
ball quasi-Banach function spaces on spaces of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condition.
In Subsection 2.1, we show the upper estimate of Theorem 1.5. In Subsection 2.2, we prove the
lower estimate of Theorem 1.5. In Subsection 2.3, we show Theorem 1.7. In Subsection 2.4, we
prove that the weak reverse doubling assumption on µ is necessary in some sense.

We begin with recalling the following definition of quasi-metric spaces.

Definition 2.1. A quasi-metric space (X, ρ) is a non-empty set X equipped with a quasi-metric ρ,
that is, a nonnegative function defined on X × X satisfies that, for any x, y, z ∈ X,

(i) ρ(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y,

(ii) ρ(x, y) = ρ(y, x),

(iii) there exists a constant K0 ∈ [1,∞), independent of x, y, and z, such that

ρ(x, z) ≤ K0
[
ρ(x, y) + ρ(y, z)

]
.
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Now, we recall the concept of spaces of homogeneous type in the sense of Coifman and Weiss
[30, 31].

Definition 2.2. A triplet (X, ρ, µ) is called a space of homogeneous type if (X, ρ) is a quasi-metric
space and µ is a nonnegative measure, defined on a σ-algebra of subsets of X which contains all ρ-
balls, such that the following doubling condition holds, that is, there exists a constant L(µ) ∈ [1,∞)
such that, for any x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),

0 < µ(B(x, 2r)) ≤ L(µ)µ(B(x, r)) < ∞. (2.1)

Remark 2.3. By (2.1), we conclude that, for any λ ∈ [1,∞), x ∈ X, and r ∈ (0,∞),

µ(B(x, λr)) ≤ L(µ)λ
dµ(B(x, r)), (2.2)

where d := log2 L(µ) is called the upper dimension of X. Moreover, if the cardinality of the set X
is at least 2, then, from (2.1), we deduce that L(µ) ∈ (1,∞) and hence d ∈ (0,∞); see [5, p. 72].

Next, we recall the definition of Hölder spaces with bounded support.

Definition 2.4. Let β ∈ (0,∞). The Hölder space Cβb(X) with bounded support is defined to be the
set of all complex-valued functions f on X with bounded support such that

∥ f ∥Ċβ(X) := sup
x,y∈X
x,y

| f (x) − f (y)|
[ρ(x, y)]β

< ∞.

The following definition can be found in [120, Definition 2.4], which with X = Rn was intro-
duced by Sawano et al. [106]. Let M (X) be the set of all measurable functions on X.

Definition 2.5. A quasi-Banach space Y(X), equipped with a quasi-norm ∥ · ∥Y(X) which makes
sense for all f ∈M (X), is called a ball quasi-Banach function space if

(i) f ∈M (X) and ∥ f ∥Y(X) = 0 imply that f = 0 µ-almost everywhere on X;

(ii) f , g ∈M (X) and |g| ≤ | f | µ-almost everywhere on X imply ∥g∥Y(X) ≤ ∥ f ∥Y(X);

(iii) for any sequence { fm}m∈N in M (X) and any function f ∈M (X) satisfying that 0 ≤ fm ↑ f
µ-almost everywhere on X, one has ∥ fm∥Y(X) ↑ ∥ f ∥Y(X);

(iv) 1B ∈ Y(X) for any ball B ⊂ X.

Moreover, a ball quasi-Banach function space Y(X) is called a ball Banach function space if

(v) for any f , g ∈ Y(X), ∥ f + g∥Y(X) ≤ ∥ f ∥Y(X) + ∥g∥Y(X);

(vi) for any ball B ⊂ X, there exists C(B) ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ Y(X),∫
B
| f (x)| dµ(x) ≤ C(B)∥ f ∥Y(X).

Remark 2.6. (i) By (i) and (ii) of Definition 2.5, we find that, if f ∈M (X), then ∥ f ∥Y(X) = 0
if and only if f = 0 µ-almost everywhere on X.

(ii) In Definition 2.5, if we replace any ball B by any bounded measurable set E, we then obtain
its another equivalent formulation.

(iii) As pointed in [25, Theorem 2], both (ii) and (iii) of Definition 2.5 imply that any ball quasi-
Banach function space is complete; see also [77].
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(iv) From (ii) and (iv) of Definition 2.5, we infer that, for any β ∈ (0,∞), Cβb(X) ⊂ Y(X).

(v) In Definition 2.5, if we replace (iv) by the saturation property that, for any measurable
set E ⫅ X with µ(E) ∈ (0,∞), there exists a measurable set F ⫅ E with µ(F) ∈ (0,∞)
satisfying that 1F ∈ Y(X), we then obtain the definition of quasi-Banach function spaces in
[77]. Moreover, by [129, Proposition 2.5 and Remark 2.6] (see also [95, Proposition 4.21]
and [77, Remark 2.8]), we conclude that, if Y(X) satisfies the additional assumption that the
Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M is weakly bounded on one of its convexification,
then the definition of quasi-Banach function spaces in [77] coincides with the definition
of ball quasi-Banach function spaces. Thus, under this additional assumption, working
with quasi-Banach function spaces in [77] or ball quasi-Banach function spaces would yield
exactly the same results.

Now, we recall the definition of the p-convexification of ball quasi-Banach function spaces; see
[121, Definition 2.10].

Definition 2.7. Let Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space. For any given p ∈ (0,∞), the p-
convexification Y p(X) of Y(X) is defined by setting Y p(X) := { f ∈M (X) : | f |p ∈ Y(X)} equipped
with the quasi-norm ∥ f ∥Y p(X) := ∥ | f |p∥1/pY(X).

The following concept of the absolutely continuous quasi-norm of ball quasi-Banach function
spaces with X = Rn is precisely [116, Definition 3.2].

Definition 2.8. A ball quasi-Banach function space Y(X) is said to have an absolutely continuous
quasi-norm on X if, for any f ∈ Y(X) and any sequence {E j} j∈N of measurable sets in X satisfying
that 1E j → 0 µ-almost everywhere as j→ ∞, one has ∥ f 1E j∥Y(X) → 0 as j→ ∞.

The following definition can be found in [121, (2.9)].

Definition 2.9. Let Y(X) be a ball Banach function space. The associate space (also called the
Köthe dual) [Y(X)]′ of Y(X) is defined by setting

[Y(X)]′ :=

 f ∈M (X) : ∥ f ∥[Y(X)]′ := sup
g∈Y(X)
∥g∥Y(X)≤1

∥ f g∥L1(X) < ∞

 ,
where ∥ · ∥[Y(X)]′ is called the associate norm of ∥ · ∥Y(X).

The following concept of quotient spaces in the case where X is a space of homogeneous type
can be found in [114, Definition 2.10] and where X = Rn can be found in [98, Definition 2.9].

Definition 2.10. Let Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space. The quotient space Y(X)/R is
defined to be the set of all equivalent classes [ f ] of measurable functions on X such that

∥[ f ]∥Y(X)/R := inf
a∈R
∥ f + a∥Y(X) < ∞.

Throughout this article, we simply use the symbols f ∈ Y(X)/R and ∥ f ∥Y(X)/R, respectively, to
replace [ f ] ∈ Y(X)/R and ∥[ f ]∥Y(X)/R. In addition, it is worth noticing that f ∈ Y(X)/R if and only
if there exists a ∈ R such that f + a ∈ Y(X). Moreover, we point out that, under some assumptions
on Y(X), if f ∈ Y(X)/R, then there exists exactly one constant a such that ∥ f + a∥Y(X) < ∞. To
formalize this, we state the following proposition.

Proposition 2.11. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type with diam (X) = ∞ and let Y(X)
be a ball quasi-Banach function space. Assume that there exists p ∈ (0,∞) such that Y

1
p (X)

satisfies Assumption I. Then f ∈ Y(X) implies that, for any a ∈ R \ {0}, f + a < Y(X).
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Proof. We first claim that, for any a ∈ R \ {0}, a < Y(X). We show this claim by contradiction.
Assume that there exists a ∈ R \ {0} such that a ∈ Y(X). Then we have 1 ∈ Y(X) and hence
1 ∈ Y

1
p (X). From this and Definition 2.9, we deduce that, for any f ∈ [Y

1
p (X)]′,

∥ f ∥L1(X) ≤ ∥1∥Y 1
p (X)
∥ f ∥

[Y
1
p (X)]′

< ∞

and hence f ∈ L1(X). Thus, [Y
1
p (X)]′ ⊂ L1(X). On the other hand, by the assumption that Y

1
p (X)

is a ball Banach function space and [106, Proposition 2.3] (whose proof remains true on spaces
of homogeneous type), we find that [Y

1
p (X)]′ is also a ball Banach function space and hence, for

any ball B ⊂ X, 1B ∈ [Y
1
p (X)]′. From [114, Lemma 3.32], we infer that, for any ball B ⊂ X,

M1B < L1(X). This, together with the proven conclusion that [Y
1
p (X)]′ ⊂ L1(X), implies that

M1B < [Y
1
p (X)]′, which contradicts the assumption thatM is bounded on [Y

1
p (X)]′. Thus, for any

a ∈ R \ {0}, a < Y(X). This finishes the proof of the above claim.
Let f ∈ Y(X). We prove the present proposition by contradiction. Assume that there exists

a ∈ R \ {0} such that f + a ∈ Y(X). Then, by the quasi-triangle inequality of ∥ · ∥Y(X), we conclude
that ∥a∥Y(X) ≲ ∥ f ∥Y(X) + ∥ f + a∥Y(X) < ∞ and hence a ∈ Y(X), which contradicts the above claim.
Thus, f + a < Y(X) for any a ∈ R \ {0}. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.11. □

Next, we introduce the concept of homogeneous fractional ball quasi-Banach Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.12. Let s ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ (0,∞), and Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space. The
homogeneous fractional ball quasi-Banach Sobolev space Ẇ s,q

Y (X) is defined to be the set of all
f ∈M (X) such that

∥ f ∥Ẇ s,q
Y (X) :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

< ∞.

Remark 2.13. If Y(X) := Lq(Rn) with q ∈ [1,∞), then Ẇ s,q
Y (X) is precisely Ẇ s,q(Rn).

Now, we show Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let f ∈
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (Ω). Then there exists s0 ∈ (0, 1) such that f ∈

Ẇ s0,q
Y (Ω). Since that Ω is bounded, it follows that, for any x, y ∈ Ω, ρ(x, y) ≤ diam (Ω) < ∞.

By this and f ∈ Ẇ s0,q
Y (Ω), we find that, for any s ∈ (0, s0),

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

= s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]s0q [ρ(·, y)](s0−s)q dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ s
1
q [diam (Ω)]s0−s ∥ f ∥Ẇ s0 ,q

Y (Ω) → 0

as s→ 0+. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. □

2.1 Proof of Theorem 1.5: Upper Estimate

This subsection is devoted to establishing the upper bound estimate of Theorem 1.5. We first
recall the concepts of both Muckenhoupt weights and weighted Lebesgue spaces.

Definition 2.14. (i) A nonnegative locally integral function ω is called an A1(X)-weight, de-
noted by ω ∈ A1(X), if

[ω]A1(X) := sup
B⊂X

1
µ(B)

∫
B
ω(x) dµ(x)

[
ess inf

y∈B
ω(y)

]−1

< ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X.
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(ii) Let p ∈ (1,∞). A nonnegative locally integral functionω is called an Ap(X)-weight, denoted
by ω ∈ Ap(X), if

[ω]Ap(X) := sup
B⊂X

1
µ(B)

∫
B
ω(x) dµ(x)

{
1
µ(B)

∫
B

[ω(x)]
1

1−p dµ(y)
}p−1

< ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X.

Definition 2.15. Let p ∈ (0,∞) and ω be a weight. The weighted Lebesgue space Lp
ω(X) is defined

to be the set of all f ∈M (X) such that

∥ f ∥Lp
ω(X) :=

[∫
X

| f (x)|p ω(x) dµ(x)
] 1

p

< ∞.

Next, we recall some basic properties and related conclusions of Muckenhoupt weights; see,
for instance, [20, Lemma 2.1], [112, Chapter 1], and [62, Subsection 3.4].

Lemma 2.16. Let p ∈ [1,∞) and ω ∈ Ap(X).

(i) If p = 1, then [ω]A1(X) ∈ [1,∞) and, for µ-almost every x ∈ X,Mω(x) ≤ [ω]A1(X)ω(x).

(ii)

[ω]Ap(X) = sup
B⊂X, ∥ f 1B∥Lp

ω(X)∈(0,∞)

[ 1
µ(B)

∫
B | f (t)| dµ(t)]p

1
ω(B)

∫
B | f (t)|pω(t) dµ(t)

,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X and all µ-measurable functions f such
that ∥ f 1B∥Lp

ω(X) ∈ (0,∞).

(iii) For any λ ∈ (1,∞) and any ball B ⊂ X, one has

ω(λB)
ω(B)

≤ [ω]Ap(X)

[
µ(λB)
µ(B)

]p

.

(iv) For any q ∈ [p,∞), one has ω ∈ Aq(X) and [ω]Aq(X) ≤ [ω]Ap(X).

The following is the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 2.17. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let 0 < q ≤ p < ∞ and Y(X) be
a ball quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies Assumption I. Then there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ [Y(X)/R] ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (X),

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ C∥M∥
2
p

[Y
1
p (X)]′→[Y

1
p (X)]′
∥ f ∥Y(X)/R.

To show Theorem 2.17, we need the following two technical lemmas.

Lemma 2.18. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let q ∈ (0,∞) and Y(X) be a ball
quasi-Banach function space. Then, for any R ∈ (0,∞) and f ∈

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (X),

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

B(·,R)

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0.
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Proof. From f ∈
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (X), we deduce that there exists s0 ∈ (0, 1) such that f ∈ Ẇ s0,q

Y (X),
which further implies that

0 ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

B(·,R)

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

B(·,R)

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]s0q [ρ(·, y)](s0−s)q dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q R(s0−s)∥ f ∥Ẇ s0 ,q

Y (X) = 0.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.18. □

Lemma 2.19. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let 0 < q ≤ p < ∞ and Y(X) be
a ball quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies Assumption I. Then there exists a

positive constant C such that, for any R ∈ (1,∞) and f ∈ Y(X)/R,

sup
s∈(0,1)

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ C∥M∥
2
p

[Y
1
p (X)]′→[Y

1
p (X)]′
∥ f ∥Y(X)/R. (2.3)

To prove Lemma 2.19, we need the following lemma, which is a special case of Lemma 2.19
with Y(X) = Lp

ω(X).

Lemma 2.20. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let 0 < q ≤ p < ∞ and ω ∈ A1(X).
Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any R ∈ (1,∞) and f ∈ Lp

ω(X),

sup
s∈(0,1)

s
p
q

∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

| f (x) − f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} p

q

ω(x) dµ(x) ≤ C[ω]2
A1(X)∥ f ∥

p
Lp
ω(X)
. (2.4)

To show Lemma 2.20, we need the following useful lemma, which also plays an important role
in the proof of the lower estimate in Theorem 1.5.

Lemma 2.21. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type, 0 < q ≤ p < ∞, and ω ∈ A1(X).
Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any s ∈ (0, 1), R ∈ (0,∞), and f ∈ Lp

ω(X),

s
p
q

∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

| f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} p

q

ω(x) dµ(x) ≤ C
[

s2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)

] p
q

[ω]2
A1(X)∥ f ∥

p
Lp
ω(X)
.

Proof. Let s ∈ (0, 1), R ∈ (0,∞), and f ∈ Lp
ω(X). By (2.1), both (ii) and (iv) of Lemma 2.16,

Hölder’s inequality, and Fubini’s theorem, we conclude that∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

| f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} p

q

ω(x) dµ(x)

=

∫
X


∞∑
j=0

∫
B(x,2 j+1R)\B(x,2 jR)

| f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)


p
q

ω(x) dµ(x)

≲

∫
X

 ∞∑
j=0

(2 jR)−sq

µ(B(x, 2 j+1R))

∫
B(x,2 j+1R)

| f (y)|q dµ(y)


p
q

ω(x) dµ(x)

≤

∫
X


∞∑
j=0

(2 jR)−sq
[ [ω]Ap/q(X)

ω(B(x, 2 j+1R))

∫
B(x,2 j+1R)

| f (y)|pω(y) dµ(y)
] q

p


p
q

ω(x) dµ(x)
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≤ [ω]A1(X)

∫
X


∞∑
j=0

(2 jR)−sq

×

[
1

ω(B(x, 2 j+1R))

∫
B(x,2 j+1R)

| f (y)|pω(y) dµ(y)
] q

p


p
q

ω(x) dµ(x)

≤ [ω]A1(X)

∫
X


 ∞∑

j=0

(2 jR)−sq


1

( p
q )′

×

 ∞∑
j=0

(2 jR)−sq

ω(B(x, 2 j+1R))

∫
B(x,2 j+1R)

| f (y)|pω(y) dµ(y)


q
p


p
q

ω(x) dµ(x)

= [ω]A1(X)

[
2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)

] p
q−1 ∞∑

j=0

(2 jR)−sq

×

∫
X

[
1

ω(B(x, 2 j+1R))

∫
B(x,2 j+1R)

| f (y)|pω(y) dµ(y)
]
ω(x) dµ(x)

= [ω]A1(X)

[
2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)

] p
q−1

×

∞∑
j=0

(2 jR)−sq
∫
X

[∫
B(y,2 j+1R)

ω(x)
ω(B(x, 2 j+1R))

dµ(x)
]
| f (y)|pω(y) dµ(y). (2.5)

From Definition 2.1(iii), we infer that, for any j ∈ Z+, y ∈ X, and x ∈ B(y, 2 j+1R),

B(y, 2 j+1R) ⊂ B(x,K02 j+2R),

which, combined with Lemma 2.16(iii) and (2.2), further implies that

ω(B(y, 2 j+1R)) ≤ ω(B(x,K02 j+2R)) ≤ [ω]A1(X)
µ(B(x,K02 j+2R))
µ(B(x, 2 j+1R))

ω(B(x, 2 j+1R))

≲ [ω]A1(X)ω(B(x, 2 j+1R)).

By this and (2.5), we find that

s
p
q

∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

| f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} p

q

ω(x) dµ(x)

≲ [ω]2
A1(X)

[
s2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)

] p
q−1

× s
∞∑
j=0

(2 jR)−sq
∫
X

[∫
B(y,2 j+1R)

ω(x)
ω(B(y, 2 j+1R))

dµ(x)
]
| f (y)|pω(y) dµ(y)

= [ω]2
A1(X)

[
s2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)

] p
q

∥ f ∥p
Lp
ω(X)
,

which completes the proof of Lemma 2.21. □

Now, we use Lemma 2.21 to prove Lemma 2.20.

Proof of Lemma 2.20. Let s ∈ (0, 1), R ∈ (1,∞), and f ∈ Lp
ω(X). Then we have

s
p
q

∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

| f (x) − f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} p

q

ω(x) dµ(x)
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≲ s
p
q

∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

} p
q

| f (x)|pω(x) dµ(x)

+ s
p
q

∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

| f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} p

q

ω(x) dµ(x)

=: I1(s) + I2(s). (2.6)

To estimate I1(s), from (2.1), we deduce that, for any x ∈ X,∫
[B(x,R)]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

=

∞∑
j=0

∫
B(x,2 j+1R)\B(x,2 jR)

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

≲
∞∑
j=0

(2 jR)−sq
∫

B(x,2 j+1R)\B(x,2 jR)

1
µ(B(x, 2 jR))

dµ(y) ≲
2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)
. (2.7)

By this and Lemma 2.16(i), we conclude that, for any s ∈ (0, 1),

I1(s) ≲
[

s2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)

] p
q

[ω]2
A1(X)∥ f ∥

p
Lp
ω(X)
. (2.8)

Observe that

sup
s∈(0,1)

s2sq

Rsq(2sq − 1)
< ∞. (2.9)

From this, (2.6), (2.8), Lemma 2.21, and R ∈ (1,∞), we infer that (2.4) holds, which then com-
pletes the proof of Lemma 2.20. □

To show Lemma 2.19, we also need two technical lemmas. By a slight modification of the proof
of [39, Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7] with Rn therein replaced by X, we obtain the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.22. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let Y(X) ⊂M (X) be a linear normed
space, equipped with the norm ∥ · ∥Y(X) which makes sense for all functions in M (X). Assume that
the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded on Y(X) with its operator norm denoted
by ∥M∥Y(X)→Y(X). For any g ∈ Y(X) and x ∈ X, let

RY(X)g(x) :=
∞∑

k=0

Mkg(x)
2k∥M∥kY(X)→Y(X)

,

where, for any k ∈ N,Mk is the k-fold iteration ofM andM0g := |g|. Then, for any g ∈ Y(X), the
following assertions hold:

(i) for any x ∈ X, |g(x)| ≤ RY(X)g(x),

(ii) RY(X)g ∈ A1(X) and [RY(X)g]A1(X) ≤ 2∥M∥Y(X)→Y(X),

(iii) ∥RY(X)g∥Y(X) ≤ 2∥g∥Y(X).

Lemma 2.23. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let p ∈ (0,∞) and Y(X) be a ball
quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies Assumption I. Then, for any f ∈ Y(X),

∥ f ∥Y(X) ≤ sup
∥g∥

[Y
1
p (X)]′

≤1

{∫
X

| f (x)|p R
[Y

1
p (X)]′

g(x) dµ(x)
} 1

p

≤ 2
1
p ∥ f ∥Y(X).
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Next, we are ready to prove Lemma 2.19.

Proof of Lemma 2.19. Let f ∈ Y(X)/R. Then, from Proposition 2.11, we deduce that there exists
a constant a ∈ R such that f + a ∈ Y(X) and ∥ f + a∥Y(X) = ∥ f ∥Y(X)/R. Notice that (2.3) still holds if
we replace f by f +C for any C ∈ R. Thus, without loss of generality, we may assume that a = 0.
In this case, we have f ∈ Y(X) and

∥ f ∥Y(X) = ∥ f ∥Y(X)/R. (2.10)

By this and Lemma 2.23, we find that, for any s ∈ (0, 1),∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

B(·,R)∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p

Y(X)

≤ sup
∥g∥

[Y
1
p (X)]′

≤1

∫
X

{∫
[B(x,R)]∁

| f (x) − f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} p

q

R
[Y

1
p (X)]′

g(x) dµ(x).

From this, Lemma 2.20 with ω therein replaced by R
[Y

1
p (X)]′

g, Lemmas 2.22(ii) and 2.23, and

(2.10), we infer that, for any s ∈ (0, 1),

s
p
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

B(·,R)∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p

Y(X)

≲ sup
∥g∥

[Y
1
p (X)]′

≤1
[R

[Y
1
p (X)]′

g]2
A1(X)

∫
X

| f (x)|pR
[Y

1
p (X)]′

g(x) dµ(x)

≲ ∥M∥2
[Y

1
p (X)]′→[Y

1
p (X)]′
∥ f ∥pY(X) = ∥M∥

2

[Y
1
p (X)]′→[Y

1
p (X)]′
∥ f ∥pY(X)/R.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.19. □

Now, we use Lemma 2.19 to show Theorem 2.17.

Proof of Theorem 2.17. By the quasi-triangle inequality of ∥ · ∥Y(X) and Lemmas 2.18 and 2.19, we
conclude that, for any R ∈ (1,∞) and f ∈ [Y(X)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (X),

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

B(·,R)

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

+ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ sup
s∈(0,1)

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲ ∥M∥
2
p

[Y
1
p (X)]′→[Y

1
p (X)]′
∥ f ∥Y(X)/R.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.17. □
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2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.5: Lower Estimate

The target of this subsection is to establish the lower estimate in (1.5). The main result of this
subsection reads as follows.

Theorem 2.24. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condition. Let
0 < q ≤ p < ∞ and Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies

Assumption I. Then there exists a positive constant C such that the following statements hold.

(i) Let β ∈ (0,∞). Then, for any f ∈ Cβb(X),

C∥ f ∥Y(X) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

.

(ii) If Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm and µ is Borel-semiregular, then, for any
f ∈ Y(X)/R,

C∥ f ∥Y(X)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

. (2.11)

To prove Theorem 2.24, we need the following three technical lemmas.

Lemma 2.25. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let 0 < q ≤ p < ∞ and Y(X) be a
ball quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies Assumption I. Fix x0 ∈ X. Then the

following assertions hold.

(i) Let β ∈ (0,∞). Then, for any f ∈ Cβb(X),

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0. (2.12)

(ii) If Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm, then, for any f ∈ Y(X)/R, there exists a
constant a ∈ R such that

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y) + a|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0. (2.13)

Proof. We first show (i). Since f ∈ Cβb(X), it follows that there exists M ∈ (0,∞) such that
supp f ⊂ B(x0,M), which further implies that, for any given s ∈ (0,M−q) and for any x ∈ X,∫

[B(x,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y) = 0

and hence

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0,

which completes the proof of (2.12) and hence (i).
Next, we prove (ii). Let s ∈ (0, 1) and f ∈ Y(X)/R. Then there exists a constant a ∈ R such that

f + a ∈ Y(X). By Lemma 2.23, we find that∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y) + a|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p

Y(X)
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≤ sup
∥g∥

[Y
1
p (X)]′

≤1

∫
X


∫

[B(x,K0 s−
1
q )]∁

| f (y) + a|q1
[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

(y)

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)


p
q

R
[Y

1
p (X)]′

g(x) dµ(x),

which, combined with Lemma 2.21, the fact that sups∈(0,1)
s1+s2sq

K sq
0 (2sq−1)

< ∞, and Lemmas 2.22(ii)
and 2.23, further yields

s
p
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y) + a|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p

Y(X)

≲

 s1+s2sq

K sq
0 (2sq − 1)

 p
q

sup
∥g∥

[Y
1
p (X)]′

≤1
[R

[Y
1
p (X)]′

g]2
A1(X)

×

∫
X

| f (x) + a|p1
[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

(x)R
[Y

1
p (X)]′

g(x) dµ(x)

≲ ∥M∥2
[Y

1
p (X)]′→[Y

1
p (X)]′

∥∥∥∥∥( f + a) 1
[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

∥∥∥∥∥p

Y(X)
. (2.14)

This, together with f +a ∈ Y(X), the fact that 1
[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁
→ 0 as s→ 0+, and the assumption that

Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm, further implies that (2.13) holds, which completes
the proof of (ii) and hence Lemma 2.25. □

We also need the following key lower estimate on spaces of homogeneous type by taking ad-
vantage of the WRD condition satisfied by the measure.

Lemma 2.26. Let q ∈ (0,∞) and (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD
condition. Then there exists C ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any x ∈ X,

lim
s→0+

s
∫

[B(x,s−
1
q )]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y) ≥ C.

To show Lemma 2.26, we need the following equivalent characterization of the WRD condition.

Proposition 2.27. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a quasi-metric measure space. Then (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD
condition if and only if there exist x0 ∈ X, λ, C̃(µ) ∈ (1,∞), and rx0 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any
r ∈ (rx0 ,∞), µ(B(x0, λr)) ≥ C̃(µ)µ(B(x0, r)).

Proof. We first prove the sufficiency. Assume that there exist x0 ∈ X, λ, C̃(µ) ∈ (1,∞), and
rx0 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any r̃ ∈ (rx0 ,∞), µ(B(x0, λ̃r)) ≥ C̃(µ)µ(B(x0, r̃)). From this, we deduce
that, for any r̃ ∈ (rx0 ,∞),

inf
r>̃r

µ(B(x0, λr))
µ(B(x0, r))

≥ C̃(µ).

Letting r̃ → ∞, we then conclude that (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD condition. This finishes the
proof of the sufficiency.

Now, we show the necessity. Assume that (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD condition. Then there
exist x0 ∈ X and λ,C(µ) ∈ (1,∞) such that (1.3) holds. Let ϵ0 ∈ (0,C(µ) − 1). Then (1.3) implies
that

sup
r0∈(0,∞)

inf
r>r0

µ(B(x0, λr))
µ(B(x0, r))

> C(µ) − ϵ0.

By this, we conclude that exists rx0 ∈ (0,∞) such that

inf
r>rx0

µ(B(x0, λr))
µ(B(x0, r))

> C(µ) − ϵ0.

Using this and letting C̃(µ) := C(µ) − ϵ0 then complete the proof of the necessity and hence Propo-
sition 2.27. □
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Using Proposition 2.27, we obtain the following equivalent formulation of the WRD condition.

Proposition 2.28. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a quasi-metric measure space. Then (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD
condition if and only if there exist λ,C(µ) ∈ (1,∞) such that, for any x ∈ X,

lim
r→∞

µ(B(x, λr))
µ(B(x, r))

≥ C(µ).

Proof. We only prove the necessity because the sufficiency is obvious. Assume that (X, ρ, µ)
satisfies the WRD condition. Then, from Proposition 2.27, we infer that there exist x0 ∈ X,
λ,C(µ) ∈ (1,∞), and rx0 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any r ∈ (rx0 ,∞),

µ(B(x0, λr)) ≥ C(µ)µ(B(x0, r)). (2.15)

Let x ∈ X and rx := 2K0 max{rx0 , ρ(x, x0)}. Then, by Definition 2.1(iii), we are easy to show that,
for any r ∈ (rx,∞),

B(x0, λr) ⊂ B(x,K0[λr + ρ(x, x0)]) ⊂ B(x, 2K0λr)

and

B(x0, r) ⊃ B
(
x,

r
K0
− ρ(x, x0)

)
⊃ B

(
x,

r
2K0

)
,

which, combined with (2.15), further implies that

µ(B(x, 2K0λr))
µ(B(x, r

2K0
))
≥
µ(B(x0, λr))
µ(B(x0, r))

≥ C(µ).

This, together with Proposition 2.27, then finishes the proof of Proposition 2.28. □

Proof of Lemma 2.26. From Proposition 2.27 and the assumption that (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD
condition, we deduce that there exist x0 ∈ X, λ, C̃(µ) ∈ (1,∞), and rx0 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any
r ∈ (rx0 ,∞),

µ(B(x0, λr)) ≥ C̃(µ)µ(B(x0, r)). (2.16)

Let x ∈ X. By Definition 2.1(iii), we find that, for any given s ∈ (0,∞) and for any y ∈ B(x, s−
1
q ),

ρ(x0, y) ≤ K0
[
ρ(x0, x) + ρ(x, y)

]
≤ K0

[
ρ(x0, x) + s−

1
q

]
and hence

B
(
x, s−

1
q

)
⊂ B

(
x0,K0

[
ρ(x0, x) + s−

1
q

])
. (2.17)

Let s0 ∈ (0,∞) be such that

2K0s
− 1

q

0 ≥ K0

[
ρ(x0, x) + s

− 1
q

0

]
> rx0 .

From this, (2.17), and (2.16), we infer that

lim
s→0+

s
∫

[B(x,s−
1
q )]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

≥ lim
s→0+

s
∫

[B(x0,K0[ρ(x0,x)+s−
1
q ])]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
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≥ lim
s∈(0,s0)

s→0

s
∫

[B(x0,2K0 s−
1
q )]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

= lim
s∈(0,s0)

s→0

s
∞∑
j=0

∫
B(x0,λ j+12K0 s−

1
q )\B(x0,λ j2K0 s−

1
q )

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

≳ lim
s∈(0,s0)

s→0

s
∞∑
j=0

(
λ j+12K0s−

1
q

)−sq µ(B(x0, λ
j+12K0s−

1
q )) − µ(B(x0, λ

j2K0s−
1
q ))

µ(B(x0, λ j+12K0s−
1
q ))

≥
C̃(µ) − 1

C̃(µ)
lim

s∈(0,s0)
s→0

(2K0λ)−sq ss+1

1 − λ−sq =
C̃(µ) − 1

C̃(µ)

1
q ln λ

.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.26. □

The following Fatou’s lemma on ball quasi-Banach function spaces is exactly [121, Lemma
2.9]; see also [117, Lemma 2.4] for the case X = Rn.

Lemma 2.29. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type and Y(X) a ball quasi-Banach function
space. Then, for any sequences { fm}m∈N in Y(X),∥∥∥∥∥∥ lim

m→∞
| fm|

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
≤ lim

m→∞
∥ fm∥Y(X) .

Next, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.24.

Proof of Theorem 2.24. We first show (i). Fix x0 ∈ X and let s ∈ (0, 1) and x ∈ X. By Defini-
tion 2.1(iii), we easily find that

B
(
x,K0ρ(x, x0) + K0s−

1
q

)
⊃

[
B

(
x,K0s−

1
q

)
∪ B

(
x0, s

− 1
q

)]
.

From this, Definition 2.5(ii), and the quasi-triangle inequality of ∥ · ∥Y(X), we deduce that∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

B(·,K0ρ(·,x0)+K0 s−
1
q )∁

| f (·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

.

Using this, Lemma 2.26, Definition 2.5(ii), Lemma 2.29, and Lemma 2.25(i), we conclude that

∥ f ∥Y(X) ≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ lim
s→0+

{
s
∫

[B(·,2K0 s−
1
q )]∁

| f (·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)
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≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ lim
s→0+

{
s
∫

[B(·,K0ρ(·,x0)+K0 s−
1
q )]∁

| f (·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≤ lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0ρ(·,x0)+K0 s−
1
q )]∁

| f (·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲ lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

+ lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
X

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

,

which completes the proof of (i).
Now, we prove (ii). Let f ∈ Y(X)/R. Then there exists a constant a ∈ R such that f +a ∈ Y(X).

From this and an argument similar to that used in the proof of (i), we infer that, to show (2.11), it
is sufficient to prove

lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y) + a|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0. (2.18)

By the assumption that Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm and Lemma 2.25(ii), we
find that (2.18) holds and hence complete the proof of (ii). This finishes the proof of Theorem
2.24. □

Next, we use Theorems 2.17 and 2.24 to show Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. On the one hand, from Theorems 2.17 and 2.24(i), it follows that Theorem
1.5(i) holds. On the other hand, assume that Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm. Then,
using Theorems 2.17 and 2.24(ii), we obtain Theorem 1.5(ii) holds, which completes the proof
Theorem 1.5. □

2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.7

The aim of this subsection is to prove Theorem 1.7. We need two technical lemmas. The
following lemma is precisely [114, Lemma 2.29].

Lemma 2.30. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type. Let p ∈ (0,∞) , β ∈ (0,∞), and Y(X)
be a ball quasi-Banach function space such that Y

1
p (X) satisfies Assumption II. Assume that g is

a non-negative operator on M (X) and there exist positive constants C and r such that, for any
m ∈ N and f ∈ Cβb(X),∥∥∥∥[g( f )

] 1
θm

∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
≤ C∥M∥

r
θm

[Y
1

pθm (X)]′→[Y
1

pθm (X)]′

∥∥∥∥| f | 1
θm

∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
,

where {θm}m∈N is the same as in Assumption II. Then there exists a positive constant C̃ such that,
for any f ∈ Cβb(X), ∥g( f )∥Y(X) ≤ C̃∥ f ∥Y(X).

Recall that the lower smoothness index ind (X, ρ), introduced by Mitrea et al. [81, Definition
4.26], of a quasi-metric space (X, ρ) is defined by setting

ind (X, ρ) := sup
ϱ∼ρ

(
log2 Cϱ

)−1
, (2.19)
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where the supremum is taken over all quasi-metrics ϱ on X ×X which are equivalent to ρ and, for
any given quasi-metric ϱ defined on X × X,

Cϱ := sup
x,y,z∈X

not all equal

ϱ(x, y)
max{ϱ(x, z), ϱ(z, y)}

.

Throughout this article, 0 < β ⪯ ind (X, ρ) means that β ∈ (0,∞) and β ≤ ind (X, ρ), where the
equality β = ind (X, ρ) is only permissible when the supremum in (2.19) is attained.

The following lemma is exactly [114, Lemma 2.27].

Lemma 2.31. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type with µ being a Borel-semiregular
measure. Assume that Y(X) is a ball quasi-Banach function space having an absolutely continuous
quasi-norm. Then, for any 0 < β ⪯ ind (X, ρ), Cβb(X) is dense in Y(X).

Now, we are ready to show Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We first prove (i). Fix R ∈ (1,∞). From the proof of Theorem 1.5, we
deduce that, to show (1.5), it suffices to prove that, for any f ∈ Cβb(X),

sup
s∈(0,1)

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲ ∥ f ∥Y(X) (2.20)

and

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

B(·,K0 s−
1
q )∁∩B(x0,s

− 1
q )∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0. (2.21)

Let sequence {θm}m∈N in (0, 1) be such that limm→∞ θm = 1. By Lemma 2.19 and Assumption II,
we conclude that, for any m ∈ N,

sup
s∈(0,1)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y
1
θm (X)

≲ ∥M∥2
[Y

1
pθm (X)]′→[Y

1
pθm (X)]′

∥ f ∥
Y

1
θm (X)
,

which further implies that, for any s ∈ (0, 1),∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

qθm

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)

≲ ∥M∥
2
θm

[Y
1

pθm (X)]′→[Y
1

pθm (X)]′

∥∥∥∥ f
1
θm

∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
.

From this and Lemma 2.30 with g( f )(·) replaced by{
s
∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q

,

we infer that, for any s ∈ (0, 1),

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲ ∥ f ∥Y(X),

where the implicit positive constant is independent of s. Taking the supremum over all s ∈ (0, 1),
we then obtain (2.20).

Next, we show (2.21). By (2.14) and an argument similar to that used in the proof of (2.20), we
find that, for any s ∈ (0, 1),

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ f 1
[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
, (2.22)
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which, combined with f ∈ Cβb(X) and via letting s → 0+, further implies that (2.21) holds and
hence completes the proof of (i).

Now, we prove (ii). Let f ∈ Y(X)/R. From Proposition 2.11, we deduce that there exists a
constant a ∈ R such that f + a ∈ Y(X) and ∥ f + a∥Y(X) = ∥ f ∥Y(X)/R. By the proof of Theorem 1.5,
we conclude that, to show (1.6), it suffices to prove that

sup
s∈(0,1)

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

|[ f (·) + a] − [ f (y) + a]|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲ ∥ f + a∥Y(X) (2.23)

and

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y) + a|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0. (2.24)

Next, we show (2.23). Let R ∈ (1,∞). Fix x0 ∈ X and, for any N ∈ N, let

EN := B(x0,N) × B(x0,N).

From the assumption that Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-norm and Lemma 2.31, it
follows that Cβb(X) is dense in Y(X), where the positive constant β is the same as in Lemma 2.31.
Thus, there exists a sequence { fk}k∈N in Cβb(X) such that

lim
k→∞
∥ f − fk∥Y(X) = 0. (2.25)

Using the quasi-triangle inequality of ∥ · ∥Y(X), we find that, for any s ∈ (0, 1) and N, k ∈ N,

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq 1EN (·, y) dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f (·) − fk(·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq 1EN (·, y) dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| fk(·) − fk(y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq 1EN (·, y) dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| fk(y) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq 1EN (·, y) dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

=: I1(s,N, k) + I2(s,N, k) + I3(s,N, k). (2.26)

To estimate I1(s,N, k), from (2.7) and (2.9), we infer that, for any s ∈ (0, 1) and N, k ∈ N,

I1(s,N, k) ≲
∥∥∥( f − fk)1B(x0,N)

∥∥∥
Y(X) . (2.27)

To estimate I2(s,N, k), applying (2.20) with f therein replaced by fk and the quasi-triangle in-
equality of ∥ · ∥Y(X), we obtain, for any s ∈ (0, 1) and N, k ∈ N,

I2(s,N, k) ≲ ∥ fk∥Y(X) ≲ ∥ f ∥Y(X) + ∥ f − fk∥Y(X). (2.28)

To estimate I3(s,N, k), from an argument similar to that used in the estimation of (2.14), we deduce
that, for any s ∈ (0, 1) and N, k ∈ N,

I3(s,N, k) ≲
∥∥∥( f − fk)1B(x0,N)

∥∥∥
Y(X) .

Applying this, (2.25), (2.26), (2.27), and (2.28) and first letting k → ∞ and then letting N → ∞,
we find that (2.23) holds for any f ∈ Y(X)/R.
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Now, we prove (2.24). By the quasi-triangle inequality of ∥ · ∥Y(X), we conclude that, for any
s ∈ (0, 1) and N, k ∈ N,

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y) + a|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq 1EN (·, y) dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| fk(y) + a|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq 1EN (·, y) dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y) − fk(y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq 1EN (·, y) dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

=: J1(s,N, k) + J2(s,N, k). (2.29)

To deal with J1(s,N,K), from (2.22) and the quasi-triangle inequality of ∥ · ∥Y(X), it follows that,
for any s ∈ (0, 1) and N, k ∈ N,

J1(s,N, k) ≲
∥∥∥∥∥( fk + a)1

[B(x0,s
− 1

p )]∁

∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)

≲

∥∥∥∥∥( f + a)1
[B(x0,s

− 1
p )]∁

∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
+

∥∥∥∥∥( f − fk)1
[B(x0,s

− 1
p )]∁

∥∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
. (2.30)

To deal with J2(s,N, k), by an argument similar to that used in the estimation of (2.14), we obtain,
for any s ∈ (0, 1) and N, k ∈ N,

J2(s,N, k) ≲ ∥( f − fk)1B(x0,N)∥Y(X).

From this, (2.25), (2.29), (2.30), and the assumption that Y(X) has an absolutely continuous quasi-
norm and first letting k → ∞ and then letting N → ∞, we infer that (2.24) holds for any f ∈
Y(X)/R. This, together with (2.23), finishes the proof of Theorem 1.7. □

2.4 Failure of Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova Representation on
Some Spaces of Homogeneous Type

In this section, we give an example which shows that the conclusion of Theorem 1.5 fails
on some special spaces of homogeneous type. This indicates that the weak reverse doubling
assumption on the measure under consideration in Theorem 1.5 is necessary in some sense. To
this end, we first give such an example of underlying spaces under consideration.

Proposition 2.32. Let X := {22k
}k∈N, ρ(x, y) := |x − y| for any x, y ∈ X, and µ({22k

}) = 2k for any
k ∈ N. Then (X, ρ, µ) is a space of homogeneous type.

Proof. Let x ∈ X be an arbitrary point and r ∈ (0,∞). Then there exists k ∈ N such that x = 22k
.

Next, we consider the following two cases for r.
Case (1) r ∈ (0, 22k+1

− 22k
]. In this case,

µ(B(22k
, 2r))

µ(B(22k
, r))

≤
1

µ({22k
})

k+1∑
j=1

µ
({

22 j})
=

2k+2 − 2
2k ≤ 4.

Case (2) r ∈ (22i+1
− 22k

, 22i+2
− 22k

] with i ∈ N ∩ [k,∞). In this case,

µ(B(22k, 2r))
µ(B(22k, r))

≤
1

µ({22(i+1)})

i+2∑
j=1

µ
({

22 j
})
=

2i+3 − 2
2i+1 ≤ 4.
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Combining the above two cases, we conclude that, for any r ∈ (0,∞),

µ(B(x, 2r))
µ(B(x, r))

≤ 4,

which, together with the arbitrariness of x ∈ X, further implies that (X, ρ, µ) is a space of homo-
geneous type. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.32. □

The following proposition indicates that (X, ρ, µ) in Proposition 2.32 does not satisfy the WRD
condition.

Proposition 2.33. Let (X, ρ, µ) be the same as in Proposition 2.32. Then (X, ρ, µ) does not satisfy
the WRD condition.

Proof. To prove that (X, ρ, µ) does not satisfy the WRD condition, it suffices to show that, for any
given x ∈ X and λ ∈ (1,∞), there exists a sequence {r j} j∈N in (0,∞) satisfying that lim j→∞ r j = ∞

such that, for any j ∈ N, µ(B(x, λr j)) = µ(B(x, r j)), by observing that this implies

lim
r→∞

µ(B(x, λr))
µ(B(x, r))

= 1.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that x = 22k
, where k ∈ N. Choose j0 ∈ N such that

22k+ j0 > 2λ. For any j ∈ N, let r j := 22k+ j0+ j
− 22k

. Then, for any j ∈ N, 22k+ j0+ j
< x+ r j < x+λr j <

22k+ j0+ j+1
and hence

µ
(
B

(
x, r j

))
≥ µ

({
22i}k+ j0+ j

i=1

)
≥ µ

(
B

(
x, λr j

))
≥ µ

(
B

(
x, r j

))
.

Thus, the desired conclusion holds and therefore (X, ρ, µ) does not satisfy the WRD condition.
This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.33. □

The following proposition proves that the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation (1.5) fails on
(X, ρ, µ) as in Proposition 2.32.

Proposition 2.34. Let (X, ρ, µ) be the same as in Proposition 2.32. Then there exists a function
f ∈ L2(X) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,1

L2 (X) such that ∥ f ∥L2(X) ∈ (0,∞) and

lim
s→0+

s2
∫
X

{∫
X

| f (x) − f (y)|
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]s dµ(y)

}2

dµ(x) = 0. (2.31)

Consequently, Theorem 1.5(ii) with both q = 1 and Y = L2 fails in this setting.

Proof. Let

f (x) :=

1 if x = 4,
0 if x ∈ X \ {4}.

Then ∥ f ∥L2(X) = 2
1
2 and, for any given s ∈ (0, 1),

∥ f ∥2
Ẇ s,1

L2 (X)
=

∫
X

{∫
X

| f (x) − f (y)|
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]s dµ(y)

}2

dµ(x)

= 2

 ∞∑
j=2

2 j

(2 j − 2)(22 j
− 4)s


2

+

∞∑
j=2

2 j
[

2
(2 j − 2)(22 j

− 4)s

]2

∼

 ∞∑
j=2

2−s2 j


2

+

∞∑
j=2

2− j−s2( j+1)
< ∞ (2.32)
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and hence f ∈
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,1
L2 (X).

We turn to show (2.31). By the estimation of (2.32), we find that

lim
s→0+

s2
∫
X

{∫
X

| f (x) − f (y)|
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]s dµ(y)

}2

dµ(x)

∼ lim
s→0+

s2


 ∞∑

j=2

2−s2 j


2

+

∞∑
j=2

2− j−s2( j+1)


≤ lim

s→0+


s
∞∑
j=2

2−s2 j


2

+ 2−1s2

 =
 lim

s→0+
s
∞∑
j=2

2−s2 j


2

= 0

and hence (2.31) holds. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.34. □

Remark 2.35. From Propositions 2.32, 2.33, and 2.34, we deduce that the space of homogeneous
type (X, ρ, µ) in Propositions 2.32 does not satisfy the WRD condition, on which the Maz’ya–
Shaposhnikova representation (1.5) fails. In this sense, the WRD condition in Theorems 1.5
and 1.7 is necessary.

3 Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova Representation on Domains Satisfying the
WMD Condition

In this section, we establish the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation of quasi-norms of ball
quasi-Banach function spaces on the open set Ω ⫅ X. In Subsection 3.1, we prove Theorem 1.11.
In Subsection 3.2, we show Theorem 1.13. In Subsection 3.3, we prove that the weak measure
density assumption on the domain under consideration is necessary in some sense.

Let Ω ⫅ X be an open set and M (Ω) denote the set of all µ-measurable functions on Ω. For
any function g defined on X, denote by g|Ω the restriction of g to Ω. The following concept of the
space Y(Ω) of a ball quasi-Banach function space can be found in [130, Definition 2.6].

Definition 3.1. Let Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space. The space Y(Ω) is defined to be
the restriction of Y(X) to Ω, that is,

Y(Ω) := { f ∈M (Ω) : f = g|Ω for some g ∈ Y(X)} ;

moreover, for any f ∈ Y(Ω), let ∥ f ∥X(Ω) := inf{∥g∥Y(X) : f = g|Ω, g ∈ Y(X)}.

Remark 3.2. Let Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space and Y(Ω) its restriction to Ω.

(i) By [130, Proposition 2.7], we conclude that, for any f ∈ Y(Ω), ∥ f ∥Y(Ω) = ∥ f̃ ∥Y(X), where

f̃ (x) :=

 f (x) if x ∈ Ω,
0 if x ∈ Ω∁.

(3.1)

Then, for any f ∈M (Ω), we have f ∈ Y(Ω) if and only if f̃ ∈ Y(X).

(ii) From [130, Proposition 2.8], we infer that Y(Ω) satisfies all the conditions of Definition 2.5
with X therein replaced by Ω.

(iii) By (ii) and (iv) of [130, Proposition 2.8], we find that Cβb(Ω) ⊂ Y(Ω) for any β ∈ (0,∞).

For any given open set Ω ⫅ X, we introduce the concept of homogeneous fractional ball quasi-
Banach Sobolev spaces on Ω as follows.
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Definition 3.3. Let s ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ (0,∞), Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space, and Y(Ω)
the restriction of Y(Rn) to Ω ⫅ X. The homogeneous fractional ball quasi-Banach Sobolev space
Ẇ s,q

Y (Ω) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f on Ω such that

∥ f ∥Ẇ s,q
Y (Ω) :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dy
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

< ∞.

Remark 3.4. If Ω ⫅ Rn is equipped with the standard Euclidean distance and the Lebesgue
measure and Y = Lq with q ∈ [1,∞), then Ẇ s,q

Y (Ω) is precisely Ẇ s,q(Ω) with equivalent quasi-
norms, the classical homogeneous fractional Sobolev space on Ω.

We now introduce the quotient space of ball quasi-Banach function spaces on Ω.

Definition 3.5. Let Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach function space and Ω ⫅ X. The quotient space
Y(Ω)/R is defined to be the set of all equivalent classes [ f ] of measurable functions on Ω such that

∥[ f ]∥Y(Ω)/R := inf
a∈R
∥ f + a∥Y(Ω) < ∞.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.11

To show Theorem 1.11, we need two lemmas. The first technical lemma gives a lower estimate
related to the domain Ω of the space of homogeneous type X, with the WMD condition on Ω and
the WRD condition on X being required.

Lemma 3.6. Let q ∈ (0,∞), (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condi-
tion, and Ω ⫅ X satisfy the WMD condition. Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for
any x ∈ Ω,

lim
s→0+

s
∫
Ω∩[B(x,s−

1
q )]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y) ≥ C.

Proof. From the assumption thatΩ satisfies the WMD condition, we deduce that there exist x0 ∈ X

and two constants rx0 ,C ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any r ∈ (rx0 ,∞),

µ(B(x0, r) ∩Ω)
µ(B(x0, r))

≥ C. (3.2)

Let x ∈ Ω and rx := (2K0)2[ρ(x0, x)+rx0]. Then Definition 2.1(iii) implies that, for any r ∈ (rx,∞),

B
(
x,

r
(2K0)2

)
⊂ B

(
x0,

r
2K0

)
⊂ B(x, r),

which, together with (3.2) and (2.2), implies that

µ(B(x, r) ∩Ω) ≥ µ
(
B

(
x0,

r
2K0

)
∩Ω

)
≥ Cµ

(
B

(
x0,

r
2K0

))
≥ Cµ

(
B

(
x,

r
(2K0)2

))
≥ C̃µ(B(x, r)), (3.3)

where C̃ := C
L(µ)(2K0)2d .

On the other hand, by the assumption that (X, ρ, µ) satisfies the WRD condition and Proposi-
tions 2.27 and 2.28, we conclude that there exist constants r̃x ∈ (0,∞) and λ,C(µ) ∈ (1,∞) such
that, for any r ∈ (̃rx,∞),

µ(B(x, λr)) ≥ C(µ) µ(B(x, r)),
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which, further implies that there exist Λ ∈ (1,∞) and C̃(µ) ∈ ( 1
C̃
,∞) such that

µ(B(x,Λr)) ≥ C̃(µ) µ(B(x, r)), (3.4)

Let Rx := max{rx, r̃x}. From this, (3.3), (3.4), and (2.2), we infer that

lim
s→0+

s
∫
Ω∩[B(x,s−

1
q )]∁

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

= lim
s∈(0,(Rx)−q)

s→0

s
∞∑
j=1

∫
Ω∩B(x,Λ j s−

1
q )\B(x,Λ j−1 s−

1
q )

1
U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)

≥ lim
s∈(0,(Rx)−q)

s→0

s
∞∑
j=1

(Λ js−
1
q )−sqµ(Ω ∩ B(x,Λ js−

1
q )) − µ(Ω ∩ B(x,Λ j−1s−

1
q ))

µ(B(x,Λ js−
1
q ))

≥ lim
s∈(0,(Rx)−q)

s→0

s1+s
∞∑
j=1

Λ−sq j C̃C̃(µ)µ(B(x,Λ j−1s−
1
q )) − µ(B(x,Λ j−1s−

1
q ))

µ(B(x,Λ js−
1
q ))

∼ lim
s→0+

ss+1
∞∑
j=1

Λ−sq j ∼ 1.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.6. □

The following Fatou’s lemma on Y(Ω) can be easily deduced from [121, Lemma 2.9] and
Remark 3.2(i).

Lemma 3.7. Let (X, ρ, µ) be a space of homogeneous type, Ω ⫅ X, Y(X) be a ball quasi-Banach
function space, and Y(Ω) the restriction of Y(X) to Ω. Then, for any sequences { fk}k∈N in Y(Ω),∥∥∥∥∥∥ lim

k→∞
| fk|

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Y(Ω)

≤ lim
k→∞
∥ fk∥Y(Ω) .

Next, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.11.

Proof of Theorem 1.11. To show (i), let f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (Ω) and f̃ be as in (3.1). Then

f̃ ∈ Cβb(X) and ∥ f̃ ∥Y(X) = ∥ f ∥Y(Ω).
We first prove the upper estimate in (i). By the assumption that f ∈

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Y (Ω) and
Definition 3.3 and following the proof of Lemma 2.18, we find that, for any R ∈ (0,∞),

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω∩B(·,R)

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

= 0. (3.5)

On the other hand, from Lemma 2.19 with f therein replaced by f̃ , we deduce that, for any
R ∈ (1,∞),

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω\B(·,R)

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤ sup
s∈(0,1)

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫
X\B(·,R)

| f̃ (·) − f̃ (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)


1
q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲
∥∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥∥
Y(X)
= ∥ f ∥Y(Ω).

This, together with (3.5), implies that

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≲ ∥ f ∥Y(Ω),
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which completes the proof of the upper estimate in (i).
Now, we prove the lower estimate in (i). Notice that, for any given x0 ∈ Ω and for any x ∈ Ω

and s ∈ (0, 1),

B
(
x,K0ρ(x, x0) + K0s−

1
q

)
⊃

[
B

(
x,K0s−

1
q

)
∪ B

(
x0, s

− 1
q

)]
,

which further implies that∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
Ω∩[B(·,K0ρ(·,x0)+K0 s−

1
q )]∁

| f (·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
Ω∩[B(·,K0ρ(·,x0)+K0 s−

1
q )]∁

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
Ω∩[B(·,K0 s−

1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
s

∫
[B(·,K0 s−

1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f̃ (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)


1
q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

. (3.6)

On the one hand, by Lemmas 3.7 and 3.6, we conclude that

lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫
Ω∩[B(·,K0ρ(·,x0)+K0 s−

1
q )]∁

| f (·)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(Ω)

≥

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

lim
s→0+

s
∫
Ω∩[B(·,K0ρ(·,x0)+K0 s−

1
q )]∁

1
U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)

} 1
q

| f (·)|

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Y(Ω)

≳ ∥ f ∥Y(Ω). (3.7)

On the other hand, from Lemma 2.25(i), we infer that

lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
s

∫
[B(·,K0 s−

1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f̃ (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)


1
q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0,

which, combined with both (3.6) and (3.7), completes the proof of the lower estimate in (i). This
finishes the proof of (i).

Next, we show (ii). The proof of the upper estimate in (ii) is actually the same as that in (i).
The proof of the lower estimate in (ii) is quite similar to that of (i) with Lemma 2.25(i) replaced by
Lemma 2.25(ii) and hence we omit the details, which completes the proof of Theorem 1.11. □

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.13

In this subsection, we turn to prove Theorem 1.13.

Proof of Theorem 1.13. We first show (i). Let f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (Ω) and f̃ be as in (3.1).

Fix x0 ∈ Ω. By the proof of Theorem 1.11(i), we find that it suffices to prove that, for some
R ∈ (0,∞),

sup
s∈(0,1)

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫

[B(·,R)]∁

| f̃ (·) − f̃ (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)


1
q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲
∥∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥∥
Y(X)

(3.8)



Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova Representation of Quasi-Norms of Ball Quasi-Banach Function Spaces 31

and

lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
s

∫
[B(·,K0 s−

1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

| f̃ (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)


1
q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0. (3.9)

Notice that f̃ ∈ Cβb(X). From this, (2.20), and (2.21), it follows that both (3.8) and (3.9) hold. This
finishes the proof of (i).

Now, we show (ii). Let f ∈ [Y(Ω)/R] ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Y (Ω). Then, by Proposition 2.11, we

conclude that there exists a ∈ R such that f +a ∈ Y(Ω) and ∥ f +a∥Y(Ω) = ∥ f ∥Y(Ω)/R. Let g := f̃ + a
be defined as in (3.1) with f therein replaced by f + a. Then we are easy to prove that g ∈ Y(X)
and ∥g∥Y(X) = ∥ f + a∥Y(Ω). From the proof of Theorem 1.11(ii), we deduce that it suffices to show
that, for some R ∈ (0,∞),

sup
s∈(0,1)

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫

[B(·,R)]∁

|g(·) − g(y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

≲ ∥g∥Y(X) (3.10)

and

lim
s→0+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{

s
∫

[B(·,K0 s−
1
q )]∁∩[B(x0,s

− 1
q )]∁

|g(y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Y(X)

= 0. (3.11)

Indeed, by (2.23) and (2.24), we find that both (3.10) and (3.11) hold. This finishes the proof of
(ii) and hence Theorem 1.13. □

3.3 Failure of Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova Representation on Some Domains Ω ⫅ Rn

In this section, we give an example of a domain that does not satisfy the WMD condition and
prove that the conclusion of Theorem 1.11 fails in this setting. This indicates that the assumption
that Ω satisfies the WMD condition in Theorem 1.11 is necessary in some sense. We consider
the case where the underlying space (X, ρ, µ) is the Euclidean space R equipped with the standard
Euclidean distance and the Lebesgue measure.

Proposition 3.8. Let Ω :=
⋃∞

j=1(4 j, 4 j + 2 j). Then Ω does not satisfy the WMD condition and
there exists f ∈ L1(Ω) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,1(Ω) such that ∥ f ∥L1(Ω) ∈ (0,∞) and

lim
s→0+

s
∫
Ω

∫
Ω

| f (x) − f (y)|
|x − y|n+s dy dx = 0. (3.12)

Consequently, Theorem 1.11 with both q = 1 and Y = L1 fails in this setting.

Proof. We first show that Ω does not satisfy the WMD condition. Notice that

|B(0, 4 j + 2 j) ∩Ω|
4 j + 2 j ≤ 21− j → 0

as j→ ∞. Thus, Ω does not satisfy the WMD condition.
Next, we prove that there exists f ∈ L1(Ω) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,1(Ω) such that ∥ f ∥L1(Ω) ∈ (0,∞). Let

f (x) :=

1 if x ∈ (4, 6),
0 if x ∈ Ω \ (4, 6).

Then ∥ f ∥L1(Ω) = 2. For any s ∈ (0, 1),

∥ f ∥Ẇ s,1(Ω) = 2
∫ 6

4

∞∑
j=2

∫ 4 j+2 j

4 j
(y − x)−1−s dy dx
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∼

∞∑
j=2

∫ 4 j+2 j

4 j
y−1−s dy ∼

∞∑
j=2

2− j4− js ≤
1
2
, (3.13)

where the positive equivalence constants are independent of s, and hence f ∈
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,1(Ω).
Moreover, (3.13) further implies that (3.12) holds. This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.8. □

Remark 3.9. From Proposition 3.8 and Theorem 1.11, we infer that Ω in Proposition 3.8 does
not satisfy the WMD condition, on which the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation, namely the
conclusion of Theorems 1.11 and 1.13, fails. In this sense, the WMD condition in Theorems 1.11
and 1.13 is necessary.

4 Applications to Specific Ball Quasi-Banach Function Spaces

In this section, we apply the main theorems of this article, namely Theorems 1.5, 1.7, 1.11,
and 1.13, to weighted (or variable) Lebesgue spaces, weighted Lorentz spaces, weighted Orlicz
spaces, generalized Morrey (or Lorenz–Morrey, Orlicz–Morrey) spaces, and generalized block (or
Lorentz-block, Orlicz-block) spaces. Throughout this section, we always assume that (X, ρ, µ) is
a space of homogeneous type satisfying the WRD condition and Ω ⫅ X is an open set satisfying
the WMD condition.

4.1 Weighted Lebesgue Spaces

Recall that weighted Lebesgue spaces (see Definition 2.15) are quasi-Banach function spaces
(see [106, p. 86]), but it may not satisfy the conditions of a Banach function space in [6]. By
a slight modification of the proof of [98, Theorem 4.1] with [98, Theorem 2.12] replaced by
Theorem 1.11, we obtain the following conclusion and omit the details.

Theorem 4.1. Let 0 < q ≤ p ≤ r < ∞ and ω ∈ A r
p
(X). Then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that,

for any f ∈ [Lr
ω(Ω)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Lr
ω

(Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lr
ω(Ω)/R ≤ lim

s→0+
s

1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lr
ω(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lr
ω(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lr
ω(Ω)/R.

Remark 4.2. When X = Rn = Ω, ρ is the standard Euclidean distance, and µ is the n-dimensional
Lebesgue measure, Theorem 4.1 in this case reduces to [98, Theorem 4.1]. The other cases of
Theorem 4.1 are new.

The following is a corollary of Theorem 4.1 with ω ≡ 1.

Corollary 4.3. Let 0 < q ≤ r < ∞. Then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈
[Lr(Ω)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Lr (Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lr(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∫
Ω

{∫
Ω

| f (x) − f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} r

q

dµ(x)


1
r

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∫
Ω

{∫
Ω

| f (x) − f (y)|q

U(x, y)[ρ(x, y)]sq dµ(y)
} r

q

dµ(x)


1
r

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lr(Ω)/R.
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4.2 Variable Lebesgue Spaces

Let r be a positive measurable function on X. Let

r̃− := ess inf
x∈X

r(x) and r̃+ := ess sup
x∈X

r(x).

Fix x0 ∈ X. The function r is said to be globally log-Hölder continuous on X if there exist r∞ ∈ R
and a positive constant C such that, for any x, y ∈ X,

|r(x) − r(y)| ≤
C

log[e + 1
ρ(x,y) ]

and |r(x) − r∞| ≤
C

log[e + ρ(x0, x)]
.

The variable Lebesgue space Lr(·)(X) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f on X
such that

∥ f ∥Lr(·)(X) := inf

λ ∈ (0,∞) :
∫
X

[
| f (x)|
λ

]r(x)

dµ(x) ≤ 1

 < ∞.
The study of the variable Lebesgue space can be traced back to [67]. These spaces were em-
ployed to investigate both the related nonlinear elliptic boundary value problems and the mapping
properties of Nemytskii operators. For more studies on variable Lebesgue spaces, we refer to
[21, 23, 33, 34, 42, 43, 90, 93, 94].

Applying a slight modification of the proof of [98, Theorem 4.20] with [98, Theorem 2.12]
replaced by Theorem 1.11, we obtain the following conclusion and omit the details.

Theorem 4.4. Let r be a positive globally log-Hölder continuous function. Assume that 0 < q <
r̃− ≤ r̃+ < ∞. Then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ [Lr(·)(Ω)/R]∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Lr(·)(Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lr(·)(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lr(·)(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lr(·)(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lr(·)(Ω)/R.

Remark 4.5. When X = Rn = Ω, ρ is the standard Euclidean distance, and µ is the n-dimensional
Lebesgue measure, Theorem 4.4 in this case reduces to [98, Theorem 4.20]. The other cases of
Theorem 4.4 are new.

4.3 Weighted Lorentz Spaces

Let ω be a weight on X. For any r, τ ∈ (0,∞), the weighted Lorentz space Lr,τ
ω (X) is defined to

be the set of all measurable functions f on X such that

∥ f ∥Lr,τ
ω (X) :=

{∫ ∞

0

[
t

1
r f ∗(t)

]τ dt
t

} 1
τ

< ∞,

where, for any t ∈ [0,∞), f ∗(t) := inf {s ∈ (0,∞) : ω({x ∈ X : | f (x)| > s}) ≤ t}. If ω ≡ 1, then
Lr,τ
ω (X) is the usual Lorentz space introduced by Lorentz [75, 76], which is denoted simply by

Lr,τ(X). Lorentz [24] established the intermediate spaces of Lebesgue spaces via the real inter-
polation method. We refer to [1, 29, 35, 36, 49, 61, 66, 96, 110] for more studies on weighted
Lorentz spaces.

By a slight modification of the proof of [98, Theorem 4.22] with [98, Theorem 2.12] replaced
by Theorem 1.11, we obtain the following conclusion and omit the details.
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Theorem 4.6. Let r, τ ∈ (0,∞), 0 < q ≤ p < min{r, τ}, and ω ∈ A r
p
(X). Then there exist

C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ [Lr,τ
ω (Ω)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Lr,τ
ω

(Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lr,τ
ω (Ω)/R ≤ lim

s→0+
s

1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lr,τ
ω (Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lr,τ
ω (Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lr,τ
ω (Ω)/R.

Remark 4.7. When X = Rn = Ω, ρ is the standard Euclidean distance, µ is the n-dimensional
Lebesgue measure, and ω ≡ 1, Theorem 4.6 in this case reduces to [98, Theorem 4.22]. The other
cases of Theorem 4.6 are new.

4.4 Weighted Orlicz Spaces

A non-decreasing function Φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is called an Orlicz function if Φ(0) = 0,
Φ(t) > 0 for any t ∈ (0,∞), and limt→∞Φ(t) = ∞. The function Φ is said to be of lower (resp.
upper) type r ∈ R if there exists C(r) ∈ [1,∞) such that, for any t ∈ (0,∞) and s ∈ (0, 1) [resp.
s ∈ (1,∞)], Φ(st) ≤ C(r)srΦ(t). Assume that Φ is an Orlicz function with positive lower type r−

Φ

and positive upper type r+
Φ

. Let ω be a weight on X. The weighted Orlicz space LΦω(X) is defined
to be the set of all measurable functions f on X such that

∥ f ∥LΦω(X) := inf
{
λ ∈ (0,∞) :

∫
X

Φ

(
| f (x)|
λ

)
ω(x) dµ(x) ≤ 1

}
< ∞.

Then ∥ · ∥LΦω(X) is a quasi-norm and thereby LΦω(X) is a ball quasi-Banach function space. If Φ
is convex, then ∥ · ∥LΦω(X) is a norm and thereby LΦω(X) is a ball Banach function space. The
unweighted Orlicz space LΦ1 (X) was originally introduced in [7, 97], which is widely applied to
various branches of analysis. We refer to [22, 25, 66, 73, 91, 101, 102, 122] for more studies on
Orlicz spaces.

Let Φ and Ψ be two Orlicz functions. Write Φ ≈ Ψ if there exists a positive constant C such
that, for any t ∈ (0,∞), Φ(C−1t) ≤ Ψ(t) ≤ Φ(Ct). In this case, LΦω(X) = LΨω(X) with equivalent
quasi-norms. For any given Orlicz function Φ, if 1 ≤ r−

Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞, then there exists a convex

Orlicz function Ψ such that Φ ≈ Ψ. In this case, LΦω(X) is a Banach space with the norm ∥ · ∥LΨω (X).
In the remainder of this subsection, we always assume that Φ is convex if 1 ≤ r−

Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞. Let

Φ
( 1

p )(t) := Φ(t
1
p ) for any t ∈ [0,∞). Then r±

Φ
( 1

p )
=

r±
Φ

p . From this and the obvious fact that any

convex Orlicz function is strictly increasing, we may assume that any Orlicz function is strictly
increasing.

For any given Orlicz function Φ with 1 < r−
Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞, let Φ̃ be its complementary function,

that is, for any t ∈ [0,∞),

Φ̃(t) := sup {tu − Φ(u) : u ∈ [0,∞)} . (4.1)

Then Φ̃ is also an Orlicz function with 1 < r−
Φ̃
≤ r+
Φ̃
< ∞ and ˜̃

Φ = Φ. The complementary pair

(Φ, Φ̃) of Orlicz functions satisfies 1
r±
Φ

+ 1
r∓
Φ̃

= 1 and t ≤ Φ−1(t) Φ̃−1(t) ≤ 2t for any t ∈ [0,∞).

Moreover, LΦω(X) and LΦ̃ω(X) are the dual and the associate spaces of each other. If 1 < r−
Φ
≤ r+
Φ
<

∞ and ω ∈ Ar−
Φ
, then the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded on LΦω(X).

Let Φ be an Orlicz function with lower type r−
Φ

and upper type r+
Φ

. Then, by the above fact

and (
r+
Φ

p )′ = r−
Φ̃

( 1
p )

, we conclude that, if p ∈ (0, r−
Φ

) and ω ∈ A
(

r+
Φ
p )′

(X), then [LΦω(X)]
1
p = LΦ

( 1
p )

ω (X)
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is a ball Banach function space and the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M is bounded on

[LΦ
( 1

p )

ω (X)]′ = LΦ̃
( 1

p )

ω (X).
By a slight modification of the proof of [98, Theorem 4.25] with [98, Theorem 2.12] replaced

by Theorem 1.11, we obtain the following conclusion and omit the details.

Theorem 4.8. Let Φ be an Orlicz function with lower type r−
Φ

and upper type r+
Φ

. Assume that
0 < q ≤ p < r−

Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞ and ω ∈ A

(
r+
Φ
p )′

(X). Then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any

f ∈ [LΦω(Ω)/R] ∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
LΦω

(Ω),

C∥ f ∥LΦω(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

LΦω(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

LΦω(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥LΦω(Ω)/R.

Remark 4.9. When X = Rn = Ω, ρ is the standard Euclidean distance, ω ≡ 1, and µ is the n-
dimensional Lebesgue measure, Theorem 4.8 in this case coincides with [98, Theorem 4.25]. The
other cases of Theorem 4.8 are new.

4.5 Generalized Morrey and Generalized Block Spaces

The Morrey spaces were introduced by Morrey [83] in connection with PDEs. For any function
ϕ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) and any ball B = B(x, r) with x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞), we shall write ϕ(B)
in place of ϕ(x, r). The local Lebesgue space Lp

loc(X) with p ∈ (0,∞) is defined to be the set of all
measurable functions f on X satisfying that, for any x ∈ X, there exists a positive constant rx such
that ∥ f 1B(x,rx)∥Lp(X) < ∞. Now, we recall the definition of generalized Morrey spaces.

Definition 4.10. Let ϕ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) and p ∈ (0,∞). The generalized Morrey space
Lp,ϕ(X) is defined to be the set of all f ∈ Lp

loc(X) such that

∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(X) := sup
B

1
ϕ(B)

[
1
µ(B)

∫
B
| f (x)|p dµ(x)

] 1
p

< ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X.

The generalized Morrey space Lp,ϕ(X) is a quasi-Banach space equipped with the quasi-norm
∥ · ∥Lp,ϕ(X). If p ∈ [1,∞), then Lp,ϕ(X) is a Banach space. If p ∈ (0,∞) and there exists a positive

constant C such that, for any ball B ⊂ X, C−1 ≤ ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p ≤ C, then Lp,ϕ(X) = Lp(X).

In the case X = Rn, the generalized Morrey space Lp,ϕ(Rn) was introduced by Nakai [84] with

ϕ(x, r) := [|B(x, r)|−1w(x, r)]
1
p , where w : Rn × (0,∞) → (0,∞). We refer to [2, 3, 28, 104, 105,

107, 114, 119, 123] for more studies on generalized Morrey spaces.
Next, we recall the concept of blocks.

Definition 4.11. Let ϕ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) and q ∈ (1,∞]. A function b is called a [ϕ, q]-block
if there exists a ball B, which is called the supporting ball of b, such that

(i) supp b ⊂ B;

(ii) ∥b∥Lq(X) ≤
1

[µ(B)]
1
q′ ϕ(B)

, where 1
q +

1
q′ = 1.

Denote by B[ϕ, q] the set of all [ϕ, q]-blocks. Now, we recall the concept of generalized block
spaces. In what follows, for any given quasi-normed vector space Y , let Y∗ be the dual space of Y .
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Definition 4.12. Let ϕ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) and q ∈ (1,∞]. Assume that Lq′,ϕ(X) , {0}. The
generalized block space B[ϕ,q](X) is defined to be the set of all f ∈ [Lq′,ϕ(X)]∗ such that there exist
a sequence {b j} j∈N in B[ϕ, q] and a sequence {λ j} j∈N in [0,∞) satisfying

∑
j∈N λ j < ∞ such that

f =
∑
j∈N

λ jb j in
[
Lq′,ϕ(X)

]∗
. (4.2)

For any f ∈ B[ϕ,q](X), define

∥ f ∥B[ϕ,q](X) := inf

∑j∈N λ j : f =
∑
j∈N

λ jb j in
[
Lq′,ϕ(X)

]∗ ,
where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as in (4.2).

The block space (the space generated by blocks) was introduced by Lu et al. [78] and Taibleson
and Weiss [113] in connection with the convergence of Fourier series. The generalized block space
B[ϕ,q](X) is a Banach space equipped with the norm ∥ · ∥B[ϕ,q](X), which was introduced in [86]. As
was shown in [114, Theorem 3.28] that, under some additional assumptions on ϕ, the generalized
Morrey space Lq,ϕ(X) with q ∈ (1,∞) and the generalized block space B[ϕ,q′](X) are mutually the
associate space. We refer to [74, 108, 109] for more studies on generalized block spaces.

We consider the following conditions on ϕ.

Definition 4.13. Let ϕ : X × (0,∞)→ (0,∞) and p ∈ (0,∞).

(i) ϕ is said to satisfy the doubling condition if there exists a positive constant C such that, for
any x, y ∈ X and r, s ∈ (0,∞) with r

s ∈ [2−1, 2],

1
C
≤
ϕ(x, r)
ϕ(x, s)

≤ C. (4.3)

(ii) ϕ is said to satisfy the nearness condition if there exists a positive constant C such that, for
any x, y ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞) satisfying ρ(x, y) ≤ r,

1
C
≤
ϕ(x, r)
ϕ(y, r)

≤ C. (4.4)

(iii) ϕ is said to be almost increasing (resp. almost decreasing) if there exists a positive constant
C such that, for any x ∈ X and 0 < r < s < ∞, ϕ(x, r) ≤ Cϕ(x, s) [resp. Cϕ(x, r) ≥ ϕ(x, s)].

(iv) Gdec
p is defined to be the set of all functions ϕ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) such that r 7→

[µ(B(x, r))]
1
pϕ(x, r) is almost increasing and that r 7→ ϕ(x, r) is almost decreasing.

For a function α(·) : X → R, let α− := infx∈X α(x) and α+ := supx∈X α(x). Recall that
α(·) : X → R is said to be log-Hölder continuous if there exists a positive constant Cα(·) such that,
for any x, y ∈ X with ρ(x, y) ∈ (0, 1

2 ),

|α(x) − α(y)| ≤ −
Cα(·)

log ρ(x, y)
.

Let α∗ ∈ R, α(·) : X → R be log-Hölder continuous with −∞ < α− ≤ α+ < ∞, and, for any x ∈ X,

ϕ(x, r) :=

rα(x) if r ∈ (0, 1
2 ),

rα∗ if r ∈ [ 1
2 ,∞).

Then ϕ satisfies both (4.3) and (4.4); see [88, Proposition 3.3]. Moreover, if α+, α∗ ∈ (−∞, 0] and
[µ(B(x, r))]

1
pϕ(x, r) is almost increasing, then ϕ ∈ Gdec

p .
Next, applying Theorems 1.11 and 4.1, we obtain the following conclusion.
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Theorem 4.14. Let 0 < q < p < ∞ and ϕ ∈ Gdec
p satisfy both (4.4) and that there exists C(ϕ) ∈

(0,∞) such that, for any x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),∫ ∞

r

ϕ(x, t)
t

dt ≤ C(ϕ) ϕ(x, r). (4.5)

Assume that ϕ satisfies that there exists C̃(ϕ) ∈ [1,∞) such that, for any ball B ⊂ X,

1

C̃(ϕ)
≤ ϕ(B)

[
µ(B)

] 1
p ≤ C̃(ϕ) (4.6)

or assume that ϕ satisfies both

lim
r→0+

inf
x∈B
ϕ(x, r) = ∞ (4.7)

for any ball B ⊂ X and

lim
r→∞
ϕ(x, r)

[
µ(B(x, r))

] 1
p = ∞ (4.8)

for any x ∈ X. Then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ [Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R]∩
⋃

s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q
Lp,ϕ

(Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,ϕ(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,ϕ(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R. (4.9)

Proof. First, we prove the lower estimate in (4.9). From Remark 3.2(i), [114, Proposition 3.31],
and the assumption that ϕ satisfies both (4.3) and (4.5), we deduce that there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such
that, for any f ∈ Lp,ϕ(Ω),

∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω) ≤ sup
B

∥ f ∥Lp
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

≤ C∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω),

where C ∈ (0,∞) is independent of f , which, together with Proposition 2.11, further implies that,
for any f ∈ Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R,

∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R ≤ sup
B

∥ f ∥Lp
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)/R

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

≤ C∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R.

By this, the fact that supB
[
(M1B)1−θ]

A1
< ∞ (see, for example, [104, Theorem 281]), and Theo-

rem 4.1, we find that, for any f ∈ Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R,

∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω)/R ≤ sup
B

∥ f ∥Lp
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)/R

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

≲ sup
B

1

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q sup

B

1

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)
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≲ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,ϕ(Ω)

.

Now, we show the upper estimate in (4.9). Let p1 ∈ (q, p). Then ϕp1 ∈ Gdec
p

p1

satisfies (4.4).

Moreover, from [86, Lemma 7.1], we infer that ϕp1 satisfies (4.5). By p
p1
> 1 and [114, Theo-

rem 3.20], we conclude that [Lp,ϕ(X)]
1

p1 = L p
p1
,ϕp1 (X) is a ball Banach function space. From [114,

Theorems 3.28 and 3.30], we deduce that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator is bounded on

B[ϕp1 ,( p
p1

)′](X) =
[
L p

p1
,ϕp1 (X)

]′
=

([
Lp,ϕ(X)

] 1
p1

)′
.

By these and the proof of Theorem 1.11, we find that the last inequality in (4.9) holds. This finishes
the proof of Theorem 4.14. □

Remark 4.15. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.14 is completely new.

The following theorem is an application of Theorem 1.13.

Theorem 4.16. Let p ∈ (0,∞), β ∈ (0,∞), and ϕ ∈ Gdec
p satisfy both (4.4) and (4.5). Assume that

ϕ satisfies (4.6) or assume that ϕ satisfies both (4.7) and (4.8). Then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such
that, for any f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,p

Lp,ϕ
(Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|p

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sp dµ(y)
} 1

p
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,ϕ(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|p

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sp dµ(y)
} 1

p
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,ϕ(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lp,ϕ(Ω). (4.10)

Proof. Let θ ∈ (0, 1]. Then ϕpθ ∈ Gdec
1
θ

satisfies (4.4), which, combined with [114, Theo-

rem 3.20], implies that L 1
θ ,ϕ

pθ(X) is a ball Banach function space. Moreover, from the proof of
[86, Lemma 7.1], we infer that, for any x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),∫ ∞

r

[ϕ(x, t)]pθ

t
dt ≤ C(ϕpθ)

[
ϕ(x, r)

]pθ

with

C(ϕpθ) =

2C(ϕ)
(1−pθ

pθ

)1−pθ
if pθ ∈ (0, 1),

C(ϕ)
(

C2

log 2

)pθ−1
if pθ ∈ [1,∞),

where C and C(ϕ) are, respectively, the constants in (4.3) and (4.5). Thus, ϕpθ satisfies (4.5).
By [114, Theorems 3.28 and 3.30], we conclude that, if θ ∈ (0, 1), then the Hardy–Littlewood
maximal operatorM is bounded on

B[ϕpθ,( 1
θ )′](X) =

[
L 1
θ ,ϕ

pθ(X)
]′
=

([
Lp,ϕ(X)

] 1
pθ

)′
.

If θ → 1−, then ( 1
θ )
′ → ∞ and hence

lim
θ→1−
∥M∥

L( 1
θ )′ (X)→L( 1

θ )′ (X)
< ∞ and lim

θ→1−
C(ϕpθ) < ∞.

From the proof of [114, Theorem 3.30], we deduce that

lim
θ→1−
∥M∥

B[ϕpθ,( 1
θ )′](X)→B[ϕpθ,( 1

θ )′](X)
< ∞.
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Therefore, the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is endpoint bounded on(
[Lp,ϕ(X)]

1
p

)′
=

[
L1,ϕp(X)

]′
.

By this and Theorem 1.13(i), we find that (4.10) holds, which completes the proof of Theo-
rem 4.16. □

Remark 4.17. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.16 is completely new.

Let X = Rn, p ∈ (0,∞), λ∗ ∈ (0, n], and λ(·) : Rn → (0, n]. Let Ω ⫅ Rn satisfy the WMD
condition. For any x ∈ Rn, let

ϕ(x, r) =

r−
λ(x)

p if r ∈ (0, 1
2 ),

r−
λ∗
p if r ∈ [ 1

2 ,∞).
(4.11)

Denote Lp,ϕ(Rn) by Lp,λ(·);λ∗(Rn). Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.18. Let p ∈ (0,∞). Assume that λ(·) : Rn → (0, n] is log-Hölder continuous, 0 <
λ− ≤ λ+ ≤ n, and 0 < λ∗ < n.

(i) If q ∈ (0, p), then there exist c, c̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ [Lp,λ(·);λ∗(Ω)/R] ∩⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω),

c∥ f ∥Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
[∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

| · −y|n+sq dy
] 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
[∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

| · −y|n+sq dy
] 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω)

≤ c̃∥ f ∥Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω)/R.

(ii) If q = p and β ∈ (0, 1], then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,p

Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
[∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|p

| · −y|n+sp dy
] 1

p
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
[∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|p

| · −y|n+sp dy
] 1

p
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lp,λ(·);λ∗ (Ω).

By a slight modification of the proof of [114, Theorem 3.37] with [114, Theorem 2.11(i)]
replaced by Theorem 1.11, we obtain the following conclusion and omit the details.

Theorem 4.19. Let p, q ∈ (1,∞) satisfy 1
p +

1
q = 1 and ϕ ∈ Gdec

p satisfy (4.4). Assume that ϕ
satisfies (4.6) or assume that ϕ satisfies both (4.7) and (4.8). If q1 ∈ (0, 1] and β ∈ (0,∞), then
there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q1

B[ϕ,q](Ω),

C∥ f ∥B[ϕ,q](Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1

q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q1

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq1
dµ(y)

} 1
q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
B[ϕ,q](Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1

q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q1

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq1
dµ(y)

} 1
q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
B[ϕ,q](Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥B[ϕ,q](Ω).

Remark 4.20. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.19 is completely new.
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Let X = Rn, p ∈ (0,∞), λ∗ ∈ (0, n], and λ(·) : Rn → (0, n]. For ϕ defined in (4.11), denote
B[ϕ,q](Rn) by Bλ(·);λ∗,q(Rn). The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.19.

Corollary 4.21. Let p, q ∈ (1,∞) satisfy 1
p +

1
q = 1. Assume that λ(·) : Rn → (0, n] is log-Hölder

continuous, 0 < λ− ≤ λ+ ≤ n, and 0 < λ∗ < n. If q1 ∈ (0, 1] and β ∈ (0, 1], then there exist
C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Bλ(·);λ∗ ,q
(Ω),

C∥ f ∥Bλ(·);λ∗ ,q(Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1

q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
[∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q1

| · −y|n+sq1
dy

] 1
q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Bλ(·);λ∗ ,q(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1

q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
[∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q1

| · −y|n+sq1
dy

] 1
q1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Bλ(·);λ∗ ,q(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Bλ(·);λ∗ ,q(Ω).

4.6 Generalized Lorentz–Morrey and Generalized Lorentz-Block Spaces

In this subsection, we aim to establish the Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova representation on general-
ized Lorentz–Morrey spaces and generalized Lorentz-block spaces. To this end, we begin with re-
calling the concept of generalized Lorentz–Morrey spaces. For a function ϕ : X× (0,∞)→ (0,∞)
and a ball B := B(x, r) with x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞), we shall write ϕ(B) in place of ϕ(x, r). The lo-
cally Lorentz space Lp,p1

loc (X) with p, p1 ∈ (0,∞) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions
f onX such that, for any x ∈ X, there exists a positive constant rx satisfying ∥ f 1B(x,rx)∥Lp,p1 (X) < ∞.

Definition 4.22. Let ϕ : X× (0,∞)→ (0,∞) and p, p1 ∈ (0,∞). The generalized Lorentz–Morrey
space Lp,p1,ϕ(X) is defined to be the set of all f ∈ Lp,p1

loc (X) such that

∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(X) := sup
B

∥ f 1B∥Lp,p1 (X)

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

< ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X.

It is easy to prove that the Lorentz–Morrey space Lp,p1,ϕ(X) is a quasi-Banach space equipped
with the quasi-norm ∥ · ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(X). If p, p1 ∈ (1,∞), then there exists a norm ∥| · ∥|Lp,p1 ,ϕ(X) such that,
for any f ∈ Lp,p1,ϕ(X),

∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(X) ≤ ∥| f ∥|Lp,p1 ,ϕ(X) ≤
p

p − 1
∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(X).

That is, Lp,p1,ϕ(X) is a Banach space equipped with the norm ∥| · ∥|Lp,p1 ,ϕ(X). If p, p1 ∈ (0,∞) and

there exists a positive constant C such that, for any ball B ⊂ X, C−1 ≤ ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p ≤ C, then

Lp,p1,ϕ(X) = Lp,p1(X). For more studies of Lorentz–Morrey spaces, we refer to [57, 70].
We recall the concept of generalized Lorentz-block spaces. We begin with the following defi-

nition of [ϕ, q, q1]-blocks.

Definition 4.23. Let ϕ : X× (0,∞)→ (0,∞) and q, q1 ∈ (1,∞). A function b is called a [ϕ, q, q1]-
block if there exists a ball B, called the supporting ball of b, such that

(i) supp b ⊂ B;

(ii) ∥b∥Lq,q1 (X) ≤
1

[µ(B)]
1
q′ ϕ(B)

, where 1
q +

1
q′ = 1.

Denote by B[ϕ, q, q1] the set of all [ϕ, q, q1]-blocks.



Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova Representation of Quasi-Norms of Ball Quasi-Banach Function Spaces 41

Definition 4.24. Let ϕ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) and q, q1 ∈ (1,∞). Assume that Lq′,q′1,ϕ(X) , {0}.
The generalized Lorentz-block space B[ϕ,q,q1](X) is defined to be the set of all f ∈ [Lq′,q′1,ϕ(X)]∗

such that there exist a sequence {b j} j∈N in B[ϕ, q, q1] and a sequence {λ j} j∈N in [0,∞) satisfying∑
j∈N λ j < ∞ such that

f =
∑

j

λ jb j in
[
Lq′,q′1,ϕ(X)

]∗
. (4.12)

For any f ∈ B[ϕ,q,q1](X), define

∥ f ∥B[ϕ,q,q1](X) := inf

∑j∈N λ j : f =
∑
j∈N

λ jb j in
[
Lq′,q′1,ϕ(X)

]∗ ,
where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as in (4.12).

Remark 4.25. Let ϕ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) and q, q1 ∈ (1,∞). As was shown in [114, Theo-
rem 3.51] that, under some additional assumptions on ϕ, the generalized Lorentz–Morrey space
Lq,q1,ϕ(X) and the generalized Lorentz-block space B[ϕ,q′,q′1](X) are mutually the associate space.

Applying Theorems 1.11 and 4.6, we obtain the following Maz’ya–Shaposhnikova formula on
generalized Lorentz–Morrey spaces.

Theorem 4.26. Let p, p1, q ∈ (0,∞) satisfy q < min{p, p1} and let ϕ ∈ Gdec
p satisfy both (4.4) and

(4.5). Assume that ϕ satisfies (4.6) or assume that ϕ satisfies both (4.7) and (4.8). Then there exist
C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ [Lp,p1,ϕ(Ω)/R] ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

Lp,p1 ,ϕ
(Ω),

C∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)/R. (4.13)

Proof. We first porve the lower estimate in (4.13). From Remark 3.2(i), [114, Proposition 3.54],
and the assumption that ϕ satisfies both (4.3) and (4.5), we infer that there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such
that, for any f ∈ Lp,p1,ϕ(Ω),

∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω) ≤ sup
B

∥ f ∥Lp,p1
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

≤ C∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω),

where C ∈ (0,∞) is independent of f , which further implies that, for any f ∈ Lp,p1,ϕ(Ω)/R,

∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)/R ≤ sup
B

∥ f ∥Lp,p1
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)/R

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

≤ C∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)/R.

By this, the fact that supB
[
(M1B)1−θ]

A1
< ∞ (see, for example, [104, Theorem 281]), and Theo-

rem 4.6, we conclude that, for any f ∈ Lp,p1,ϕ(Ω)/R,

∥ f ∥Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)/R ≤ sup
B

∥ f ∥Lp,p1
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)/R

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

≲ sup
B

1

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,p1
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)
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≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q sup

B

1

ϕ(B)[µ(B)]
1
p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,p1
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω)

≲ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

Lp,p1 ,ϕ(Ω)

.

This finishes the lower estimate in (4.13).
Next, we show the upper estimate in (4.13). Let p2 ∈ (q,min{p, p1}). Then ϕp2 ∈ Gdec

p
p2

satisfies

(4.4). Moreover, from [86, Lemma 7.1], we deduce that ϕp2 satisfies (4.5). By p
p2
> 1, p1

p2
> 1, and

[114, Theorem 3.45], we find that [Lp,p1,ϕ(X)]
1

p2 = L p
p2
,

p1
p2
,ϕp2 (X) is a ball Banach function space.

From [114, Theorems 3.51 and 3.53], we infer that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is
bounded on

B[ϕp2 ,( p
p2

)′,( p1
p2

)′](X) =
[
L p

p2
,

p1
p2
,ϕp2 (X)

]′
=

([
Lp,p1,ϕ(X)

] 1
p2

)′
.

By these and the proof of Theorem 1.11, we conclude that the last inequality in (4.13) holds. This
finishes the proof of Theorem 4.26. □

Remark 4.27. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.26 is completely new.

Applying a slight modification of the proof of [114, Theorem 3.57] with [114, Theorem 2.11(i)]
replaced by Theorem 1.11, we find that the following conclusion and omit the details.

Theorem 4.28. Let p, p1, q, q1 ∈ (1,∞) satisfy both 1
p +

1
q = 1 and 1

p1
+ 1

q1
= 1 and let ϕ ∈

Gdec
p satisfy (4.4). Assume that ϕ satisfies (4.6) or assume that ϕ satisfies both (4.7) and (4.8).

If q2 ∈ (0, 1] and β ∈ (0,∞), then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q2

B[ϕ,q,q1](Ω),

C∥ f ∥B[ϕ,q,q1](Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1

q2

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q2

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq2
dµ(y)

} 1
q2

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
B[ϕ,q,q1](Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1

q2

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q2

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq2
dµ(y)

} 1
q2

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
B[ϕ,q,q1](Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥B[ϕ,q,q1](Ω).

Remark 4.29. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.28 is completely new.

4.7 Generalized Orlicz–Morrey and Generalized Orlicz-Block Spaces

The Orlicz–Morrey spaces were introduced by [85] to unify Orlicz and Morrey spaces and
were studied in [87]. For the definitions of the Orlicz function Φ and its positive lower type r−

Φ

and its positive upper type r+
Φ

, see Section 4.4. In this section, we always assume that Φ is strictly
increasing. If 1 ≤ r−

Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞, we always assume that Φ is convex. The locally Orlicz space

LΦloc(X) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f on X such that, for any x ∈ X, there
exists a positive constant rx satisfying ∥ f 1B(x,rx)∥LΦ(X) < ∞. We now introduce the generalized
Orlicz–Morrey space as follows.

Definition 4.30. Let φ : X× (0,∞)→ (0,∞) and Φ be an Orlicz function with positive lower type
r−
Φ

and positive upper type r+
Φ

. The generalized Orlicz–Morrey space L(Φ,φ)(X) is defined to be the
set of all f ∈ LΦloc(X) such that ∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(X) := supB ∥ f ∥Φ,φ,B < ∞, where the supremum is taken
over all balls B ⊂ X and

∥ f ∥Φ,φ,B := inf
{
λ ∈ (0,∞) :

1
µ(B)

∫
B
Φ

(
| f (x)|
λ

)
dµ(x) ≤ φ(B)

}
.
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It is easy to prove that L(Φ,φ)(X) is a quasi-Banach space because ∥ · ∥Φ,φ,B = ∥ · ∥LΦ(B, µB), where
µB := µ

µ(B)φ(B) , which is a quasi-norm on the Orlicz space LΦ(B, µB). If 1 ≤ r−
Φ
≤ r+

Φ
< ∞,

then L(Φ,φ)(X) is a Banach space equipped with the norm ∥ · ∥L(Φ,φ)(X). If φ(B) = [µ(B)]−1, then
L(Φ,φ)(X) = LΦ(X) which is an Orlicz space. If Φ(t) = tp with p ∈ (0,∞) and φ = ϕp, then
L(Φ,φ)(X) = Lp,ϕ(X) which is a generalized Morrey space.

In what follows, if there is no confusion, we always omit the variable in integrals. For any
given ball B, from Hölder’s inequality for Orlicz spaces, we deduce that, for any f ∈ LΦ(B, dµB)
and g ∈ LΦ̃(B, dµB), ∫

B
| f g| dµ = µ(B)φ(B)

∫
B
| f g| dµB

≤ 2µ(B)φ(B)∥ f ∥LΦ(B, dµB)∥g∥LΦ̃(B, dµB)

= 2µ(B)φ(B)∥ f ∥Φ,φ,B∥g∥Φ̃,φ,B. (4.14)

Next, we define the generalized Orlicz-block space.

Definition 4.31. Let φ : X × (0,∞)→ (0,∞) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−
Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞.

A function b on X is called a (φ,Ψ)-block if there exists a ball B, called the supporting ball of b,
such that

(i) supp b ⊂ B;

(ii) b ∈ LΨ(X) and ∥b∥Ψ,φ,B ≤ 1
µ(B)φ(B) .

Denote by B(φ,Ψ) the set of all (φ,Ψ)-blocks.

By (4.14) and Definitions 4.30 and 4.31, we find that, for any b ∈ B(φ,Ψ) with its supporting
ball B, ∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫
X

bg dµ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫

B
|bg| dµ ≤ 2µ(B)φ(B)∥b∥Ψ,φ,B∥g∥Ψ̃,φ,B ≤ 2∥g∥L(Ψ̃,φ)(X), (4.15)

where Ψ̃ is the complementary Orlicz function of Ψ. That is, the mapping g 7→
∫
X

bg dµ is a

bounded linear functional on L(Ψ̃,φ)(X) with norm not exceeding 2.

Definition 4.32. Let φ : X × (0,∞)→ (0,∞) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−
Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞.

Assume that L(Ψ̃,φ)(X) , {0}. The Orlicz-block space B(φ,Ψ)(X) is defined to be the set of all
f ∈ [L(Ψ̃,φ)(X)]∗ such that there exist a sequence {b j} j∈N in B(φ,Ψ) and a sequence {λ j} j∈N in
[0,∞) satisfying

∑
j∈N λ j < ∞ such that

f =
∑
j∈N

λ jb j in
[
L(Ψ̃,φ)(X)

]∗
. (4.16)

For any f ∈ B(φ,Ψ)(X), define

∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) := inf

∑j∈N λ j : f =
∑
j∈N

λ jb j in
[
L(Ψ̃,φ)(X)

]∗ ,
where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as in (4.16).

It is easy to show that B(φ,Ψ)(X) is a Banach space equipped with the norm ∥ · ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X). The
Orlicz-block space B(φ,Ψ)(X) was introduced in [89], where it was proved to be the predual space
of L(Ψ̃,φ)(X) in the case where both X = Rd and φ is a function from (0,∞) to (0,∞). If Ψ(t) = tq,
q ∈ (1,∞), and φ = ϕq′ , then B(φ,Ψ)(X) = B[ϕ,q](X) which is a generalized block space.

Now, we first show that L(Φ,φ)(X) is a ball quasi-Banach space. The following lemma was
proven by [111, Lemma 4.1] in the case where X = Rn, r−

Φ
≥ 1, and φ : (0,∞)→ (0,∞).
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Lemma 4.33. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Φ be an Orlicz function with positive lower type

r−
Φ

and positive upper type r+
Φ

. Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any ball B,
1B ∈ L(Φ,φ)(X) and

1
Φ−1(φ(B))

≤ ∥1B∥L(Φ,φ)(X) ≤
C

Φ−1(φ(B))
. (4.17)

Proof. Let B be a ball. An elementary calculation shows that

∥1B∥Φ,φ,B =
1

Φ−1(φ(B))
. (4.18)

From this and Definition 4.30, we infer that the first inequality in (4.17) holds. Next, we prove
the second inequality in (4.17). Let λ := 1

Φ−1(φ(B)) . Then it is enough to show that there exists a
constant C ∈ [1,∞) such that, for any ball B′ with B ∩ B′ , ∅,

1
µ(B′)φ(B′)

∫
B′
Φ

(
1B

Cλ

)
dµ ≤ 1. (4.19)

Since B ∩ B′ , ∅, we can take a positive constant k ∈ [1,∞), independent of B and B′, such that
B′ ⊂ kB or B ⊂ kB′ holds. We consider the following two cases.

Case (1) B′ ⊂ kB. In this case, by the fact that Φ(t) ≥ Φ(0) for any t ∈ [0,∞), the definition of
λ, and the properties of φ, we conclude that

1
µ(B′)φ(B′)

∫
B′
Φ

(
1B

λ

)
dµ ≤

1
φ(B′)

Φ

(
1
λ

)
=
φ(B)
φ(B′)

≲ 1.

Case (2) B ⊂ kB′. In this case, from the fact that Φ(t) ≥ Φ(0) for any t ∈ [0,∞), the definition
of λ, and the properties of φ, it follows that

1
µ(B′)φ(B′)

∫
B′
Φ

(
1B

λ

)
dµ ≤

1
µ(B′)φ(B′)

∫
B
Φ

(
1
λ

)
dµ =

µ(B)φ(B)
µ(B′)φ(B′)

≲ 1.

By the both cases, we find that (4.19) and hence (4.17) holds, which then completes the proof of
Lemma 4.33. □

Using Definition 4.30 and Lemma 4.33, we immediately obtain the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.34. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Φ be an Orlicz function with positive lower type r−

Φ

and positive upper type r+
Φ

. Then L(Φ,φ)(X) is a ball quasi-Banach function space. Moreover, if
1 ≤ r−

Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞, then L(Φ,φ)(X) is a ball Banach function space.

Now, we prove that B(φ,Ψ)(X) is a ball quasi-Banach function space. We show that, in some
special cases, the generalized Orlicz-block space reduces to the Orlicz space.

Lemma 4.35. Let φ : X × (0,∞)→ (0,∞) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−
Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞. If

there exists a positive constant C∗ such that, for any ball B,

1
C∗
≤ φ(B)µ(B) ≤ C∗, (4.20)

Then B(φ,Ψ)(X) = LΨ(X) and there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f ∈ B(φ,Ψ)(X),

C−1∥ f ∥LΨ(X) ≤ ∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) ≤ C∥ f ∥LΨ(X).
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Proof. From the assumption that φ satisfies (4.20), we deduce that L(Ψ̃,φ)(X) = LΨ̃(X) with equiv-
alent norms. Let f ∈ B(φ,Ψ)(X). Then there exist a sequence {b j} j∈N in B(φ,Ψ) and a sequence
{λ j} j∈N in [0,∞) satisfying

∑
j∈N λ j < ∞ such that f =

∑
j∈N λ jb j in [L(Ψ̃,φ)(X)]∗ = [LΨ̃(X)]∗ =

LΨ(X) and 2∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) ≥
∑

j∈N λ j. By this and (4.15), we conclude that, for any g ∈ LΨ̃(X),∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
X

g f dµ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∞∑
j=1

λ j

∫
B j

|b jg| dµ ≤ 2
∞∑
j=1

λ j∥g∥L(Ψ̃,φ)(X) ∼ ∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X)∥g∥LΨ̃(X),

which proves f ∈ LΨ(X) and ∥ f ∥LΨ ≲ ∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X).
Conversely, let f ∈ LΨ(X) and λ ∈ (∥ f ∥LΨ(X),∞). Then∫

X

Ψ

(
| f |
λ

)
dµ ≤ 1. (4.21)

Choose a sequence of balls {B j} j∈N such that B j ⊂ B j+1 for any j ∈ N,
⋃

j∈N B j = X, and∫
B∁j

Ψ

(
| f |
λ

)
dµ ≤

(
2− j

)r+
Ψ

for any j ∈ N, which, together with (4.21) and (4.20), further implies that∫
B1

Ψ

(
| f |
λ

)
dµ ≤ 1 ≤ C∗µ(B1)φ(B1)

and, for any j ∈ N ∩ [2,∞),∫
B∁j−1

Ψ

(
| f |
λ

)
dµ ≤

(
2− j+1

)r+
Ψ C∗µ(B j)φ(B j).

From this, we infer that there exists C ∈ (0,∞), depending only on Ψ and C∗, such that∥∥∥ f 1B1

∥∥∥
Ψ,φ,B1

≤ C∥ f ∥LΨ(X) (4.22)

and, for any j ∈ N ∩ [2,∞), ∥∥∥ f 1B j\B j−1

∥∥∥
Ψ,φ,B j

≤ 2− j+1C∥ f ∥LΨ(X). (4.23)

Let λ1 := φ(B1)µ(B1)∥ f 1B1∥Ψ,φ,B1 and b1 := λ−1
1 f 1B1 and, for any j ∈ N ∩ [2,∞), let

λ j := φ(B j)µ(B j)
∥∥∥ f 1B j\B j−1

∥∥∥
Ψ,φ,B j

and b j := λ−1
j f 1B j\B j−1 . Then, by (4.22), (4.23), (4.20), and Definition 4.31, we find that, for any

j ∈ N, λ j ≤ 2− j+1CC∗∥ f ∥LΨ(X) and b j ∈ B(φ,Ψ), which implies that

f = f 1B1 +

∞∑
j=2

f 1B j\B j−1 =

∞∑
j=1

λ jb j

and
∞∑
j=1

λ j ≤ CC∗
∞∑
j=1

2− j+1∥ f ∥LΨ(X) ≤ 2CC∗∥ f ∥LΨ(X).

That is, f ∈ B(φ,Ψ)(X) and ∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) ≤ 2CC∗∥ f ∥LΨ(X). This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.35. □
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In the proof of the next lemma, we need the following inequality: Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4).

Then there exists C ∈ [1,∞) such that, for any balls B1 and B2,

µ(B1 ∩ B2)
µ(B2)φ(B2)

≤
C
φ(B1)

; (4.24)

see [114, Lemma 3.18].

Lemma 4.36. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−

Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞. Then

B(φ,Ψ)(X) ⊂ L1
loc(X) and the expression (4.16) converges µ-a.e. on X.

Proof. Let f ∈ B(φ,Ψ). Then there exist a sequence {b j} j∈N in B(φ,Ψ) and a sequence {λ j} j∈N in
[0,∞) satisfying

∑
j∈N λ j < ∞ such that f =

∑
j∈N λ jb j in [L(Ψ̃,φ)(X)]∗. For any j ∈ N, let B j be

the supporting ball of b j. An elementary calculation shows that, for any ball B,∥∥∥1B∩B j

∥∥∥
Ψ̃,φ,B j

=
1

Ψ̃−1(µ(B j)φ(B j)
µ(B∩B j)

)
.

From this, (4.14), and (4.24), we deduce that, for any ball B,∫
B

∞∑
j=1

λ j|b j| dµ ≤
∞∑
j=1

λ j

∫
B j

|b j|1B∩B j dµ ≤
∞∑
j=1

λ j µ(B j)φ(B j)
∥∥∥b j

∥∥∥
Ψ,φ,B j

∥∥∥1B∩B j

∥∥∥
Ψ̃,φ,B j

≤

∞∑
j=1

λ j
1

Ψ̃−1(µ(B j)φ(B j)
µ(B∩B j)

)
≲
∞∑
j=1

λ j
1

Ψ̃−1(φ(B))
< ∞.

Thus,
∑

j∈N λ jb j converges µ-a.e. to some function in L1
loc(X) and hence f ∈ L1

loc(X). This finishes
the proof of Lemma 4.36. □

By an argument similar to that used in the proof of [114, Lemmas 3.22 and 3.25], we can prove
the following two lemmas; we omit the details.

Lemma 4.37. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−

Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞. If

g, f ∈M (X) are such that |g| ≤ | f | µ-a.e. on X, then ∥g∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) ≤ ∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X).

Lemma 4.38. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−

Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞.

Assume that φ satisfies (4.20) or both

lim
r→0+

inf
x∈B
φ(x, r) = ∞ (4.25)

for any ball B ⊂ X and
lim
r→∞
φ(x, r)µ(B(x, r)) = ∞ (4.26)

for any x ∈ X. Let { fm}m∈N be a sequence in M (X) and f ∈ M (X). If 0 ≤ fm ↑ f µ-almost
everywhere on X as m→ ∞, then ∥ fm∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) ↑ ∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) as m→ ∞.

Using Definition 4.32, Lemmas 4.37 and 4.38, and the properties of the Lebesgue integral, we
immediately obtain the following conclusion; we omit the details.

Theorem 4.39. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−

Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞.

Assume that φ satisfies (4.20) or both (4.25) and (4.26). Then B(φ,Ψ)(X) is a ball Banach function
space.

By an argument similar to that used in the proof of [114, Theorem 3.28], we can also show that
the generalized Orlicz–Morrey space and the generalized Orlicz-block space are associate spaces
of each other; we omit the details.
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Theorem 4.40. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and (Φ,Ψ) be a complementary pair of Orlicz functions

with 1 < r−
Φ
≤ r+

Φ
< ∞. Then [B(φ,Ψ)(X)]′ = L(Φ,φ)(X) and, for any g ∈ [B(φ,Ψ)(X)]′, it holds

∥g∥[B(φ,Ψ)(X)]′ ∼ ∥g∥L(Φ,φ)(X) with the positive equivalence constants independent of g. In addition,
assume that (4.20) holds or assume that both (4.25) and (4.26) hold. Then [L(Φ,φ)(X)]′ = B(φ,Ψ)(X)
and, for any f ∈ [L(Φ,φ)(X)]′, ∥ f ∥[L(Φ,φ)(X)]′ ∼ ∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) with the positive equivalence constants
independent of f .

Next, we prove the boundedness of the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM on generalized
Orlicz–Morrey spaces and generalized Orlicz-block spaces. It is known that, if 1 < r−

Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞,

then there exists a positive constant c such that, for any f ∈ L1
loc(X), the modular inequality∫

X

Φ(M f ) dµ ≤ c
∫
X

Φ(c| f |) dµ (4.27)

holds, where the positive constant c is independent of f ; see Kokilashvili and Krbec [66, Theo-
rem 1.2.1] whose proof is available to spaces of homogeneous type.

Theorem 4.41. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Φ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−

Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞.

Then the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded on L(Φ,φ)(X).

Theorem 4.41 with X = Rn and φ : (0,∞) → (0,∞) was shown in [85, 87]. To prove Theo-
rem 4.41, we need the following lemma, which is exactly [111, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 4.42. Let φ : X × (0,∞) → (0,∞) and Φ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−
Φ
≤ r+
Φ
< ∞.

Then, for any f ∈ L(Φ,φ)(X) and any ball B,

1
µ(B)

∫
B
| f | dµ ≤ 2Φ−1(φ(B)) ∥ f ∥Φ,φ,B.

Proof of Theorem 4.41. Let f ∈ L(Φ,φ)(X) and ∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(X) = 1. It suffices to prove that, for any ball
B(x, r) with x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),

1
µ(B(x, r))

∫
B(x,r)
Φ(M f ) dµ ≲ φ(x, r). (4.28)

Let k := K0(1 + 2K0) and write f = f1 + f2 with f1 := f 1B(x,kr) and f2 := f 1[B(x,kr)]∁ . By (4.27),
we find that ∫

B(x,r)
Φ(M f1) dµ ≤ c

∫
X

Φ(c| f1|) dµ = c
∫

B(x,kr)
Φ(c| f |) dµ

≤ c2µ(B(x, kr))φ(x, kr) ∼ µ(B(x, r))φ(x, r). (4.29)

Now, notice that, for any given z ∈ B(x, r),

M f2(z) = sup
B(y,s)∋z

?
B(y,s)
| f2| dµ = sup

B(y,s)∋z

B(y,s)∩[B(x,kr)]∁,∅

?
B(y,s)
| f | dµ. (4.30)

If the ball B(y, s) with y ∈ X and s ∈ (0,∞) satisfies both B(y, s) ∋ z and B(y, s) ∩ [B(x, kr)]∁ , ∅,
then r ≤ s. Actually, if r > s, then, by Definition 2.1(iii), we conclude that, for any w ∈ B(y, s),

ρ(x,w) ≤ K0[ρ(x, z) + ρ(z,w)] ≤ K0ρ(x, z) + K2
0 [ρ(z, y) + ρ(y,w)] ≤ K0(r + 2K0s) < kr,

that is, w ∈ B(x, kr) and hence B(y, s) ⊂ B(x, kr), which contradicts B(y, s) ∩ [B(x, kr)]∁ , ∅.
Therefore, from (4.30) and Lemma 4.42, it follows that, for any z ∈ B(x, r),

M f2(z) ≤ sup
B(y,s)∋z

r≤s

?
B(y,s)
| f | dµ ≲ sup

B(y,s)∋z
r≤s

Φ−1(φ(y, s)).

Notice that, if B(x, r)∩B(y, s) , ∅ and r ≤ s, then φ(y, s) ∼ φ(x, s) ≲ φ(x, r), which further implies
that Φ(M f2(z)) ≲ φ(x, r). By this and (4.29), we find that (4.28) holds. This finishes the proof of
Lemma 4.42. □
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We turn to consider the generalized Orlicz-block space.

Theorem 4.43. Let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy (4.4) and Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−

Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞.

Assume that there exists a positive constant C such that∫ ∞

r

φ(x, t)
t

dt ≤ Cφ(x, r). (4.31)

Then the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded on B(φ,Ψ)(X).

Proof. We first claim that there exists a positive constant C0 such that, for any b ∈ B(φ,Ψ),

∥Mb∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) ≤ C0. (4.32)

Indeed, let b ∈ B(φ,Ψ) and B(x, r) be its supporting ball, where x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞). Let c be the
same positive constant as in (4.27) and let k := K0(1 + 2K0). From (4.27), we infer that, for any
λ ∈ (c∥b∥Ψ,φ,B(x,r),∞),

1
µ(B(x, kr))φ(x, kr)

∫
B(x,kr)

Ψ

(
(Mb)1B(x,kr)

λ

)
dµ

≤
1

µ(B(x, kr))φ(x, kr)

∫
X

Ψ

(
Mb
λ

)
dµ

≤
c

µ(B(x, kr))φ(x, kr)

∫
X

Ψ

(
c|b|
λ

)
dµ ≤

cµ(B(x, r))φ(x, r)
µ(B(x, kr))φ(x, kr)

≤ C1,

which, combined with Definition 4.31(ii) and the assumption on φ, further implies that

∥Mb∥Ψ,φ,B(x,kr) ≤ C2∥b∥Ψ,φ,B(x,r) ≤
C2

µ(B(x, r))φ(x, r)
≤

C3

µ(B(x, kr))φ(x, kr)
, (4.33)

where the positive constants C1, C2, and C3 depend only on c, K0, L(µ), Ψ, and φ.
Next, let j ∈ Z+. For any given z < B(x, 2 jkr), we have

Mb(z) = sup
B(y,s)∋z

?
B(y,s)
|b| dµ = sup

B(y,s)∋z, B(x,r)∩B(y,s),∅

?
B(y,s)
|b| dµ.

If z < B(x, 2 jkr), z ∈ B(y, s), and B(x, r) ∩ B(y, s) , ∅, then 2 jr < s. Indeed, if s ≤ 2 jr, then
Definition 2.1(iii) implies that, for any w ∈ B(x, r) ∩ B(y, s),

ρ(x, z) ≤ K0[ρ(x, y) + ρ(y, z)]

≤ K0 {K0[ρ(x,w) + ρ(w, y)] + ρ(y, z)}

< K0[K0(r + s) + s] ≤ K0(2K0 + 1)2 jr = 2 jkr, (4.34)

which contradicts z < B(x, 2 jkr). Thus, 2 jr < s. By this, supp b ⊂ B(x, r), (2.1), and (4.14), we
conclude that, for any z < B(x, 2 jkr),

Mb(z) = sup
B(y,s)∋z
s>2 jr

1
µ(B(y, s))

∫
B(y,s)
|b| dµ

≤ sup
B(y,s)∋z
s>2 jr

1
µ(B(y, s))

∫
B(x,r)
|b| dµ ≤

C4

µ(B(x, 2 jr))

∫
B(x,r)
|b| dµ

≤
2C4µ(B(x, r))φ(x, r)∥b∥Ψ,φ,B(x,r)∥1∥Ψ̃,φ,B(x,r)

µ(B(x, 2 jr))
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≤
2C4∥1∥Ψ̃,φ,B(x,r)

µ(B(x, 2 jr))
=

2C4

µ(B(x, 2 jr))Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r))
,

where C4 is a positive constant depending only on K0 and L(µ), which, together with (4.18) and the
relations Ψ−1(t)Ψ̃−1(t) ∼ t and µ(B(x, 2 j−1r)) ∼ µ(B(x, 2 jr)), further implies that, for any j ∈ N,∥∥∥(Mb)1B(x,2 jkr)\B(x,2 j−1kr)

∥∥∥
Ψ,φ,B(x,2 jkr)

≤
2C4

µ(B(x, 2 j−1r))Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r))
∥1∥Ψ,φ,B(x,2 jkr)

=
2C4

µ(B(x, 2 j−1r))Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r))Ψ−1(φ(x, 2 jkr))

≤
C5Ψ̃

−1(φ(x, 2 jkr))

µ(B(x, 2 jr))φ(x, 2 jkr)Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r))
, (4.35)

where the positive constant C5 depends only on K0, L(µ), and Ψ.

Now, let λ̃0 := C3 and, for any j ∈ N, λ̃ j := C5Ψ̃
−1(φ(x,2 jkr))
Ψ̃−1(φ(x,r))

. Let b̃0 := (Mb)1B(x,kr)

λ̃0
and, for any

j ∈ N, b̃ j :=
(Mb)1B(x,2 jkr)\B(x,2 j−1kr)

λ̃ j
. Then, from (4.33) and (4.35), we deduce that b̃ j ∈ B(φ,Ψ) for

any j ∈ N ∪ {0},Mb =
∑∞

j=0 λ̃ j̃b j, and

∥Mb∥B(φ,Ψ) ≤ λ̃0 +

∞∑
j=1

λ̃ j ≲ 1 +
∞∑
j=1

Ψ̃−1(φ(x, 2 jkr))

Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r))

∼ 1 +
∞∑
j=1

1

Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r))

∫ 2 jkr

2 j−1kr

Ψ̃−1(φ(x, t))
t

dt

≤ 1 +
1

Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r))

∫ ∞

r

Ψ̃−1(φ(x, t))
t

dt. (4.36)

By [111, Lemma 4.4] and (4.31), we find that, for any x ∈ X and r ∈ (0,∞),∫ ∞

r

Ψ̃−1(φ(x, t))
t

dt ≲ Ψ̃−1(φ(x, r)),

which, together with (4.36), completes the proof of (4.32) and hence the aforementioned claim.
Let f ∈ B(φ,Ψ)(X). Then there exist a sequence {b j} j∈N in B(φ,Ψ) and a sequence {λ j} j∈N in

[0,∞) satisfying
∑

j∈N λ j ≤ 2∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) such that f =
∑

j∈N λ jb j µ-almost everywhere on X,
which, combined with (4.32), further implies that

∥M f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X) ≤

∞∑
j=1

λ j
∥∥∥Mb j

∥∥∥
B(φ,Ψ)(X) ≤ C0

∞∑
j=1

λ j ≤ 2C0∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(X).

This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.43. □

The following is a characterization of Orlicz–Morrey spaces in terms of A1-weights, which is
a generalization of [104, Proposition 285] from Morrey spaces on Rn to Orlicz–Morrey spaces on
spaces of homogeneous type.

Proposition 4.44. Let φ satisfy both (4.3) and (4.31), and let Φ be an Orlicz function with positive
lower type r−

Φ
and positive upper type r+

Φ
. Then there exist constants θ ∈ (0, 1) and C ∈ [1,∞),

depending only on K0, Lµ,Φ, and φ, such that, for any f ∈ L(Φ,φ)(X, µ),

∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(X,µ) ≤ sup
B
∥ f ∥LΦ

(M1B)1−θ
(X,µB) ≤ C∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(X,µ), (4.37)

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊂ X and µB := µ
φ(B)µ(B) .
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Proof. Since 1B ≤ (M1B)1−θ for any θ ∈ (0, 1), it follows that the first inequality in (4.37) holds.
Next, we prove the second inequality in (4.37). Let f ∈ L(Φ,φ)(X, µ). Using (4.31) and [86,
Lemma 7.1], we conclude that there exists a positive constant ϵ such that, for any x ∈ X and
r ∈ (0,∞), ∫ ∞

r

φ(x, t)tϵ

t
dt ≤ Cϵφ(x, r)rϵ . (4.38)

Take θ ∈ (0, 1) such that θ log2 L(µ) ≤ ϵ. Let B := B(x, r), k := K0(1 + 2K0), and j ∈ N. Notice
that, if z < 2 jkB, z ∈ B(y, s), and B(x, r) ∩ B(y, s) , ∅, then 2 jr < s; see (4.34). In this case,
µ(B(y, s)) ∼ µ(B(x, s)) ≥ µ(B(x, 2 jr)) = µ(2 jB). Then, for any given z < 2 jkB,

M1B(z) = sup
B(y,s)∋z

?
B(y,s)

1B(x,r) ≤ sup
B(y,s)∋z

B(x,r)∩B(y,s),∅

µ(B(x, r))
µ(B(y, s))

≲
µ(B)
µ(2 jB)

,

which further implies that

(M1B)1−θ = (M1B)1−θ

12kB +

∞∑
j=1

12 j+1kB\2 jkB

 ≲ 12kB +

∞∑
j=1

[
µ(B)
µ(2 jB)

]1−θ

12 j+1kB\2 jkB

and, for any λ ∈ (∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(X),∞),

Φ

(
| f |
λ

)
(M1B)1−θ ≲

∞∑
j=0

[
µ(B)
µ(2 jB)

]1−θ

Φ

(
| f |12 j+1kB

λ

)
.

From this, (2.1), θ log2 L(µ) ≤ ϵ, and (4.38), we infer that∫
X

Φ

(
| f |
λ

)
(M1B)1−θ dµB

≲
∞∑
j=0

[
µ(B)
µ(2 jB)

]1−θ ∫
X

Φ

(
| f |12 j+1kB

λ

)
dµ

µ(B)φ(B)

=
1
φ(B)

∞∑
j=0

φ(2 jB)
[
µ(2 jB)
µ(B)

]θ ∫
X

Φ

(
| f |12 j+1kB

λ

)
dµ

µ(2 jB)φ(2 jB)

≲
1
φ(B)

∞∑
j=0

φ(2 jB)
[
µ(2 jB)
µ(B)

]θ ∫
2 j+1kB

Φ

(
| f |
λ

)
dµ

µ(2 j+1kB)φ(2 j+1kB)

≤
1
φ(B)

∞∑
j=0

φ(2 jB)
[
µ(2 jB)
µ(B)

]θ
≲

1
φ(x, r)

∞∑
j=0

φ(x, 2 jr)
(2 jr)ϵ

rϵ

∼
1

φ(x, r)rϵ

∞∑
j=0

∫ 2 j+1r

2 jr

φ(x, t)tϵ

t
dt =

1
φ(x, r)rϵ

∫ ∞

r

φ(x, t)tϵ

t
dt ≤ Cϵ .

This shows
∥ f ∥LΦ

(M1B)1−θ
(X,µB) ≲ ∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(X),

where the implicit positive constant is independent of both B and f . This finishes the proof of the
second inequality in (4.37) and hence Proposition 4.44. □

Applying Theorems 1.11 and 4.8 and Proposition 4.44, we obtain the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.45. Let Φ be an Orlicz function with positive lower type r−
Φ

and positive upper type
r+
Φ

, and let φ ∈ Gdec
1 satisfy both (4.4) and (4.31). Assume that φ satisfies (4.20) or both (4.25)
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and (4.26). Let 0 < q < r−
Φ

. Then there exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ [L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R] ∩⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

L(Φ,φ)(Ω),

C∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

L(Φ,φ)(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

L(Φ,φ)(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R.

Proof. We first prove the lower estimate. By Remark 3.2(i) and Proposition 4.44, we find that
there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any f ∈ L(Φ,φ)(Ω),

∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω) ≤ sup
B
∥ f ∥LΦ

(M1B)1−θ
(Ω,µB) ≤ C∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω)

with µB := µ
µ(B)φ(B) , where C ∈ (0,∞) is independent of f , which, together with Proposition 2.11,

further implies that, for any f ∈ L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R,

∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R ≤ sup
B
∥ f ∥LΦ

(M1B)1−θ
(Ω,µB)/R ≤ C∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R.

From this, the fact that, for any ball B ⊂ X, [(M1B)1−θ]A1(µB) ≲ 1 with the implicit positive constant
independent of B, and Theorem 4.8, we deduce that, for any f ∈ [L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R]∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

L(Φ,φ)(Ω),

∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R ≤ sup
B
∥ f ∥LΦ

(M1B)1−θ
(Ω,µB)/R

≲ sup
B

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

LΦ
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω,µB)

≤ lim
s→0+

sup
B

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

LΦ
(M1B)1−θ

(Ω,µB)

≲ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

L(Φ,φ)(Ω)

,

which completes the proof of the lower estimate.
Then we show the upper estimate. By Theorem 4.34, we conclude that the Orlicz–Morrey

space L(Φ,φ)(X) is a ball quasi-Banach function space. Take p ∈ [q, r−
Φ

) and let Φ( 1
p )(t) = Φ(t

1
p ).

Then [L(Φ,φ)(X)]
1
p = L(Φ( 1

p )
,φ)(X) is a ball Banach function space. From Theorems 4.40 and 4.43

and 1 < r−
Φ̃

( 1
p )
≤ r+
Φ̃

( 1
p )
< ∞, it follows that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded

on [L(Φ( 1
p )
,φ)(X)]′ = B

(φ,
˜
Φ

( 1
p ))

(X). Then we find that Assumption I is satisfied for Y = L(Φ,φ). By

this and the proof of Theorem 1.11, we obtain

lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

L(Φ,φ)(Ω)

≲ ∥ f ∥L(Φ,φ)(Ω)/R.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.45. □

Remark 4.46. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.45 is completely new.

The following theorem is an application of Theorem 1.11.
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Theorem 4.47. Let Ψ be an Orlicz function with 1 < r−
Ψ
≤ r+
Ψ
< ∞ and let φ ∈ Gdec

1 satisfy both
(4.4) and (4.31). Assume that ϕ satisfies (4.20) or both (4.25) and (4.26). If β ∈ (0,∞), then there
exist C, C̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for any f ∈ Cβb(Ω) ∩

⋃
s∈(0,1) Ẇ s,q

B(φ,Ψ)
(Ω),

C∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(Ω) ≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

B(φ,Ψ)(Ω)

≤ lim
s→0+

s
1
q

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
{∫
Ω

| f (·) − f (y)|q

U(·, y)[ρ(·, y)]sq dµ(y)
} 1

q
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

B(φ,Ψ)(Ω)

≤ C̃∥ f ∥B(φ,Ψ)(Ω).

Proof. From Theorem 4.39, we infer that B(φ,Ψ)(X) is a ball Banach function space. By Theo-
rems 4.40 and 4.41, we conclude that the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operatorM is bounded on
[B(φ,Ψ)(X)]′ = L(Φ,φ)(X), where Φ is the complementary Orlicz function of Ψ [see (4.1)]. Using
these and applying Theorem 1.11(i), we then obtain the desired estimates, which completes the
proof of Theorem 4.47. □

Remark 4.48. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 4.47 is completely new.
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Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2015.
[4] A. Alberico, A. Cianchi, L. Pick and L. Slavı́ková, On the limit as s → 0+ of fractional
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